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Oriminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  305]— Thibd 

BsADDia  [F1B8T  NioHTJ— 
Jfov*d,  "That  the  Bill  benowread  the  third  time,"—(Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Queetion  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — (Mr, 

ir.  S.  QladtUne.) 
QuestJon  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

—After  long  debate,  MmiA,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— 

\Mt.  Bryu :)- Motion  agrud  to  .•—Debate  adfoMnud  till  To-morrou. 

Distressed  Unions  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  a07}— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (J/r.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Monday  next. 


(3.)  "  That  ft  mm,  not  exceeding  i71,*30,  be  granted  to  Her  Mftjestj-,  to  completa 
the  snm  neoesmry  to  drfraf  the  Charge  which  vill  come  in  Doaraa  of  payment  during 
the  year  endiog  on  the  31b(  day  of  Uircb  1S8S,  for  the  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure 
Oardeos" 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  "£7I,43i),"  and  insert  £69,430," — 

{Mr.  i'/iMjt*;,)— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "That  '  £71,430'  stand  part  of  the  Question:  " — 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived ;~£Q9,AS0  ituerled. 
Besolution,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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"Th»t  n  sum,  not  eieeeding  137, 636,  be  grantod  to  Her j 

neoeonn  to  defray  the  Cliarge  which  will  come  in  courae  a.  r-j-"^-  — .".«  — = 
year  endina;  on  the  3Ist  day  of  March  18B8,  for  the  BaildiDgs  of  the  Uouaet  of 
ParliMiieDt''  ,,  .,  ,,    '  .-ISO 

After  short  debate,  Besolation  i^reti  to. 

Butterine  (Frsudaleiit  Sale)  (rt-coBimilltd)  Bill  [Bill  175]— 
Bill  wfi«ia«-<rf in  Oommittee    ,.  ..  ,.  ..181 

Aftw  Bome  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reporUd,  with  an  amended  Title 
(eimgedto  "Margarine  (Fraudulent  Sale)  Bill;"  ae  amended,  to  be 
oonaidered  upon  Sondag  next. 

MOTIONS. 
ITUter  Canal  and  Tyrone  Hav^tion  Bill— o>-i;>mf  (Jfr.  Jtokma,  Coitmi  King' 

Barman,  Sir  Eirbirl  Maxwtll) ;  priunted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  313J  ..      204 

FOilUlinff  (Scotland}  Kli—Ordtnd  [Xr.   Watt,  Mr.  M'Eican,  Mr.  J.  0.  Solton,  Mr. 

Btird,  Mr.  BmflO)  ;  preunttd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  3HJ      . .  . .      204 

[4.25  A.U.] 
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Question  [7th  July],  "  Tbtt  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time :  "~- 
QnesdoD  again  proposed,  "That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  " — Debate  rttumtd 
After  long  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided :  Ayes  349,  Noes 
262 ;  Majority  87. 

Dirision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes 
Mfun  Question  put,  and  agrnd  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  andjnuMi. 
Merchandise   Marks  Law  C<msolidatlon  and    Amendment 

(n-commitltd)  Bill  [Bill  304]  — 
Bill  eemii»r§d  in  Committee  [^Progrtn  ^th  Jvly'\ 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  rtperttd;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 

sidered  upon  Monday  next. 

Iiicensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing:)  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  l.'iS]— 
Jfovtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — (Dr.  Camtron) 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Order  for  Third  Beading  ditekargid. 
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MoBtd,  "TiisX  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Choir," — {Br.  Camtron:)— 
Question  put,  and  agrt»d  to  : — Bill  contid^ed  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Tuetday  next. 
VOL.  OOOXVir.      [third  nvaa.}        [    «    ] 
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Lords'  Amendments  emtHtrti 

One  Utagreed  to. 
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PiET.tAimwT — Sbssiokai.  Ordebb — Ihtekfebence  of  Peers  at  Ei-EoxtoNS 
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Totm  to  the  poll  at  the  North  Paddingtoa  Election,  on  July  Sth,  wu  ui  inMogemant 
of  the  UeMonal  Order  of  this  Uonse,"— (Sir  IFilfrid  Lawteit)  ,.  ..     363 

AmeDdmont  proposed, 

To  Imtb  out  from  tbe  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Queatton,  id  order  to  add  the 
worda,  "  thii  HoiiM  do  noT  proceed  to  Uie  OtdetB  of  the  Day,"— (Afr.  IF.  H.  Smith.) 
Queation  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  House 
ditidti;  Ayes  167,  Noes  196;  Majority  29.— (Div.  List,  No.  292.) 
Words  addtS: — Main  Questiou,  as  amended,  put. 
Setohtd,  That  this  House  do  nov  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDEBU    OF    THE    DAT. 


IriBb  Land  Law  BlU  [ZerA]  [Bill  808]~ 

Motti,  "  That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour)     S72 

AmBodment  proposed, 

To  laareoat  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House,  taking  into  Tiew  the  circumstaDcee  set  forUi  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Royal  Ckimmisnoa  of  188S  on  the  Land  Acts  of  1881  and  1886,  sod  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  CommistioD,  is  of  opinion  that  no  Bill  tor  amendiag  the  Laws  relating 
to  Land  in  Ireland  can  he  satisfacton^  which  shall  not  provide,  not  only  for  entitling 
iMseboldete  to  the  henefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  but  also  for  providing  such 
means  for  the  revision  of  the  judicial  rente  under  that  Aot,  as  will  meet  the 
eiigenciea  oreiited  by  the  heavy  full  in  agricultural  vatuea  since  the  pasaiug  of  the 
Act," — [Mr.  Ckiin;A<//-itiinn«rmait,}— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  of 
the  Qaestion  :  " — After  lonr  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"—/ Ifr.   Dillon .-) — Question  put,    and  agritd  to  : — Debate 
a^mtnud  till  To'vurrov. 
DuTBXsaBD  Uhiokb  (Irzi.aiid)  [Saiart,  Adtances,  ftc.J — 

B«aolution  [July  8]  rtported    ..  , .  . .     447 

Beeolntion  read  a  second  time. 

Mowtd,  "That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Besolution : " — ^After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — (Jfr.  Uaurict  Mealy:) — After  further  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjovmed  till  To-morroia. 

Bistreased  Uniona  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  307]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,"— (Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ..  . .     451 

Jfovtd,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy:) — 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till 
TAnriday. 

Law  of  Evidenoe  Amendment  Bill  [Lord/t']  [Bill  316]— 
Mtwtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read   a  second  time," — {Mr.  Aliornejf 

Oeimal)  ..454 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"- (Ifr. 
T.  U.  Meaiy ;) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put :  —The  House 
divided:  Ayes  74,  Noes  20B  ;  Majority  134.— (Dir.  List,  No.  293.) 

[1.10  A.1I.] 
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Original  Qaestion  a^in  proposed  . .  . .  • .     462 

Moii«d,  "That  this  House  do  now  adioum,"— (ifr.  Mm  ilWtf;)— After 

short  debate,  Queation  put :— The  House  divided ;  Ajes  SS,  Noes  201 ; 

Majority  149.— (Diy.  List,  No.  294.)  [1.40  a.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . ,  . .  . .     466 

After  short  debate,  Xovtd,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonraed,"— (ifr. 

Conybtari ;)— After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  offrted  to : 

— Debate  adjourned  till  Tkurtday. 

Margarine  (Fraudulent  Sale)  BUI  [Bill  309]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  coruiderid    ,.  . .  . .  . .     47S 

After  debate,  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pMud. 
Tramways  and  Publio  Companies  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment BUI  [Bill  252 J— 
Mottd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  ssoond  time," — {Cohntl  Nolan)     . ..     485 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Ih-morrow.  [3.20  a.h.] 

L0BD8,  TUESDAY,  JULY  12. 


PAI.AOE  OP  WeSTKIHSTIB — HoUBB  Of  LOBDS — AOOUBTIO  PKOFEBTIBS  OF  THIS 

House— Personal  Bzplanadon,  The  Earl  of  MiUtovn : — Short  debate 
tbereoa 

Allotments  for  Cottagers  BUI  (No.  109)— 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee  read 

Order  diicharged. 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Acts  Extension  BlU  (No.  69)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     , , 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuetday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  heprinted  as  amended.    (No.  168.) 

Land  Transfer  BiU  (No.  16I)— 
Order  of  the  Dav  for  resuming  the' adjourned  debate  on  the  Amendment 

moved  yesterday  on  the  Third  Beadmg  read 
Debate  returned  accordingly ;  the  said  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 

withdrawn. 
Amendments  made ;  Then  the  Queen's  consent  and  tbe  consent  of  His 

Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  in  right  of  his  Duchy  of  Cornwall 

signified:  Bill ;aM«^  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Palace  of  WESTMiusrEH — The  GsimtAL  Hau/— The  Statob  op  the  late 
Eakl  of  Iddebleioh — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Mount-Temple  ; 
Beply,  Lord  Aveland  . ,  , .  . , 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  (Ko-  2) 
BiU- 

CommODs'  Amendments  to  Lords'  Amendments,  and  Commons'  Season 
for  disagreeing  to  one  of  the  Lords'  Amendments  comidered  (on 
Motion) 

The  Amendment  to  which  the  Oommons  have  disagreed,  not  imitttd  on ; 
and  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Commons  to  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  Lords  i(ff ml /«.  [6.0.] 
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Irish  Land  Law  Bill  [  Lord*']  [Bill  308]— Second  BEADoro  [Ad; 
Debate]  [Second  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resumisK  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  [Ilth  July],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " 
— Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  rMutn^i^  ,,  ..     SS5 

After  long  debate.  JIfovtd,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— 
{Zord  Randolph  C^AuroAiU.-)— Question  put,  and  agrt»d  js.— Debate 
further  adjowntd  till  Thwrtday. 

DlBTKESSED  TTnIONB  (IsELABD)     [SaLABT,    AllTAKOEa,    &0.]  —  Bbbolution 
[Adjodensd  D^ate] — 
Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [11th  July], 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Beeolu- 
tion;" — Question  again  proposed : — Debate  fMunwi^     ,.  ,.     686 

After  short  debate,  Besolution  agrt»i  to. 

Prison  (Offloera'  Superannuation)  (Scotland)  Bill  [BHl  233]— 
2Iovad,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Jfr.  J.  M.  J., 

Macdonald)  ..  . .     £89 

After  short  debate,  Questioa  put,  and  agritd  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 

and  eonmitUd  for  Mmday  next. 

Bherifb  (ConsoUdation)  BUI  L^^''*]  [BiU  263]— 
JfWMf,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.   Solicitor 
Gtntral)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     fiSO 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agratd  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  lommitted  for  Tuttdm/  next. 

Criminal  Iaw  (Scotland)  Procedure  (No.  S)  BUI  [Bill  196]— 

Bill,  aa  amended,  eonttdtrtd     ..  ..  ..  ..     £93 

Alter  debate,  3teved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (iff.   W. 

ff.   Bmith:) — Question  put,  and  agrted  to:  —  Debate  adjounud  till 

Thuriday. 

Truck  BiU  [BiU  29B]- 
Bill,  as  amended,  eonnidtrtd    , ,  ■  •  .  ■     610 

After  debate,  Movtd,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  —  (Mr. 

Attortuy  6tn»ral .-) — Question  put,  and  agrted  to : — Further  Proceeding 

OB  Conuderation,  as  amended,  diftrred  tUl  Thuridag. 

VOL.  OOGXVn.      [thibd  ssuxb.]       [    d    ] 
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COMMONS,    ■WEDNESDAY,     JULY    13. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY^eoniidtrtd  in  OommittM— Qrvn,  Sbetiox  Estihatm— 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Ci.ua  I. — FnBLio  Works  xhd  BnxLDiiras. 

(i.)  iGlSO.OOO,  to  coiDplete  the  sum  for  Surreya  of  tbe  United  Eingdom. 

la.)  £12,aoe,  to  complete  the  lum  for  Scjeoceand  Art  Department  BnildJiiga. 

(j.i  £S,D90,  to  complete  the  ram  for  British  Munum  Baildinga. 

(4.)  XII, 708,  to  complete  the  sum  for  HsrbonrB,  &o.  under  the  Board  of  Trsda. — 
Aiter  ihort  debate,  Vot«  agrtfd  to 

(5.)  £21,150,  to  complete  the  snm  for  Peterhead  Harbear.— After  debate.  Vote 
agrttdto  ,.  ..  ..  •• 

(A.)  £13I,10fi,  to  complete  tlie  ram  Ita  Rate*  on  GoTemnent  Property  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland. — After  (hort  debate.  Tote  agrttd  le 

(7.)  £5,000,  to  complete  the  ram  for  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. —After  abort  debate, 
yaieagTudlo        ..  ..  ..  ■• 

Motion  made,  and  Qnaation  propoeed,  "Tfaat  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £134,602,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeatf,  to  complete  the  Bun  tiaoaBiBrj  to  defray  the  Char){s  which 
will  oome  in  coorae  of  payment  during  the  year  eodiag  on  the  31  at  day  of  March 
1SS8,  for  the  BrMtioo,  Bepura,  and  Maintenooce  of  the  aoTeral  Public  Buildinga 
is  the  Department  of  the  Commtuionera  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  and  for  the 
•MCtion  of  Fiebery  Piars,  and  the  Muntenance  of  certain  Parks,  Harbours,  and 
Navigalions,  and  for  Bepayments  to  B«l«nies  under  '  The  Tramway ■  and  Public 
Companies  (Ireland]  Act,  1883  '  " 

After  ahort  debate,  Mtvtd,  "  That  a  ram,  not  ezeeeding  £13S,S32,  be  granted  for  the 
■aid  Serricea,"— (tfr.  Labauehtri:) — After  further  short  debate,  Motva,  "  That  the 
Chainnao  do  report  Progreee,  and  ask  leave  to  at  again,"— (Jfr.  Pieten :]  — 
After  further  abort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  ailAdrawn. 

Qoeadon  affain  propoeed, "  That  a  sum,  not  eiceeding  £133,632,  be  granted  for  the 
•aid  Semoea ;  —  Motion,  by  leave,  teilhdramt :  —  Original  Motion,  by  leave, 
vithdraam, 

(S.)  £20,000,  to  complete  the  eom  for  Sdence  and  Art  Bailding«,  Dnblin.— After 
short  debate,  Vote  ofrttd  to  .. 

19.)  £B,S6e,  to  complete  the  aam  forlighthonaes  Abroad—After  abort  debate.  Vote 

{10.]  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed,  "That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £19,871.  be 
granted  to  Her  Uajeity,  to  complete  the  sum  necasaary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  coune  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1888,  tor  Diplomatic  and  Conaular  Baildingt,  inaludiog  Beoti  and  Furni- 
ture, and  for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries  AbiMd  "      . , 

Motion,  byleave,  withdraw*. 

MoMd,  "  That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £14,871,  be  granted,  kc.,"—{Mr.  rhmbi  .)— 
After  iliort  debate,  Qoeation  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

OlAaa  II. — S1I.UUSS  AND  ExiSSBSa  of  OiTIL  DzTAKTlCENTa. 

(1 1.)  Motion  made,  and  Qoeation  proposed,  "  That  a  ttaa,  not  exceeding  £28,020,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  ^eCharse  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring-  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 
1S88,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenaes  of  the  Offices  of  theHooaeot  Lords" 

Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £5,645,  for  the  Department  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  be 
reduced  by  £2.000, "—(Jfr.  ijiweArt-*,)— After  ihort  debate.  Question  put:— The 
Committee  A vided;  Ayea72,  Noes  182;  Majority  110.— (Div.  List,  No.  298.) 

[3.40  P.M.] 

Original  Qnestioi)  again  pr^oeed     . .  . ,  , ,  . , 

Jfotwf,  "Thataaum,  not  exceeding  £25,920,  be  granted  for  the  Baid  SerriMC,"— 
[Xr.  XoloiwAw*  J— After  debate,  Qneatioa  put; — ITie  Comtoittee  dividtd;  Ayta 
120,  Noes  1S4  i  M:^ority  64.— (Div.  lart,  No.  299.)  [4,40  r.«.] 
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liter  ihort  debate,  Origuud  Qaettion  put,  and  agrttil  iv. 
lUaolatione  to  be  reported. 
Uotjon  made,  and  Qaettion  proposed,   "That  a  mm,   not  eiOMding  £33,969,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  »a.ta  neoewary  to  defray  the  Charge  wbinh 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  yeu  ending  on  the  3Ist  day;  of  March 
1S8S,  tor  the  Salaries  and  Eipeuaes  in  the  Offices  of  the  House  of  Commons"       ,.       699 
After  short  de1>ate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hoar  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Ohaii- 
man  left  the  Chair  to  report  Progress. 
Besolations  to  be  reported  To-morroa ;  Committee  also  report  Frogresa ; 
to  ait  agaio  Ta-tnorrote.  , 

BcimSB    OF    THE    HoiTBE  —  AbRAHOEUKKT    OF    PtTBLIO    BUSINBHS  —  CoAL 

HiNBB,  fto.  BsoTTLATioN  BiLL— Question B,  Mr.  Ohilders,  Mr.  Fenviok  ; 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 

Question  [I  tth  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  ont 

stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  rMumed 
After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  agretd  to  : — Main  Question  put,  and 

agretd  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eammillBd  for  TAwiday  next. 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  196]— 
Consideration  [Adjourned  Debate] — 
Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  retumtd 
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LOEDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  15. 
Nbt  Fkkk — 
Sir  James  M&on^hten  If'Qarel-Ho^,  Bart,,  O.O.B.,  created  Baron 
Uagheramome,  of  Magheramome,  in  the  county  of  Antrim. 

Tundb  (BooTLAin>) — Motiok  fob  Hbtdbnb — 
JfoMi  for — 

"  Betnrna  of  the  Tsntal  of  each  county  and  eiLch  pwiah  in  Scotland  aad  of  the  valas  of 
tho  teiodl  appertaiiiing  thereto,  and  the  valoe  of  Buoh  portion  of  tham  as  ia  dow 
appropriated  to  th«  paymaat  of  stipend  and  communion  elements,  and  the  value  of 
tuch  of  them  aa  are  oneiliBnated  hy  such  payments,  and  which  atill  remain  avaiiable 
for  the  future  augmentation  of  mimBters'  etipeode  (in  part  continuation  of  Betam 
23G,  lKi),"—lTht  Earl  of  MMo)    ..  ..  ..  ..      ygfi 

Uotion  amended,  and  ayreed  to. 

CBUBCR  P1.TKOKAOE  (ScOTLAm))— 

Motion  for  Betune  {Th»  Earl  of  Miuto)  ..  . .     697 

After  short  debate,  Motion  amended,  and  agried  la. 

Pabliakbht   (Hoxtbk    of   Lokds) — Titles    of    Fbebb — Entries   in    the 

JOUXKAI^  OB  UlNUTES — BESOLCTIOM — 

Voved  to  resolve — 

"That  when  the  namo  of  any  Lord  who  has  a  higher  title  or  di^itj  than  that  by 
which  he  sits  in  Parliament  shall  be  entered  io  the  Joarnals  or  Miuutes  of  Proceed- 
inn  of  the  House,  the  higher  title  or  dignity  shall  be  added  in  brackeU  after  the 
title  by  which  such  Lord  sits  in  Parliament ;  and  in  the  event  of  the  Motion  being 
agreed  to,  to  more  that  the  Motion  be  declared  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House,  and 
bo  numbered  XXXIIa,"-(  TAb  Earl  of  Minta)  ..  ..  . ,      899 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  toithdraunt. 

Oriminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  164)— 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee,"— (7A« 
Lord  Aikiournt)  ..  .,899 

After  debate,  Motion  agretd  to  : — House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Movtd,  "That  the  Beport  be  now  received," — {Th«  Lord  Aihoowtu :) — 
Motion  agr*td  to : — Bill  reporttd,  without  Amendment ;  and  to  he  read 
3'  on  Monday  next. 

Taliuttioii  of  Lauda  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  [k.l.] — Prttntii  (The  xarqu»it 

vf  Ltthian) :  read  I'  (No.  176)  . .  ■  ■      932 

[8.30.] 

COMMONS,  FBIDAY,  JULY  16. 

Q  V  E8TI0N8. 
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War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  . .  . .     934 
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partuents — 
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(i.)  Motion  nude,  and  Qaestioa  proposed,  "That  a  fmtlier  lum,  not  excaediag 

£l,SSfi,ll)0,  ba  granted  to  Her  Majealy,  on  ftcconnt,  for  or  tovardg  deFraying  the 

VOL.  CCCXVU.  [third  BBBIM.J  [      t      ] 
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BoppLY— CiTir,  Servich  Ebtimates— Committee— WBd'nwnf. 

Charge  for  ths  follotring  Civil  Services  and  Reveane  Departmanti  foT  the  ye^r 
ending  on  the  SUt  da.y  ot  (larch  1BS8,  viz. : —  [Then  tbo  iBTenl  SerricM 

are  eet  forth]         . .  . .  . .  >  •  . ,      958 

After  dsbste,  Moted,  "  That  the  item  of  £50,000,  for  the  UetropoUUn  Police,  be 
rednofld  hy  ths  Biim  of  £1,102," — {Xr.  Iicktri)iU .)— After  further  short  detnte, 
Motion,  by  leave,  teithdraien. 
Original  Question  s^ain  ptopoaed      ■ .  . .  •  •  . .      9S9 

Movtd,  "  That  the  Item  of  £fi,000,  tor  CiimiDal  Fioaecutiona,  &c.,  be  reduced  by  the 
nim  of  £2,000,"—  [Mr.  Thomm  Ellit  :) — After   short   debate,   Motion,  by  leave, 
wilhdravm. 
Original  Question  agun  propoaed      . .  . ,  . ,  . ,     1002 

After  abort  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £fiO,000,  for  Pttblic  EduoatioD  (Ire- 
land), be  redaced  by  the  lata  of   £500,"— (i)r.   Xmny .-]— Qaestion  pat :— The 
Committer  dividtd ;  Ayes  S3,  Noes  245 ;  Majority  162.— (Dir.  List,  No.  301.) 

[6.3fi.  P.w.] 
Odgioal  Qneetion  afjsin  jiropoaad      . .  . .  . ,     1013 

Moved,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  W.  ff.  Smilh  :) — Question  put : — 
The  Committee  dividtd;  Ayea  262,  Noes  7B;  Mt^ority  IT4.-(Div.  Ust,  No.  302.} 

(6.46  P.M.] 

QaeaUon  put,  "That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,185,000,  be  granted  to  Her 

Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  Civil  Services  and 

Eevenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March  1888:"— The 

Committee  dividtd;  Ayes  242,  Noes  64 ;  Majority  ITS.- (Div.  List,  No.  303.) 

[6.G6  P.M.] 
It  being  after  Saven  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  report  the  Bewla- 
tioo  to  the  House  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 
SeMlution  to  bs  reported  upon  Monday  next;  GommittQe  to  sit  agun 

tlat  day.  

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  ot  the  oloob. 

SUPPLY — eontidtrtd  in  Committee — Citil  Servios  Estuiateb — 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  II. — Salabies  and  Expsnssb  of  Orrn.  Depabtuents. 

(i.)  £27,869,  to  complete  the  aum  for  the  House  of  Commons  Offices.— After  short 
debate.  Tote  ajTtretf  fn  ..  ..  ..  .,     1014 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £34,045, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  tie  Charge 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31at  day 
of  March  1888,  for  the  Salaries  and  l^xpenses  in  the  Department  of  Her  llajesty'g 
Treasury,  and  in  the  Office  of  the  FarliamcnUry  Counssl  "  . .     1016 

After  debate,  JUoied,  •'  That  Ihc  Item  A  of  the  Salaries,  kc,  in  regard  to  the  Salary 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £3,000,"— (jfr. 
LaboufhtTi .')— Question  put :— The  Committee  dividtd;  Ayes  60,  Noes  156  :  Ma- 
jority 90.— (D!t.  List,  No.  304.)  [10.55  p.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed      ,,  ,.  ..  ..     104C 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  Item  A  ot  the  Salaries,  Ac,  in  regard  to  the 
Salary  of  tbu  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £3,000," — 
(Jfr.  LnhmcAerf.')- Question  put: — The  Committee  dividtd ;  Ayes  56,  Noes  174: 
Msjority  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  305.)  [11,5  p.m.] 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

<3.]  Motion  modo,  and  Question  propoaed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £55,047,  be 
granted  to  Uer  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neceasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  courne  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March 
1888,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Uer  Mt^esty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  and  Subordinate  OtGces  "  . .  . .     1050 

After  debate.  Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £54,847,  be  granted  for  ths  said 
Services,"- {QjfoB*/  Nulan  ,-)— Question  pnt,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  propoaed      ..  ..  ,,  •■     1071 

Original  Queation  put,  and  ofriid  to. 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leav«  to  sit  again, ** — 
[Mr.  JaektoH  ,■)— Question  put,  i.oi  agreed  to. 

Beaolutiona  to  be  refKirted  upon  ifonday  next ;  Committee  to  eit  a^aiu 
upon  Mtmday  next. 
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[8.80.] 
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Q  UESTIONS. 
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Mauritius- SiB^  John  Pope  Hennebsy— Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Heuniker  Hoaton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  ,.  ..    1157 

Admiralty — H.M.S.  "Iupbhibuse" — Question,   Captain  Price;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  . .    1  K^8 

Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Tbab  of  Her  Majesty's  REioif — The 
Natal  Betiew  off  Spithbad— Oterceowdino — Question,  Admiral 
Field ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1159 

The  Pares  (Metropolis) — Seats  in  the  Mau^— Questions,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Mr.  Laboucherej  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plnnket)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1169 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — The  Architect's  Department — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  .,  ,.  ..  1160 

Metropolitan  Police  —  Promotion  to  Sergeant  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  ..  ..  ..  1161 

IsLAin)  Natioation  and  Drainaqe  (Ireland) — Qotkrnmiht  SuBTEmroH 
OE  £50,000- OoestionB,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Colonel  Waring ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen},  The  Chief  Secretary 
forXreland(Mr.A.J.BRlfoar)  ..  ..  IISl 
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Quken'b  Skqciatioks  —  QuestioD,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Slanhope)  . .  ..1163 

Thb  OoLotiui.  Office— Thb  MAEQUsaa  op  CUbuabthxit— Qnestion,  Mr. 
Tjabouchere ;  Anawer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  ..  ..1163 

CONTAOIOUS   DlSBABES  (AMIiULfl)   ACTS— OoTBREABB  OF  PLBUBO- PKBDMONIA 

iir  Bkolaitd  and  Sootlahd— QueaUon,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)      , ,  1164 

The  Public  Skbtiob— Bbtratal  of  Officiai.  ahd  OoHFmEirriAL  Ikfobua- 
noif — QueBtion,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .    1164 

"  Metbofolitah  Fibe  Brigade  Expenses  Bill  " — LEaiBLATioM — QuestionB, 
Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  1165 

Lasd  Thakbfeb  Bill — Ihhbritakos,  Pbiuoobnitubk,  Aim  Beoistratioh 
OF  Titles — Question,  Hr.  Shaw  Lefevre ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ..  .,   116S 

LlOKHGBS    (BxLPAST)    BiLL    AND    BaHKBUPTOT    CoiTBTS     (IbBLAKD)    BtLL  — 

Question,  Hr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.H.Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1166 

Egtpt — Sia  Heitbt  Deuiiiioitd  Wolff's  MtssioN — Questiou,  Mr.  Bryce ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflairH  (Sir  James 
FergusBon)     , ,  . ,  . .  . .  , ,   1 1 67 

PtarBBBSKD  Unions  (Ibklans)  fiiLi>--Questiou,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  1167 

PRIVILEGE. 

Pabliamekt — PEiTiLBaK — COMPLAINT  (Da.  Taknsr) — Hesolution — 

Mavtd,  "  That  in  cooMqnenoe  of  the  diigracefQl  aad  inioltinK  worda  addreand  in  the 
Lobby  of  the  Room  on  FridaT  erenrng  liut,  bv  Dr.  Tanner,  Uember  for  Oie  Uid 
DivinoD  <rf  Uie  Conn^  o(  Cork,  to  an  hODounble  Uember  of  this  Honse,  Dt.  Tanner 
be  snapeDded  from  the  SerriM  of  the  Honse,  and  excluded  fioiD  its  preoineta  for  a 
Month,"-(Mr.  W.  S.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1171 

hoetd,  "That  the  Debate  ba  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  Sm(i>» .-)— After 

debate,  Questioii  put,  and  agr»ad  to  .-—Debate  a^ounui  till  Hiurtday. 
Mottd,  "  That  Dr.  Tatmer,  Member  for  the  Mid  Diviaion  of  the  County  of  Cork,  do 
atleod  in  bia  plaoe  on  ThnndkT  nsit,   at  hall-pMt  Fonr  o'olook,"— (Jfr.   If.  E. 
Smith)  ..  •■  ••    1188 

Question  put,  and  agreed  tc. 

The  Entry  in  the  Votes  ..  ..  ..   1188 

0BDBB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— eoneidtrd  in  Committee —Natt  Ebtimates— 
(In  the  Committee.) 
( I. )  Mo«on  made,  and  Question  propoaed,  "ThAtasum,  not  esoeedinK  <  1,732,600, 
be  eranted  to  Her  Mujeaty,  to  defray  the  Eipenaea  of  the  Dookjarda  and  Kara! 
Tarda  at  Home  and  Abroe4,  which  will  come  in  coan«  of  payment  during  th» 
year  ending  oa  the  Slat  day  of  March  18SB  "         .. 
After  long  debate,  Qneation  put.  and  agrttd  to. 
(».)  ^71,800,  Victoalling  Yarda  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
(3.)  £65,900,  Medioat  &tabliBbmenta  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
(4.)  £21,700,  Marine  Diviaioni. 
Besohitioua  to  be  reported  TV-Msmiv ;  Committee  to  nt  again  To^morroa, 
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SuFFLT — ^Repobt — Besolutions  [15tli  July]  n^w^tfi  ..  ..  139S 

First  Ilesolation  agrud  lo. 
Seoond  Kesolution  read  a  first  and  second  time  i — After  Bbort  debate, 

Resolution  agrttd  to. 
Third  Besolution  agreed  to. 

ToTB  OH  AoooBST,  £1,886,100. 
Beoolntion  [15tli  July]  reported: — After  short  debate,  Besolution  agreed 
to. 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  196]— 
Order  for  Third  Eeading  read,  and  dushargtd : — Bill  re^-eommitted,  in 

respect  of  Clauses  40,  42,  43,  51,  and  a  new  Clause;  oontidvred  in 

Committee,  and  reported ;  as  amended,  eontidered  , ,  . .   1297 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — (The  Lord  Advo- 

eat*:) — Question  put,  and  agrtei  to: — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 

patted. 

Truck  Bill  [Bill  2991- 

J&Ttfi^  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (ifr.  fraiioi^A)  ..   1398 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time, 
and  patud. 

MOTIONS. 

lAbonrers  Allotments  Bill— Motioit  fok  Leave — First  BsADtxa — 
Moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the  provision 

of  AllotmentB  for  the  Labouring  OlasBss,"— (Jfr.  Ritehie)  , ,   1309 

Question   put,    and   agreed  to  :  —  Bill  ordered  (^Mr.   Ritchie,  Mr.  Sttre- 

tary  Stanhope,  Mr.  W.  H.  Long) ;  prtttnttd,  and  read  the  first  time. 

[Bill  829.] 

Poor   Law   Settlement   and   Removal    "Bm—Ordered  {Mr.  Nerton,  Sir   Edaard 

JHribtek,  Mr.  Fiekertgill);  pmmttd,aaiieai  MieBnt  time  [Bill  330]  ,.    1309 

Technical  Instruction  BlU— 

Hotnd,  "  That  leftTS  be  giren  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  faoUitata  the  provirion  of  TaokniosI 

loBlnMon,"— {Sir  William  Sort  Byit)  ..  .,  ,.    1310 

Debate  adjourned  till  2o-morrow. 


BesolatioD  agr»id  to;  to  be  nported  Tv-Morreie. 

AlWOTmKMRST— 

J/ot>«i,  "That  this  House  now  adjourn," — (Mr.Jaekton)   ..  ..  1310 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to.  L^-^-i 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  19. 
Oopyhold  EnfranchiBement  Bill  (No.  129)— 

Mootd,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
aMiBiW,"~{TheI.ordSobfu>ute)  ..  ..  ..1311 

After  short  debate,  Hotion  agreed  to  ;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Amendments  made ;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  TAuridag  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  180.) 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Acts  Extension  Bill  (No.  69)— 
■Amendments  r#f90r<ei  (according  to  Order)    ..  ..  ,.   1334 

Aftto  abort  debate,  furthur  debate  adjourned  to  l^ittda^  next. 
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Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Amendment  BUI  (No.  176)— 
J/mvrf,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"—(Th<>  Marqve»»  of  L'>thian)       . .   ISflfi 
Hotion  agrttd  to  .-—Bill  road  2'  accordingly,  and  (ommitUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thund^y  neit. 

Legitimacy  Declaration  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill— 

Mov4i,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7»(  Earl  of  MiUtoum)  . ,  1827 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agrud  to ;  Bill  read  2*  according;!;. 
CoroneiBfiill  [H.L.]-Pr««n/rf(r^  Lord  CknnuUor);  read  !•  (No.  1771  ••   1838 

[7. 30-] 
COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JDLT  19. 
PROVISIONAL     ORDER    BILL. 


Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No-  1)  Bill  [Bill  257J— 
Movtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — {Baron  Senrj/ Jh 

JTorm)  . .  . .  . ,  . .  , .   1320 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agrttd  to: — Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  fa«t#i. 

QUESTIONS. 

Pakis  ExHiBinoir,  1889— Queations,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Seoretarj  of  State  for  Poreig;n  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
ffosaon)  ..  ,.   I33S 

PiEBS  AND  Harbouks  (Ibblakd)— Tsaleb  akd  Fntrr  Pibb  add  Kasbour 
OoiaussiONSBa — Questions,  Mr.  Ednrd  Harrington ;  Answers,  The 
Secretar;  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baroa  Heorjr  De  Worms)  . ,  1333 

MiKxs  Eeqclation  Act — Williau  SaAw,  Firbhan  at  xhb  Park  Mine, 
Tabnd  Tale  Oollibbt,  Skelicebsdale — Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (M.-.  Matthews)     . .  1334 

PtjBLio  Health — A  "Thauks  Swimmiko  Bath  "— Quostion,   Mr.  0.  T. 

Morgan ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . ,    1335 

Celbb&atiqn  of  the  Jtibilee  Tear  of  Her  Hajebtt's  Bkiok — The 
Natal  Betiew  off  Spithead — Aocouicodatioit  for  Meuberb — Ques- 
tions, Captain  Colomb;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton)      ..  ..  ..  ..   1836 

IiAW  AMD  Polios  (Metropolis) — Clebkentell  Folioe  Court — "  Arbi- 
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Maodonald ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  ..1837 
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miralty (Lord  Cfeorge  Hamilton)  .,  ..  ..   1336 

IsLom  Bbtenttb  Depaktuent— "  Bids  "  Officers — Question,  Mr.  Deasy ; 

Answer,  The  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)   ..  ..   1839 

Ceylon — Paxdoit  of  Maktinez  Pbkeiba — Question,  Sir  John  Dorington  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)..   1339 

Tbadb  akd  CouiuROE — Exports  akd  Iuforts  of  the  Port  of  Dublin 
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Ireland — Einobtown  Habbodr  Con  mission  ebb  —  Inclosure  op  Oroubdb 
—  Question.  Sir  Thomas  Esmoude;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  JackBon)        ..  ..  ..  ..   1340 
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NaTT — CoLLIStOn  BBTVE2H  H.M.89.    "AjAX"    and    "  DbVABTATIOS  "    OET 

PoBTSKODTH— Qnestion,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot;   Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  tlie  Admiralty  (Lord  Oeorge  Hamiltoii)  . .  . .  1S53 

Fabliahent — Ths  New  Uules  or  Pbocedukb  ( 1982) — Rulk  2  (ADJOcitH* 

UBNTOPTHE  HoDSE)  — WaLBS — ThB  TiTHB  AgITATION — DiSTDBBANOES 
AT    LlAKOW — 

Uovtd,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (ifr.  T.  JS.  EOit)  . .   1353 

After  debate,  Question  put;— The  House  irrufarf;  Ayes  129,  Noes  193; 
Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  310.) 

SUPPLT~oo»Miito-»rf  in  Committee — Civil  Serviob  Estimates — 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Cusa  II. — Saulbjeb  Aim  Expenses  op  Civil  Defabtuents. 
(i.)  Uotion  made,  and  QnsBtion  pTOpOMd,  "  That  a 

granted  to  Her  MajMtf,  to  complete  ths  Bum  necea      , 

vill  come  in  oourse  ot  payment  durinir  the  year  ending-  oi 

18S8,  (or  the  Balariea  and  Eiy ^"-*^        .        .    - 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire  " 
Moved,  "  That  the  Item  C,  fIS.eso,  UeBaengera'  Bolariea,  be  rednced  by  £t,000,"-- 

(Mr.  Lahouchert : )— After  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  tuitMratm. 
Ori^nal  QuMtion  pnt,  and  afittd  t». 
(j.)  ;E26,624,  to  complete  the  sam  for  the  Colonial  OGGce. 
(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Qnection  propoaed,  "  That  a  lum,  not  eioeeding  £34,331,  be 

granted  to  Uei  Majeetf,  to  complete  the  aum  necewary  to  defray  the  Charge  vhich 

will  come  in  conne  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  oe  the  Slat  day  of  March 

1S88,  for  tho  Salariea  aod  Eipenae*  of  the  Department  of  Her  Majeaty'i  Mott 

Honourable  Privy  Council  and  Sabordinate  DepartmeBta  " 
Mavtd,  "That  the  Item  F,  £12,H7,  Salariea  of  the  Agrionltnral   Department,  be 

reduced  by  tbe  nun  of  £100,"— (Sir  Richard  fagil ;)— After  ahoit  debate,  Motion, 

by  leave,  wilAdrawn. 
Original  Qneation  again  propoaed     . .  . .  . ,  . , 

After  abort  debate.  Original  Queation  put,  and  agrttd  te. 
(4.)  Motion  made,  and  QueaUoo  proposed,  '*  That  a  lam,  not  exceeding  £63,107,  be 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neceesary  to  defray  tbe  Charge  which 

will  come  in  coatee  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 

1B88,  for  the  SaUriea  and  Expensee  of  the  Office  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Coonul 

for  Trade  and  Subordinate  Departmenta" 
After  debate,  Movtd,  "  That  the  Item  A,  £Bfi,176,  Salariea,  be  reduced  by  the  tarn  of 

il.OOOinreapect  of  the  Salary  of  the  AMietant  Secretary  in  charge  of  the  Harbour 

D^artment,"— (ifr.   T.   ^.  /^mu/I:}— Queation  put:— The  Committee  ditidtd ; 

Ayes  68,  Noea  127 ;  Majority  71.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  311.)  [10.0  p.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . . 
Mend,  "That  the  Item  A,  £&S,1T6,  Salaries,  be  reduced  by  the  snm  of  £100,  in 

respect  of  Uie  Salary  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries," — (Jfr.  Kowntrtt  .-}— 

Aiter  short  debate,  Motdon,  by  leave,  tBithdraan. 
Original  Question  pat,  and  agrud  It. 


Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som  neoeasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 

.n  oonrse  of  payment  dnring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 

1888,  for  Qie  Salaries  and  Expenses  oJ  the  Charity  Commissioo  (or  England  and 
Wales" 
Moftd,  "  That  a  aum,  not  ozoeeding  £IS,S2S  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  said 
Ber»ica,"— (Jfr.  Jan  CoUinj*  :)—MoiMi,  "  That  the  Cbairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Jfr.  /.  E.  EUii : )— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 
Qoestion  again  proposed,  "That  thasum  of  £15,525   be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for 
the  said  Service:" — After  short  debate,  Mnid,  "T^t  the  Churmao  ao  rsport 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Jfr.  funbr'.')— After  farther  short  detwte, 
Question  put,  and  agrttd  la. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  2h-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  Ta-iitorrou), 
VOL.  000X711.      [thibd  ssbies.]       [  /   ] 
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Technical   Instruction  Bill — Motion  fob  L£a.te — Fibsx  BEADtNo 
[Adjoubned  Dbd&te] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  QueBtion  [i8th  July:] 

Question  again  propoeed:— Debate  rdumti  ..  ..   1464 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  ordfred  {Sir  William 
Hurt  Dj/le,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Jaitacn) ;  pre.enttd,  and  read  the 
firet  time.     [BUI  832.] 

Temporary  Dwellings  Bill  [Bill  266]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ..  ..  1476 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Oloslog)  (Scotland)  {rt-eommilled) 

Bill  [Bill  1.13]— 
Bill  contidered  in  Committee  \^Progre»e  &th  July]  . ,  . .   1478 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;    aa   amended,  contidtnd; 

read  the  third  time,  and  patted. 

Public  Libraries  Act  Amendment  (No.  S)  Bill  [Bill  220]— 
Bill  comiifererf  in  Committee  [ProjrM*  7U  J«/y]  ,.  ..   1485 

After  short  time  epent  therein,  Bill  reported;  aa  amended,  to  be  ooo- 
sidered  upon  Thureday,  and  to  \>aprinttd.    [Bill  331.] 

MOTIONS. 

Turnpike  Koads  (Sonth  Wales)  BiXi— Ordered  (Jfr.   Mailland,  Sir  Joeeph  Baihy) ; 

prtfMn(«<I,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  333]  ..  ..  ..   1488 

IrtUtee  Savin^B  Bimks  Bill—  Ordered  (ifr.  Jaeiien,  Mr.  Chanctttar  ef  the  Exehequer, 

The  Firit  Lord  of  the  Treaevry);  preemttd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  334]  ..    1488 

[2.38.] 

COMMONS,  "WEDNESDAY,  JDLT  20. 

QUESTIONS. 


Fi&LUUBNT — SassioKAL  Orderb — Interfeekhcb  of  Peers  ra  Elbotionb— 
The  Horksey  Ei,eotion — Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  Mr.  Speaker,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  .,  ..1489 

Isisn  Land  Law  Bill — Question,   Sir  Qeorge  Campbell;    Ananer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .   1491 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY '-coniidtred  in  Committee — Cmi.  Sebviok  I 
(In  the  Committee.} 
Glass  II. — Salaries  ahe  Expenses  of  Civil  Defabtuents. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  gum,  not  eiceediog  £20,525,  be 
granted  to  Her  Alajeslr,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  coiurse  oi  payment  during  the  year  endrng  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
18iS,  for  the  Balaries  and  Expenns  ot  the  Charity  Commission  lar  Eagland  and 
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(July  20.] 
fltTFLT— Crm.  SiftviiiiB  EiTuUTu— Committee — eentinuti. 

Mavtd,  "Tbat  a  tarn,  not  exceeding  £1S,S23,  be  graotad  for  the  said  Serricsi," — 
{Mr.  Jtif  CiiUi«g$ :)— Alter  debate,  Queetion  put :— The  Committee  iiViifed;  Ajtt 
39,  Noea  188  ;  Majority  M9.-(DiT.  Liat.  No.  313.)  [3.60  p.m.] 

Original  QacBtion  again  proposed      ..  ..  ., 

After  ihort  debate,  Original  Qneatioii  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  (iueation  proposed,  "Thataamn,  not  exceeding  £21,631,  be 
granted  to  Hai  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  neceaaary  to  detraythe  Oharge  vhich 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ut  day  of  &Iarch 
1888,  for  the  Salariea  and  Expenses  of  the  CiTil  Service  Commieaioa  " 

JfMRf,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,491,  be  granted  for  the  said  Uerrico," — 
(Mr.  Evelyn  :) — After  short  debate,  Uotion,  by  leave,  Kithdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  pat,  and  agritd  ta. 

{%.)  £32,934,  to  complete  the  aum  fortbe  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department. 

(4J  £1,227,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Friendly  Societies  Hegistry.— After  debate, 
vote  i^rud  la        ..  ,.  ,.  , . 

BeeolutioDB  to  be  reported. 

Motion  mads,  and  Qneatien  proposed,  "That  a  sam,  not  eiceediog  £12,797,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ist  day  of  March 
1888,  for  the  Salariea  and  ExpensM  of  the  Office  of  Uie  Land  Commissioners  for 
England,  and  for  defraying  Uie  repayable  Eipenees  to  be  iacnrred  in  matters  of 
Inctoanre  and  I^nd  Improvement,  and  under  '  The  Extraordinary  Tithe  Redemp- 
tion Act,  1888 '■     .. 

After  shoTt  debate,  it  bung  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chair- 
man left  the  Chair  to  report  Frogreu. 
SesolutioDB  to  be  reported  2i)-morrou';  Committee  aleo  report  Progress; 
to  sit  again  upon  Fridaj/,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SopPLT — Bepokt— Beaolutions  [19tb  July]  ryiorUd  ..  . .   1 

Besolutions  read  a  second  time : — First  Besolution  agretd  to. 
Second  Besolution  poitpontd : — Third  and  Fourth  Besolutions  agmd  to. 
Fifth  Besolution  foitpontd: — Postponed  Besolutioae  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 


SooTuiND— Valuatiok  akd  Eatinq  op  Waterworks  BELOxaiHO  ro  Looal 

AUTHOBITIES — MonOW  FOB  A  Seleot  CoUUITrEE — 
Mored,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  Lav  relating  to  tho 
TalnatioD  and  Rating  of  Waterworks  belonging  to  Local  Authorities  in  Scotlaod, 
and  to  report  what  alteititioDi  are  neceaKT?  tHerwn,"—(jrr,  Edmund  RthrUon)     ..    1563 
Debate  adjourn»d  till  Tb-morrote. 

Batine;  of  Sachinery  Bill— 

Rtportid  from  the  Select  Committee. 

Special  Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  r.»d  ;  Report  and  Special 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [Ho.  231.] 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printtd  [Bill  33S] ;  rt-eommillid  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House  for  Wtdntiday  next. 

Business  of  tbb  House  —  Questions,  Ur.  Arthur  O'Connor,   Mr.   John 
Morley,    Sir   George  Campbell ;   Answers,    The   Secretary   to    the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson),  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  ..  :.  ..  1570 

[6.60.] 

LOBDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  21. 

The  Mar  FsEBAOi^Postponement  of  Motion,  The  Earl  ol  Galloway; — 

Short  debate  ihereoo  ..  ..  ••  ••  ^^'l 
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First  Offenders  BUI  (No.  HO)- 

Mavfi,  "  That  the  House  do  aow  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 

said  Bill,"— (TX*  Earl  of  Stlmon)  ..  ..  ..  1573 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  nil  the  words  after  the  word  ("  That,") 

and  insert  ("  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,")— (71*«  Ewl 

BfUilUown) 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  (b;  leave  of  the  House)  mlhdrawn  : — 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee  according^ly. 
Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow  ;  and 

Bill  to  "bapritUed,  as  amended.    (No.  182.) 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  BUI  (No.  43)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 

said  Bill,"— (TKo  lord  SUatktden  and  CampleU)  ..  . .   1574 

After  short  debate.  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  put  off  to  Monday 
next. 

Uarerarlne  (Fraadulent  Sale)  BiU  (No.  U9)-~ 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'," — {Fueount  Powereeourt)  . .    1575 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  rom- 

milted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday   the  let   of 

Augvtl  next. 

Ooroners'  Bill  (No.  176)— 
Jfow/,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>,"—( 7^  Zori  CAonMlAir)  ..   1580 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2>  accordingly. 

Oopyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  (No.  leo)— 
Amendments  rij^or^fif  (according  to  Order)  ..  ..  ..   1581 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Tueeday  next. 

New  Zbalihd — Motion  Foa  Pafers — 
Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Papers  relating  to  the 

emigration  of  pensioners  to  New  Zealand,"^7%«  Lord  Sandhurtt)     , .  1532 
After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  witkdraum, 

HiOH  OoTTBT  OF  JosTiCB- The  Chancert  Ditibioh— Questiou,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Selbome ;  Beply,  The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbury)       ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..    1591 

OXLKBOATIOIT     OF    THB     JimiLBB     TkAR     OF    HBE    MaJEBTT's    BBIOtT— ThS 

Naval  Beview  off  SprrHBAD— Question,  Observations,  Lord  Laming- 
ton ;  Beply,  Lord  Elphinstone  (A  Lord  in  Wuting)       ..  ..    1593 

(AuuDTAL  Law  Auenduent  (Ibblahd)  Bill  —  Protest  against  the  Third 

Beading  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1595 


COMMONS,  THUE8DAT,  JULY  21. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Willetden  Local  Board  Sill  {Ig  Order)^ 
Lords'  Amendments  eotttidered,  amended,  and  agreed  to 


[7.15.] 


QUESTIONS. 


IkOOMB    TiX   —  BETDBX3    OF    pERSONS    EMPLOYED    BY    JolXT    StOCK,      ftc. 

Companies— QueetioD,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson) 
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SooTLAiTD  —  Gknxkal  Bsoibtek  OF  Sabihes,  Edikbusoh — Attsnsanob  op 
OuB&ES— QaestioD,  Mr.  Fraaer-Maokintoah ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  JacksoD)  ..  ..  ..   1598 

LoNsoiT  Bkokers'  BsLiEy  Act— A  Botal  Coiiuission  —  Qaestion,   Ur. 

Watt!  Answer,  The  First  lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)   ■■   1599 

Etiotions  (Ireland) — Etictioms  on  the  Bbooke  Estate,  Cooloeeanby — 
Oaptain  Hamilton— QuestioD,  Mr.  Dillou ;  Answer,  The  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Horman)  . ,   IfiOO 

Natiokai.  Eduoatioit  (Ieelaiid)— The  Lishacas^l  (Derrt)  Schooi. — 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  . .  ..  ..  1601 

Adui&altt — Use  of  Petboleuu  as  Fuel  fob  tee  Navy — Question,  Mr. 
Coghill ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1602 

PtiBUO  Health  (Ikelahd)  —  Ina.vKiTABY  Ooksitiok  of  Pobtaeuhgton  — 
Queetion,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  ..  ..  ..  1602 

bZLAm—ABTizAHg'  DwELusQB,  KiNGsTows— QuoBtion,  Mt.  T.  W.  Busscll ; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
Eing-Harman)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1603 

PcBuo  Health  —  Insanitabt  Cohdition  of  Margate  —  Question,  Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton;  Answer,  The  I^resident  of  the  Local  OoTernment 
Board  (Mr.  BiteMe)  . .  . .   1608 

BoTAL  Ibish  Coitstabulabt  Fund— Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donatd ;  Answer, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Elng-Har- 
man)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1604 

Meteobolooioal  Offiob — InrEBTioiT  OF  Mb.  B.  A.  Collins — Question, 
Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  . .  . .  . .  1605 

WssTEBN  Australia — Besiokatioh  of  Me.  Hensuan,  Attobnbt  Obnebal 
— Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
tor  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)        ..  ..  ..   1605 

HiOH  Cocbt  of  Justice— "Billino  p.  Bbooden" — Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  {  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard  Webster)  . .  1606 

Thb  Maoistsaot  (Ibelars) — Mb.  Thouas  Hswson,  B.L. — Question,  Mr. 
M.  J.  Kenny ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  £ing-Harman)  . .    1606 

IiAtiD  CouBTs  (Ireland) — Tenants  of  Hajob  Qallwat,  Dingle,  Co. 
Eebbt — Questions,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington ;  Answers,  The  Parlia- 
mentaiy  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Eing-Harman)  . .   1607 

LaBOU&EBB  (iBELANIt)  AcTB  — liABOltBEBS'   CoTTAGES— SoUTH  DOBLtN  UnION 

— Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 

for  Ireland  (Colonel  Eing-Harman)  ..  ..  ,.   1608 

Ibish  Laad  CoimissioN — Appeals— Insfboiiok  of  Befobtb  bt  Litigants 
— Questions,  Mr.  Mahony,  Mr.  T.  M.  Heaty ;  Answers,  The  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretsry  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Eing-Harman)  , .  1608 

Law  AMD  Police  (Mbtbopolis)— Condition  of  Cells  at  Police  Stationb 
— Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)     ..  ..  ..   1610 

Uebset  Dock  and  Habboub  Board — Ferbt  CouutiNiOiTioir  between 
Bootle  and  New  Bbiohton- Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  Do  Worms)        . .  1611 

BuBUU    (Mbtbopous) — Beohpton    Cembteby  —  Qoestion,  Sir  Algernon 

Borthwick ;  Answer,  The  First  CommiEsioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Flunket)  1612 

Lunacy  (ecoTi.AHD)— Loans  Contracted  by  ihe  Distbict  Boards  of 
LrNAOY— Question,  Mr.  B.  Preston  Bruce ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  ..  ..  ..1613 
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Crime  and  Odtraoe  (Ireland) — Attack  on  the  Cbudbbn  op  the 
Wbstpoet  Peotestant  Sunday  School,  Co.  Mayo — Questions,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers, 
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man)  ..  ..  ..  . .  ..  1617 
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Celbbbation  of  the  Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesfy's  Beiqh — Tbb 
Naval  Ebviet  off  Spithead — Newspapbb  Correspondents— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  ..  ,.  ..  ..    1622 

Eoypt— SiE  Hekrt  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission — Question,  Mr.  Bryco; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stale  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Jamea 
Fergusson)      , .  . .  . ,    1623 

Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Mb.  Saunders,  Police  Magistrate — 
Question,  Mr.  Pickeregill;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr,  Matthews)  ..  ..  .,  1623 

Law  and  Police  (Metropolis) — Mabylbbonk  Police  Court— Cask  op 
Mr.  Williams— Questions,  Mr,  Pickeregill,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr,  Matthews)      . .   1624 

liAW  AND  Police  (Metropous) — Rescue  from  Drowning —Police  Con- 
stable 4B3  J— Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
S^ate  for  the  Hoipe  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  1626 
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Celebbatioh  of  tbb  Jubileb  Tbab  of  Hbb  Majesty's  Bbion — Address 
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Stanhope ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Ur.  W.H.  Smith)  1629 
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Sehtby — Question,  Admiral  Field ;  Aaawer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
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Ibibb  Land  Law  Bill— Qneation,  Ur.  T.  M.  Henly ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)..  ..  ..   1631 

FBIVILEOE. 


Fabliahent — Pbivileob— Cokplaint   (Db.   Tanneb)  —  Eebolution    [Ad- 
journed Dbdatb] — 
Order  read  for  the  Attendance  of  Dr.  Tanner,  and  Dr.  Tanner  being  in 
.  his  place : — Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question 
[18th  July :]— Question  again  proposed:— Debate  rtttimtd  .,   1631 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed. 

To  Imvb  oat  sU  the  vordi  titter  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  ead  of  the  Qaeetioo,  in  order 
to  add  the  irordi  "  this  Hoase  is  d(  opiaioa  that,  as  the  words  romplaiaed  of  by  Mr. 
W.  Lodb;  were  not  spoken  within  the  Eouie,  and  resulted  from  a  oonveTsatioa 
initiated  by  him,  the  better  course  for  the  honourable  Qeobleman  aggrieved  would 
ha*e  been  to  have  first  claimed  the  good  offices  of  Mr.  Speaker,  in  accordance  with 
pieoedent;  but  that  this  House  is  prepared,  should  the  private  intervention  of  Mr. 
Speaker  proTe  ineOectual,  to  repress  au  disorders  in  the  Lobbies  aa  in  the  Hooae 
itself,"— (Jfr.  T.  M.  Hti>ly,)—iaBt)md  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "—After  further  deoate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with' 
draum : — Motion,  by  leave,  toitMraun, 
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0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


Irish  Land  Law  Bill  [Xor<fc]  [Bill  308J- 
Ordw  for  Committee  read        . ,  . .  . ,  1 665 

Movii,  "  Thftt  it  bo  Ml  laftroction  to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to  protide 

tor  the  redaction  of  family  charges  oa  Irish  Land."— (ITr.  Haldane.] 
After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withiratcn. 
MomS,   "That  Mr    Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Mr.   A.  J, 

Balfour :) — Moetd,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Hr.  lllinj- 

worlh :) — After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave  withdratent. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  , .   1692 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  ogrteA  lo  : — Bill  eontidered  in  Committee ; 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  nest. 

SuppLT — Bbpobt — Order  for  Further  Oonaideration  of  Postponed  Seeolu- 

tion8[l9th  July]  read         ..  ..  .,  1726 

(l.)  "  That  a  lum,  not  ozoeediDg  £2S,62t,  ha  granted,  io." 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  "  £26,524,"  and  insert  "  £25,624," — 

{Mr.  M'Evan.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  £'26,524  stand  part  of  the  Beeolution :  " — After 

short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  162,  Noes  74  ; 

Majority  86.— (Div.  List,  No.  314.)  [12.55  a.m.] 

(j.)  "  That  a  Mum,  not  eioaeding  £173,  be  granted,  4c," 
Beeolution  ogrMd  to. 
Slstressed   tTnioiiB   (Ireland)    Bill  [Bill  307]— Comuittbk   [An- 

JOUKNED  Debate] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  proposed  [11th 

July],  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  for  Committee  on 

the  Bill :  " — Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  r»tumfd  . ,    1736 

After  short  debate,  Movad,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 

Dillon :) — Question  put,  and  agretd  to  .—Debate  farther  adjourned  till 

Monday  next. 

Sheriff^  (ConsoUdation)  Bill  [£<>r&]  [BiU  262]- 

Order  for  Committee  read        . .  . .  , .  , ,   1 739 

After  short  debate,  Oommittee  dtferrtd  till  Monday  next. 
Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  Bill  [Bill  220]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eon»id&rtd     . .  . .  , ,  . ,    1739 

After  short  debate,  Movtd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," 
— {Sir  John  Zubboek:) — Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  the  third  time, 
and  pMted. 

School  Fees  (Non-Paupers)  BUI  [Bill  I06]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  , ,  . .  . ,    1 740 

After  short  debate,  Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-morroie,  at  Two  of 
the  clock.  [1.30.] 

LOEDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  22. 

Tbz   Mab   Feeraqe  —  Observations,   The  Earl  of   Mar: — Short  debate 

thereon  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,  1741 
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Abut  (BB-OBaAnizATioN^ — Motion  fob  a  Fafek— 
Jtevid,  "That  the  statement  regarding  Armv  organization  receptly  mado  by  Major 
(leneral  Brackeobniy  by  authority  of  the  focretary  of  State  for  War  at  the  Royal 
United  Service  Inititiition  be  laid  npoo  theTabIe,"~(7'Atf  Earl  of  Wtmyit)  . .    1743 

After  short  debate,  Motioa  (by  leave  of  the  Houae)  withirawn. 

BUSIKESB  OF  THB  HOUBE — TbB  TiTLEB  OF  PEKBS— RESOLUTION — 
.  higher  title  or  dignity  than  that  by 

ji  any  official  record  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 

uuu«),  or  of  any  Committee  thereof,  the  higher  title  or  dignity  shall  be  added  in 
braclceU  after  the  title  by  which  such  Lord  BitBinPartiament,"— (TAt  Earl  of  Minto)   1751 
Motion  agraed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  above  Bssolutton  be  declared  a  SUndioK  Order  of  the  Hooie  (to 
come  into  operation  at  the  commencement  of  the  next  Sosaion  of  Forliameat),  and  be 
nombered  XXXIIa. 

[5.80.1 
COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  JULY  22. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Bvhlin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  {City  of  Sublin  Juneiion  RaiUeayi) 
Bill  {by  Order)— 
Motitd,  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  (City  of 
Dublin  Junction  Kailways)  Bill,  Standing  Orders  84,  314,  215,  and  339  be  suspended, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration,  provided  amended  prioti  shall 
have  been  preTJOQsly  deposited," — {Sir  CharUi ForiUr)  .,  ..    1752 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  Bext. 

QUESTIONS. 

ABKT    (AdULIABT    FoECEB) AETU-tBET    VoLIINTEERfl  —  PeAOTICE     WITH 

Heavy  Qunb — Questions,  Mr.  Malloch,  Mr.  Hanbury;  AnBwers,  The 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  ..  ..   1752 

"War  Office  (Ordbakcb  Defaetmbnt) — StrpPtY  of  Leathee— QueBtion, 
Mr,  Bradlaugh ;  Asswer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northcote)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1768 

India  (Madeas)— Militaet  Pay  Examinees'  Office — Mr.  Sobfbldt — 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Qorst)         ..  ..  ..  ..   1753 

Post  Office  (Ibei.anii)  —  Postmasteesbif  in  Six  Milk  BsisaE,  Co. 
O1.ABE — Question,  Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1754 

Aeity  (Oednancb  Defabtment)  —  Mules  feou  Eoypt  for  Bbqimzntal 
Tbansfobt  Pueposeb — QueBtion,  Dr.  Cameron  j  Answer,  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)       ..  ..  ..   1765 

Ibibh  Land— CouuisaioN  —  Purchase  of  Land  (Ieeland)  Act,  1 885  — 
8eo.  23 — Obderb  Mace — Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy;  Answer,  The 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  . .    1755 

Lunatic  Asyldms  (Ieeland) — Mdlijsgae  Dibteict  Lunatic  Asylum — 
Questions,  Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  Seiton ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Eing-Harman),  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)      . .  . .  . .  . .  1759 

Thb  Maqisteaoy  (Iebland)— Me.  V.  Vbsey  Fitzobrald,  H.M.— Com- 
mutal  of  Denis  Flahaaan  for  Wife  Murdbe — Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Anawers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)       1768 

Oouxisbionxbb  of  Valuation   (Ibbland) — ^Baltinolass   Union— Me.   B. 
DouoLAB,    Batb   Collbctob  —  Question,  Mr.  Byme;    Answer,   The 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  tor  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  . .  175» 
VOL.  OCOXVII.       [thied  sBBiaa.]         [    y    ] 
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Wab    Office — Defective    Weapons — Question,    Major  Basch  ;    Answer, 

The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Nortboote)       , .  . .    1760 
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Child— Question,  Sir  Walter  Foster  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  .  .■  . .    1760 

CoMTAaioua  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Pledeo -Pneumonia  ik  Ikklamd — 
QueBtions,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  . ,  . .  . .    1761 

OoMMissiosEHa  OF  National  Education  (Ireland)  —  Exakination  of 
Teacseeb- Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)    , .  . .    1763 

Boyal  Ibish  Cobstabulaey— Tbb  National  Ekoisteation  Assoclation, 
Blackrock,  Co.  Dublin — Question,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde;  Answer, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Elng- 
Harman)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1763 

BuRHAH  —  Sale  op  Imtoxicatino  Sfiritb  akd  OpruM  —  QuestionB,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorat)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1764 

Lamblobu  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  —  The  O'Grady  Pboperty,  Co. 
TiPPERAKT— Questions,  Mr.  John  O'Connor  (Tipperary,  S.),  Mr.  W. 
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Bailwatb  (Mbtropolib) — Use  of  Whistles  at  Nmht— Queation,  Mr. 
Lawaon ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)     ..  ..  ..  ..    1767 

Jubilee  Naval  Eeview  at  Portsmouth — Question,  General  Sir  George 
Balfour ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
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MOTION. 


Irish  Laitd  Lav  [RBUCNBBATtox] — 

Movtd  for — 

"  Committea  to  consider  ot  authoruing  the  pnymant,  out  of  monaj's  to  be  proTided  by 
Puli&meat,  o(  the  remunenttton  to  any  barriatera  and  valuem  that  may  bo  appaiatod 
to  act  with  and  aid  the  Uounty  Court  Judgoa,  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the 
pTMOnt  Session  to  amend  '  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,'  and  '  The  Purchase 
ol  Land  (Irsland)  Act,  188S,'  and  of  remnQeratioQ  to  certaio  offioera  for  performing 
additional  duties  connected  with  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland  ia  pursuance  of 
the  said  Act,"— (tfr. /wiMH)  ..  ,,    [774 

After  sliort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agrted  to  : — Queen's  Recomminiation 
signified,  upon  Jfondai/  next. 


ORDERU    OF    THE    DAI. 


BTJPFLY — contiitrtd  in  Committee — Civil  Sebvios  Estiu&xkb— 
(Id  the  Committee.) 
Glass  II. — Sal&sies  and  EIzpenses  of  Civil  Departments. 
(I.)  £12,797,  to  oomplet«  the  iDin  for  the  I«Dd  CoininiwioDers  tor  England. 
(*.)  Motion  made,  andaueBtiOD  proposed,  "That  a  sain,  not  exceeding  ^244,141,  be 
granted  to  Hei  Majesty,   to  complete  the  inm  necessary  to  defray   the  Charge 
vhich  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1S8S,  for  the  SJalaries  and  Expanses  of  the  Local  Qovamment  Board,  in- 
cluding various  OranU  in  Aid  ot  Looal  Taxation  "  ..     1776 
Movtd,  "That  the  Item  ot  £16,600,  for  Public  Vaccioation,   be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Tots,"— (Jfr.   Arthur  O'Cgrmar  .']— After  debate,   Queation  pnt  :— The 
Committea  dititUd;  Ayes  66,  Noea  19S  ;  Majority  13a.^(Div.  List,  No.  315.) 

[8.20  r.B.] 
Original  Qcestion  again  proposed      .,  ..  ..  ,,     IBSl 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agrted  U, 
Besolutiotu  to  be  reported. 
Motion  made,  and  Qneation  proposed,    "That  a  sum,  not   exceeding   £8,227,    be 
gnuited  to  Her  Uaje«ty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to   defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1888,  for  the  Salaiiea  and  Expenses  of  the  Offico  ot  tho  Commissioners  in 
Lnnacy  in  England "  . .  . .  . .     1829 

Utnd,  "That  the  CbAiman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leavs  to  sit  again, " — [ifr. 
Witliam  Ctrbtt:)  — Qoostion  put,  and  itgrttd  tt. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  also  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  ^ain  upon  Monday  next.  [6.55.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  25. 
Nkw  Peer  ..  ..  ..  ..    1829 

The  SECBETAttY  FOB  ScoTLAKD  —  Leoislation — Questioo,  The  Earl  of 
Boseber; ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (The  Marquess  oE 
Lothian)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1830 

Cbntbai,  Asia  (AFOHAHisrAH) — The  Fro,\tie(i  (Ioestion— Quostlons,  Tho 
Earl  of  Kimberley  ;  Aoswers,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  . .  . .   1830 

iHTERNATIOirAL  A RDITBATION— RESOLUTION — 

Mtttd  to  resolve,  "  That  this  House,  in  view  of  the  yearly  increasing  armimonta  of 
European  nations,  is  of  opinion  that  the  formation  of  an  intoruation^il  tribuoal  for 
the  reference  of  national  disputes  in  the  first  instance  is  highly  to  bo  desicad," — (Ihe 
MargufMMo/Briilar)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1830 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  witMrawn. 
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Wab  Oftioe  (Okdkakoe  Defabtuent}  —  Thb  -Botal  Ookuibsior  ow 
Warlirb  Stokbb — ObservatioDS,  The  Earl  of  Morley,  Lord  Napier 
and  Ettrick ;  Beply,  The  Undei  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Harris)  ..   IMS 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill  (No.  157) — 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  . .   184S 

Order  ditehargta,  and  the  House  to  oe  put  in  Committee  on  2%urtd*j/ 
next. 

Teikd8,  &o.  (Sootlahd)— Motion  foe  Fapebs — 
Movid,  "  That  thera  be  lud  betors  this  HoaHS  Betuma  of  the  rental  of  each  conntjr  and 
each  parish  in  Scotland,  and  of  tho  valne  of  the  temdi  appertainiDg  thereto,  and  tlio 
Talue  of  inch  portion  of  them  as  is  now  appropriated  to  the  pajrmeDt  of  stipend  and 
commomon  elementB,  and  the  volae  of  Buch  of  them  a4  are  unexhaasted  hy  each 
pajrmenta,  and  which  stiU  remain  available  for  the  future  augmentation  of  miniiten' 
stipend!  (in  port  oontinuaCiaa  of  Return  236,  1S%\),"— {Tlu  Earl  nf  XiHla)  ..    1846 

Motitm  lyrttd  to, 

Obuokal  Law  Auendmznt  (Ibelakd)  Bill — Protest  against  ..  1846 

[6.30.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JDLT  25. 
PRIVATE    BUSIITESS. 


3>ulli»,  Wivhlow,  and  Wexford  Jtaihoaj/  ( Ct'ln  of  Duilm  Junetton  R^ilwaj/t) 

Bai{ly  Order)— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [22nd  Jnly  :]— 

Question  again  proposed: — Motion,  by  leave,  withdraw*  ..    1848 

MMtd,    "That  tbe  BiU  be  now   considered :  "—After   debate,    Mof»d, 

"  That  tho  Debate  bo  now  adjourned," — (Mr.  Mavriee  Sealy ;) — After 

farther  abort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  a^in  proposed  ..  ..  .,    187S 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

QUESTIONS. 

The  Maqibtbaoy  (Ibelahd) — The  Office  of  Sioh  Shbhiff — Mr.  H.  C. 
LETiNas — Questions,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  , .   1876 

Bailwats  (England  ank  Wales)  —  Station  Aooommodation  at  Dart- 
ifoVTH  (Okfiat  Westebn  Kailwat)  —  Question,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  Ds 
Worms)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1877 
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Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answers,  Tho  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
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District,  Doblin— Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman);  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon  ["No  reply]  ..  ..  ..    1879 

Law  and  Police  (Scotland) — Assadlt  ok  C.  Robertson,  Einreachie, 
Inyern B SB- shibe— Question,  Mr.  Eras er- Mack i nlosh  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  ..    I87» 

Office  of  Collectob  General  of  Hates,  Dublin — Question,  Mr.  W,  J, 
Corbet;  Anstver,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  Eing-Harman)       . .  . ,  . .  . ,  1880 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Irish  Land  Law  Bill  [Lords}  [Bill  308]— 

Bill  eomidtred  in  Committee  [Progress  2lst  July']  [First  Nioht]  , .    1903 

After  loag  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrote. 

Trustee  Savings  Banks  Bill  [Bill  »34]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Jaekion)        . .  2001 
Question  put,  and  agretdto: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiligd  for 
3^wsday. 

Municipal  Regulation  (Coastabulary,  &o.)  (Belfast)  Bill— 
Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Colonel  King- 

Sarman)  ..  ..  . .  . .  2002 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Johnston :) — After 

short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  , ,  . .  2004 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  egfsed  to : — Bill  read  a 

second  time,  and  eammitled  for  Friday. 

Juvenile  Offenders  Bill  [Bill  245]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  Secretary 

Mattheae)       ..  . .  . .  . .  . ,  2005 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Vr. 

T.  M.  Healy  :)— Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Debate  a^'ourned  till  7b- 

morrou). 

Marriages  (Attendance  of  Registrars)  Bill  [Bill  164]— 

Mooed,  "  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  he  discharged," — {Sir 
Miohard  Webster)  . .  . .  . .  . .  2006 

Question  put,  and  agrnd  to  .*— Order  disehargtd : — Bill  withdrawn. 
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Ibish  Lakd  Lav  [EEurNBBAnoif] — 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Gh.taT,"—{Mr.  JaeUon)         ..  ..  ..  ..2007 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agrtti  to : — Matter  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mtmd,  "That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pnfment,  ont  of  monofs  to  be  provided 
by  FarliameDt,  of  the  renuiietatioii   to  any  barriaters  and  vfiluera  that  may  bs 
appointed  to  act  vith  and  ud  the  Coanty  Court  Judges,  under  the  proTisiona  of  any 
Act  of  thepreaant  Seanon  to  amend  ■  The  Laod  Law  (Irehind)  Act,  18SI,'  and  '  The 
PaTcboae  of  I^nd  (IreUnd)  Act,  1885/  and  of  Temaneration  to  cert^a  officers  for 
performing  additional  duties  coaneeted  with  the  Conrt  of  Bankruptcy  to  Ir^and  in 
pnranance  of  the  (aid  Act." — [Mr.  Jaeiton.) 
Qaeation  put,  and  agre*d  to .- — Besolution  to  be  reported  lb-morrow. 
Open  Spaces  (Dublin)  Bill  [BiU  80]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair "  . .  . .  . .  . .  2008 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — ( Colonel  King-Sarman :) 

— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  icitMraton. 
Orisioal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — "BiW eoneidired  in  Committee:  — 
Committee  report  Frogrese  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Marriages  Conftrmatlon  (Antwerp)  BUI  [Bill  326]  — 

ifeiwi,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Jamtt  Stuart)  2011 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Tomliiuon :) — After 

short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  fi.-jes  76,  Noes  75. 

— (Div.  List,  No.  321.) 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Incumbents  Beslgnation  Act  (1871)  Amendment  Bill  [Lord*]— 
Siil  eoHeidered  in  Committee  IProgreu  2\it  Juli/]  ..  ..  2015 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Tkurtdag. 

Markets  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle)  Bill  lLord,-\  [Bill  317]— 
Bill  «on»'ii«r«i  in  Committee    ,.  ..  ..  2016 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Bankruptcy  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  124]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Sexton)        . .   2017 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
l%urtday.  [3.6.] 
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NEW  PEERS. 

Monday,  July  11. 
ClAude,  Earl  of  Stratlimore  and  Kinghorn,  in  th&t  port  of  the  United  Kingdom 

called  Scotland,  created  Baron  Bo^res,  of  Streatham  Castle  in  the  county  of 

Darham,  and  of  Lnnedale  in  the  county  of  York. 
Henry  William  Eaton,  Eequire,  created  Baron  Gheyleemore,  of  Oheyleamore  in 

tne  city  of  Coventry  and  county  of  Warwick. 

TUISDAT,  Jtn.Y  12. 
Oomwallis,  Yiscount  Hawarden,  in  that  part  of  the  XTnited  Eingdom  called  Ire- 

and,  created  Eail  de  Uontalt,  of  Dundrum  in  the  county  of  Tipperary. 
William  Henry  Forester,  Baron  LondsBborough,  created  Viscount  Kainoliffe,  of 

Kaincliffe  in  the  North  Briding  of  the  county  of  York,  and  Earl  of  Londes- 

borough  in  the  said  county. 
OeoTge  Edmund  MUnes,  Viscount  Galvay  in  that  part  of  the  TTnited  Kingdom 

called  Ireland,    created    Baron    Monckton,    of    Serlby  in    the  county  of 

Nottingham. 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Baronet,  created  Baron  Saint  Iieran,  of  St.  Michael's  Mount 

in  the  county  of  Cornwall. 
The  Bight  Honourable  George  Sclater-Booth  created  Baron  Basing,  of  BaaiDg; 

B^ete  and  of  Hoddington,  both  in  the  county  of  Southampton. 

Fkiday,  July  16. 
Sir  James  Macnaghten  M'Garel-Hogg,  G.C.B.,  created  Baron  Magheramome,  of 
Magheramome  in  the  county  of  Antrim. 

MoKDAY,  July  25. 
The  Bight  Honourable  John  Gellibrand  Hubbard,  created  Baron  Addington,  of 
Addington  in  the  county  of  Buckingham. 

SAl'  FERST. 

Tht3b«dat,  July  7. 
The  Lord  Saye  and  Sele,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Teubodat,  Jolt  U. 
The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and  Nottingham,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 
The  Lord  Gerard,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
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COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 


TuEBDAT,  Jolt  12. 


For  iMmbeth  Borough  {Brixton  Divmon),  «.  Eniest  Baggallay,  esquire.  Steward  or 
Sailiff  of  Her  M^esty'a  Manor  of  Northatead  in  the  count;  of  York. 

Fridat,  July  15. 
For  Oloufttter  {t'orett  of  Bean  DivUion),  v.  Thomas  Blake,  esquire,  Steward  or 
Bailiff  of  Her  Majesty's  Three  Chiltem  Hundreds  of  Stoke,  Desborougb,  and 
Bonenham,  in  the  county  of  Buckingham. 

Fhidat,  Jolt  22. 
For  (^0  City  of  London,  v.  The  Bight  Houble.  John  Qellibrand  Hubbard,  now 
BaroQ  Addington,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

MoKDAT,  July  25. 
For  the  Borough  of  GUugoto  iBrtifgeton  Divition),   •:  Edward  Bichard  Suasell, 
esquire.  Manor  of  Norlhstead. 

NEW  MEMBERS  8W0EN. 

Thubsdat,  July  7. 
Ifbrth  Eatt  Diviiion  of  ike  Cotrnly  of  Cori— William  O'Brien,  eaquiie. 

Monday,  July  1 1 . 
Borough  of  Paddington  {North  2'tVi (ton)— John  Aird,  esquire. 
Borough  of  Coventry — William  Henry  Walter  Ballantine,  esquire. 

Tuesday,  Jtily  12. 
Wettern  er  St.  Ives  Bivuien,  Coinuall — Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho,  esquire. 

Thuhsday,  July  14. 
X>uhUn  Uniitrnly — Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden,  Seijeant-at-Law  in  Treland. 

Thuesday,  July  21. 

County  of  Bants  {Northern  or  Basingstoke  BivUien) — Arthur  Frederick  Jefireys, 

esquire. 
Sorough  of  Lamheth  {Brixton  Division) — Honble,   George  Qodolphin  Osborne, 

commonly  called  Marquess  of  Carmartheu. 
County  of  Middlesex  {Sorrtey  Division) — Henry  Charles  Stephens,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

Secokd  Ssssioy  of  the    Twenty-Fourte  Pasliamsnt  of   the 
United     Kingdom    of     Great    Britaiit    and     Irslakd, 

APPOISTED    TO    meet    5    AdGDST,     1886,     IN     THE     PiFTlETH 

Yeab  of  the  Keion  of 

HER   MAJESTY   QTJEEN   VICTOKIA. 


EIGHTH      VOLUME     OF     SESSION     1887. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
nwiday,  7th  July,  1887. 


UriTUTGS.]-^AT  FiHBT  nt  Parliauent— The 

Lord  Save  and  Sele,  after  the  death  of  his 

taOar. 
PuBuc  Bitu— fr'rtf  StaiiHff—lAoji'a  Signal 

8t«tioD*(16S};  Legitimncj  DedanitioD  Act 

(IBSS)  Amendmenf  (ISS). 
CtMBwrtM—Qaarriea  (S3-I6a). 
Cbiwii'((M— Afporf  —  National  Debt  and  Local 

Loam*  (111). 
Sipart  —  Incumbenta'  Resignation  Act  [1871j 

Amendment  ■  (11-1)  ;   Land   Transfer  (lOG- 

161);  Mnnicipal  Corporations  Acts  (IraUnd) 

Amendment  (No.  2)  (113-162). 
T%irJ  RtaJinj  —  Tithe  Bent  •  Charge  (IIS), 

PsoTiaiDaAL   OuiiR  BatM—Cemmittei — Um* 
(123). 

Tiird  Sfdinf—Oyttet  and  MumI  Fiiheriet  * 
(136) ;  Hetropc^B  (Cable  Street,  Shadwell]* 
(134) ;  HetropolU  (Shelton  Street,  St.  Gilee)  • 
(13G);  Local  Ooveminent  (No.  1)  •  (12S); 
l^amwaya  (No.  2)  •  (133),  iuipattJ. 
VOL-  CCCXyir.     [^third  bebizb.] 


CELEBRATION  OF  THK  J  UBILEE  TEAR 
OF  BEE  MAJESTY'S  REIQN  -  THE 
ROYAL  REVIEW  AT  ALDEE8H0T- 
THB  VOLUNTEERS. 

QTrESTIOK.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

Lord  DOBCHESTEB,  in  rising  to  aak 
the  Undersecretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  VoluDteei-  corpe  have  been  in- 
vited to  parade  at  the  Beview  lo  bo 
held  on  the  9th  instant,  at  Alderehot ; 
BDd.if  so,  whetherher  Majesty's  Uovera- 
ment  will  recommend  that  the  whole,  or 
any  part,  of  the  cost  of  sach  attendance 
shall  be  defrayed  by  the  country,  or 
whether  it  shall  be  a  personal  charge  on 
the  oocnmanding  officers,  and  on  those 
trho  attend  under  arms?  said,  that 
all  who  saw  the  Tolunteerson  Saturday 
last  march  past  Her  Majesty  must  have 
been  surprised  at  the  military  aspect  of 
the  regiments,  and  at  the  manner  in 
which  they  discharged  their  respective 
duties.  Ue  was  informed  that  on  the 
19th  of  May  an  intimalioD  was  sent  to 
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tbe  TarioTis  TotuntQer  corps  that  thetr 
presence  irould  be  acceptable  on  the 
occasion  of  tUe  Boyal  Eeviaw  at  Aider- 
shot  on  Saturday  next;  but  there  had 
been  great  approhoDsion  which  had 
deterred  several  Volunteer  corps 
from  joining.  There  vas  a  fear  that 
each  man  would  be  put  to  an  ex- 
pense which  many  of  them  were  not 
able  to  bear,  and  that  they  would 
not  be  conveyed  free  to  the  scene  of 
action;  he  understood  also  that  they 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  their  own 
expenses  for  the  day.  Many  of  the  men 
would  have  to  start  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  they  wonld  be  lucky  in- 
deed if  they  got  home  within  24  hours. 
The  plea  of  economy  could  hardly  be 
received  since  the  whole  cost  of  the 
Volunteers  attending  from  the  Uetropolis 
would  not  involve  an  outlay  of  more 
than  £1,000.  Hethoughtit  wasfor  the 
credit  of  the  country,  and  would  be  a 
testimonial  to  the  work  performed  by  the 
Volunteers,  that  some  efforts  ahouldbe 
made  to  secure  that  the  men  should  not 
at  any  rate  be  out  of  pocket  by  attend- 
ing a  long  and  arduous  day  at  Alder- 
shot. 

The  under  SECRETART  of 
STATE  FOB  WAR  {Lord  HAasis) :  In 
the  encomiums  passed  by  the  noble 
Lord  upon  the  Volunteers  who  marched 
past  Her  Uajesty  on  Saturday  last,  I 
most  cordially  concur.  With  regard  to 
the  noble  Lord's  Question,  a  Afemo- 
randum  was  issued  oo  April  22nd,  in- 
viting such  Volunteer  corps  desirous  of 
attending  the  Review  to  notify  their 
wish  to  the  Adjutant  Qeneral.  It 
stated  that  an  allowance,  as  in  the  case 
of  Windsor  Review  of  1881,  of  2«.  per 
head  for  corps  whose  head  quarters 
were  over  50  miles  trom  Aldershot,  and 
1«.  for  those  under  50  miles  would  be 
granted,  and  that  all  other  expenses  of 
attending  the  Review  would  have  to 
be  met  by  the  corps.  All  the  corps  ac- 
cepting under  the  provisiuns  of  that 
Memorandum  have  oeen  authorized  to 
attend. 

TITHE  RENT-CHAHGB  BILL.— (No.  116.) 

(7*^  Marqven  of  Sati'iturj/,') 

THIBD  BEIDINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Movti,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'." 
— (7R<  Marqwu  of  Saltthttry.) 

Lord  Jhrehuttr 


Lord  BRABOURNE,  in  rising  to 
love,  as  an  .^.mendment — 
"  That  no  measure  vilh  regard  to  tithe  rent- 
iiarge  will  be  satJafactoTy  tu  the  couDtrv  which 
oes  not  provide  for  the  re-valuation  and  re-ad- 
juitment  of  the  aaid  chargfe," 

swd,  he  thanked  the  noble  Marquess  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  for  having 
postponed  the  third  reading  until  a  day 
when  he  (Lord  Brabouroe)  could  be 
present  to  enter  one  last  word  of  pro- 
test and  warning  sgainet  tho  sbape 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  send  the 
Bill  down  to  the  other  House.  Ha 
would  say  that  the  Bill  dealt  with  a 
great  subject  in  a  manner  which  un- 
settled everything  and  settled  nothing. 
The  measure  had  been  introduced  by 
the  Qovemment,  because  there  had  been 
certain  disturbances  connected  with  the 
levying  of  tithe,  and  the  remedy  the  Qo- 
vemmeut  proposed  was  to  abolish  the 
Law  of  Distraint.  But  no  complaint  had 
been  made  against  the  mode  of  enforcing 
the  collection  of  the  rent-charge;  the 
complaint  was  against  the  impost  itself, 
its  amount,  and  its  inequality ;  and  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  in  no  way  to 
lessen  the  grievance.  There  were  two 
classes  who  paid  tithes — those  who  ocou- 
pied  their  own  lands,  and  those  who 
occupied  lands  which  were  not  their  own. 
With  respect  to  the  latter,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
had  said  that  they  were  made  respon- 
sible for  a  debt  which  was  not  their  own, 
but  this  was  scarcely  a  correct  statement, 
because  they  bod  deliberately  taken  the 
debt  upon  themselves  in  taking  their 
farms  and  agreeing  to  the  rent.  At 
present  the  occupiers  of  land  paid  tithes, 
because  they  had  contracted  with  their 
landlords  to  do  so,  and  if  the  Bill  passed 
the  only  result  would  be  that  landlords 
would  stipulate  that  their  tenants  should 
paythe  equivalent  to  thetitherent-charge 
in  their  rent  settlement,  instead  of  paying 
the  actual  rent-charge  to  the  owner  as  at 
present.  Hie  (Lord  Braboume'e)  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bramwell) 
had,  on  a  previous  occasion,  twitted  him 
with  Ignorance  upon  this  point,  saying 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  was  entirely  an 
owner's  question.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  spoke  without  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  subject.  It  might  seem 
that  if  an  occupier  pud  £  1 50  per  annum, 
it  mattered  not  to  him  whether  he  paid 
it  all  to  one  person,  or  £100  to  one  and 
£50  to  the  other.  But  an  oecupier  knew 
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perfectly  well  that  if  ho  pnij  the  v;\i.iIq 
to  one  landlord,  he  had  a  much  better 
ohanceofreduQiion  than  if  he  paid  £IOO 
to  the  landlord  and  £50  to  the  tithe 
owner.  MoreoTer,  on  hiring  a  farm, 
the  tenant  knew  that  there  was  thia  £S0 
per  annum  charged  upon  it,  for  which 
the  landlord  was  liable,  and  which  was, 
therefbre,  the  basis  of  the  rent  he  must 
demand,  and  that  rents  would  be  lower 
in  proportion  if  the  ohargedid  not  exist. 
But  the  great  difficulties  of  tithe  ooUec- 
tion  did  not  arise  from  occupiers,  for  the 
very  reason  that  the  owners  were  ulti- 
mately responsible.  It  arose  with  the 
small  owners,  a  very  numerous  class, 
whose  number  it  was  sought  to  increase 
by  their  legislation.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  committed  himseU 
to  the  declaration  that  this  class  would 
be  under  no  greater  liability  than  at 
present  under  this  Bill.  But  they  were 
to  be  brought  to  the  County  Court,  dis- 
obedience to  whoso  orders  was  punish- 
able bv  14  days'  imprisonment,  and  it 
aeemed  to  him  strange  to  say  that  there 
was  no  increase  of  liability  when  a  man 
waa  to  be  made  liable  to  imprisonment 
to  which  he  was  not  liable  under  the 
present  law.  Throughout  the  country 
the  amount  of  tithe  was  very  much  com- 
plained of,  its  commutation  having  been 
attended  with  gross  ioegnalities.  Oreat 
cffmulaint  waa  also  made  of  the  manner 
in  wnich  the  averages  were  taken,  tail 
wheat  and  wheat  of  an  inferior  quality 
sot  being  taken  into  account,  and  the 
average  being  thereby  forced  up  beyond 
what  was  gain.  AforeOTer,  a  great  deal 
of  land  nowlaiddown  in  grass  paid  arable 
tithe,  which  was  considerably  higher 
than  pasture  tithe.  He  (Lord  Brabourne] 
wished  again  to  enter  his  earnest  and 
emphatic  protest  against  the  doctrine 
laid  down  oy  the  noble  Marquess,  that 
tithe  was  the  gross  produce  of  the  land, 
irrespective  of  cost.  That  doctrine  was 
all  very  welt  in  the  earlier  history  of  the 
world,  when  a  virgin  soil  required  little 
or  no  cost  to  cultivate  ;  but  now,  when 
£5  or  £6  per  acre  had  to  be  expended 
in  order  to  obtain  the  crop  estimated  at 
£7,  the  doctrine  could  not  and  would 
not  be  accepted  by  the  people  of  this 
country.  A  Bill  passed  in  the  belief 
that  enoh  was  the  true  doctrine  with  re- 
gard to  tithe  would  not  remove  fricUou 
between  theolergy  and  their  parishioners, 
and  would  not  odd  to  the  popularity  of 
fbe  olwgy.  Nor  would  this  oe  the  result 


of  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  provided 
that  if  the  orders  of  the  County  Court 
were  not  satisfied,  the  clergy  might  ba 
put  in  possession  of  the  farms  of  these 
amsU  ownera.  This  would  never  be  en- 
dured. The  question  of  tithe  was  of 
great  importance  to  the  small  owners  of 
land  throughout  the  country,  and  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  in  a  large  and  compre- 
hensive spirit.  If  this  was  not  done, 
and,  with  regard  to  kindred  questions 
also,  the  Government  would  find  that 
they  would  have  other  Spalding  elec- 
tions, and  they  would  not  retain  the 
confidence  of  the  ac:riouItural  community 
now  suffering  under  such  grievous  de- 
pression. In  order  to  give  their  Lord- 
ships an  opportunity  of  espressing  their 
views  upon  the  subject,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  mottd. 

TolMTO  out  all  the  words  after  {"that") 
and  iniert  ("no  moaanre  with  regard  to  tithe 
rontchargo  will  bo  satiaFuctory  to  the  country 
which  does  not  provide  for  the  ro.TuluationfiDd 
re-ndjnatmant  br  the  said  charge").— (TXtiori 
Brahtirnr) 

TnB  PRIME  MINISTER  and  8B- 
CEETAET  OF  STATE  foe  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salibbuet) 
said,  that  there  was  nothing  which  had 
been  said  by  his  noble  Friend  which 
differed  from  what  their  Lordships  hod 
heard  upon  several  previous  occasions. 
Therefore,  he  was  not  going  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  going  over  the 
arguments  again.  The  Bill  undoubtedly 
did  not  effect  to  deal  with  the  larger 
parts  of  the  <^ueetlon,  those  of  re- valuation 
andof  re-adjustment,  but  itwasaaimple 
effort  to  alter  the  machinery  by  which 
the  tithes  were  now  collected,  and  it  had 
been  introduced  because  it  was  believed 
that  hardships  to  the  occupier  had 
occurred  in  practice  ;  that  the  machinery 
occasionally  operated  with  harshness, 
and  tended  to  mislead  the  occupier  as  to 
the  real  incidence  and  burden  of  the  tax, 
which  was  indeed  imposed  upon  the 
land— though  as  between  the  owner  and 
occupier  it  had  by  private  agreement 
been  paid  by  the  latter.  The  Govern- 
ment, indeed,  believed  that  the  tithe  was 
essentially  in  the  nature  of  a  tax  upon 
land,  and  aa  such  ought  to  fall  upon  the 
landowner,  and  not  upon  the  occupier. 
They  also  believed  that  if  the  effect  of 
the  Act  of  1636,  in  throwing  the  pay- 
ment of  the  tax  upon  the  occupier,  vwe 
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removed  much  misapprehoneion  of  the 
nature  and  incidence  of  the  tax,  whicb 
was  the  source  of  some  popular  agitation, 
would  disappear.  There  was,  therefore, 
erouiid  for  asking  tlieir  Lordships  to 
deal  with  this  small  part  of  the  Bubject, 
rather  than  to  enter  upon  the  extensive 
field  on  which  his  noble  Friend  had  in- 
vited them  to  enter.  He  would  earnestly 
impress  upon  theHouae  the  ooaeideration 
th£t  whatever  loss  this  Bill  indicted  on 
the  landowners,  or  on  the  owners  of 
tithes,  it  could  not  inflict  any  hardship 
upon  the  occupiers.  It  certainly  changed 
the  situation  for  the  owner ;  but  as  far 
as  it  changed  it  in  respect  of  the 
occupier,  it  changed  it  for  his  advantage, 
for,  as  bad  been  said  by  bis  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Braboume),  it  would  be  better  for  , 
the  occupier  to  pay  £150  a-yes 
man,  the  landowner,  than  to  pay  £100 
to  the  landowner  and  £30  to  the  tithe- 
owner.  In  dealing  with  one  man  instead 
of  two,  be    would  be  in  a  far   better 

Sosition.  In  bia  opinion,  it  was 
angerous  to  make  the  allegation  that 
the  owners  objected  to  th&  obligation 
of  tithes,  and  that  tberelore  they  ought 
to  be  free  from  that  obligation,  as  to 
make  the  suggestion  that  mortgages 
ought  to  be  put  an  end  lo,  because  the 
mortgagees  did  not  wish  to  dischargt 
their  legal  obligations  in  respect  to  them. 
and  were  sufficient  in  number  to  make 
the  matter  a  political  question.  His 
noble  Friend  had  protested  against  the 
doctrine  that  tithe  had  to  be  paid  with- 
out references  to  the  cost  incurred  in 
producing  it.  Well,  in  answer  to  that, 
all  he  (the  Uarquess  of  Salisbury)  could 
Bay  was,  that  he  was  sorry  for  It,  but 
thepracticenow  followed  was  that  which 
had  prevailed  for  1,000  years,  and  that 
the  Act  of  1836  did  not  in  any  way  in- 
terfere with  it.  The  Act  of  1836  was 
simply  a  contrivance  for  the  payment  of 
a  charge  which,  before  that  time,  had 
always  been  of  a  varying  and  IndeGaite 
character,  and  putting  it  in  a  definite 
form;  but  it  made  no  change  la  the 
right  of  titheowners  to  tho  payment 
of  one- tenth  of  the  gross  promts, 
and  they  might  just  as  well  take 
the  oine-tenths  front  the  landlord  and 
give  it  to  the  titheowner  as  to  take  the 
one-tenth  from  the  tiiheowner  and  give 
it  to  the  landlord.  The  rights  of  the 
landowner  and  of  the  titheowner  might 
come  under  consideration  at  some  future 
period,  but  their  Lordships  might  de- 
Tht  Marjueu  of  Saluhuiy 


pend  upon  it  that  any  scheme  of  reform 
which  involved  the  plundering  of  the 
titheowner  would  not,  in  the  long  run, 
be  of  any  advantage  to  the  landowner. 
Such  considerations  as  his  noble  Friend 
bad  urged  were  not  usually  very  power- 
ful in  that  House,  and  he  was  sure  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  be  induced  by 
such  considerations  as  to  the  wider 
question  to  reject  the  modest  reform 
which  Her  Majesty's  QovetDmeut  now 
submitted  to  the  House. 

Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBEELET  said. 
though  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  he  most  decidedly  demurred  lo 
the  rather  stringent  doctrines  which  the 
noble  Marquess  had  just  laid  down  on 
the  subject.  On  hie  side  of  the  House 
they  were  far  from  objecting  to  iheBiU, 
so  far  as  it  went ;  but  he  objected  to  the 
doctrine  as  to  the  basis  upon  which  the 
tithe  rent-chai^e  rested.  No  doubt, 
there  was  no  more  reason  why  they 
should  take  away  the  property  of  the 
titheowner  than  of  the  landowoer;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  conditions  upon  which  tho 
tithe  rested  were  of  comparatively  recent 
date,  and  they  must  well  consider  what 
was  going  on  around  them.  There 
could  be  a  re- ex  ami  nation  without  plun- 
dering anyone.  But  he  thought  it  was 
essential  for  the  interests  of  all,  and 
especially  of  the  Church,  that  thei* 
rights  of  property  should  be  enforced  in 
such  a  manner  aa  to  secure  general 
acquiescence.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
they  would  not  get  out  of  these  difficul- 
ties without  a  full  examination  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  in  all  its  bearings,  and 
making  some  re-adjustment  of  it.  He 
did  not,  however,  see  why  this  Bill 
should  not  be  passed,  because  there 
were  other  matters  which  must  be  con- 
sidered thereafter  ;  and  as  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  wait  for  any  general  re-ad- 
justment of  the  law  before  they  passed 
it,  he  should  give  it  his  general  sup- 
port. 

On  Question.  "  That  the  words  pro- 

ised  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Motion  ?  " 

Retohei  in  the  affirntative. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Bill  do 
pass  ?  " 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Powis, 
the  following  Amendments  mode;— Iq 
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ClaoM  8,  pag«  7,  line  27,  at  end  of 
elanse  insert; — 

"  Provided  tbit  • 
r«Bpeet  of  tithe  tentcl 

"  (fl.)  If  payable  to  any  professor  in  the 
UniTemtyot  Oifo»dorUaQiliridgo,niay, 


ISfiS:  and 

"  (i.)  If  payable  to  a  charity,  may,  at  the 
option  of  the  tmtteee  or  other  nenons 
adminialeriiiK  ths  charity,  be  paid  to  the 
Charity  Commiadonen  for  England  and 


"Thia  Act  ahall  apply,  in  the  case  ol  tithe 
rentchBTKB  pftyahlo  to  any  church  wardens, 
parish  clerk,  or  other  pariah  officer,  in  like 
manner  ai  if  such  church waidena,  pariah  clerk, 
or  other  parish  officer  were  an  eccleaiaatical  cor- 
pontton. ' 

Oa  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  LoKDON,  the  following  Amondments 
made ; — Tn  Clause  9,  page  8,  line  7, 
after  ("eums")  insert  ("charged  on 
the  fund  and  all  eipeneae "} ;  line  8, 
leave  out  ("  section ")  and  insert 
("Act");  line  30,  after  ("thereupon  ") 
insert — 

("And  alao  upon  the  Land  Cammisdonera  in 
case  of  disagreement  determining  the  amount  of 

ths  annuity  ") ; 

and  !□  page  9,  line  15,  leave  out  from 
("  Act ")  to  end  of  section. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Saubbukt,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  40, 
leave  out  ("  or  ")  and  insert  ("  and  "}  ; 
Clause  8,  page  6,  line  41,  leave  out  from 
("section")  to  the  end  of  line  42; 
page  7,  line  2,  leave  out  (" so  paid") 
and  insert  ("paid  as  hereinafter  men- 
tioaed"];  after  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  Earl  of  Powis  at  Clause  8,  page  8, 
line  6,  insert— 

("And  («■)  it  payable  to  any  tnuteei  of  a 
settlement  or  tenant  for  lite  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1BB2,  may  be  paid 
to  the  tmateas  of  the  settlement  and  invested  in 
like  manner  as  if  it  were  capital  money  aiiaing 
under  that  Act"}; 

Clause  11,  page  10,  line  22,  after 
("pay")  insert  ("  to  the  person  redeem- 
ing  the  tithe  rentcharge ") ;  line  24, 
after  ("  rentcharge  ")  insert — 


Charyt  Sill. 


Clause  12,  page  11,  at  end  of  clause 
insert  as  a  New  Sub-eectios — 

"Where  tithe  rentcharge  redeemed  Qnder 
thia  Act  is  subject  to  a  mortgage,  or  to  any 
charge  annual  or  capital,  the  amount  paid, 
whether  as  capital  or  by  way  of  annuity  for 
the  redemption  of  euch  uthe  rentcharge,  shall 
be  subject  to  the  same  mortgage  or  charge ; " 
Clause  IS,  page  13,  line  13,  at  end,  in- 
sert as  a  New  Sub-section — 

"Where  on  any  redemption  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  under  thia  Act  any  person  ia  treated  by 
the  Land  OoromisEionera  or  the  Ecclesiaetical 
Commisaioners  as  owner  of  any  lands,  and 
liable  to  pay  any  sum  for  the  redemption,  who' 
ther  such  sum  is  a  capital  sum  or  an  annuity, 
and  it  the  whole  or  part  of  the  amount  payable 
for  such  redemption,  and  such  poison  is  owner 
of  any  portion  of  the  lands  charged  with  the 
tithe  rentcharge  redeemed,  such  person  shall  be 
liable  to  pay  the  sum  notwiUistanding  that  he 
is  not  the  owner  of  the  whole  of  the  lands  in 
respect  of  which  the  samo  is  payable,  hut  ho 
shall  bo  entitled  to  recover  from  the  owner  ft 
the  rest  of  such  lands  a  proper  proportion  of  the 
sum  paid  by  him ; ' ' 

Second  3chedule,pBge  18,  line  18,  at  end 
of  line  insert — 

"94  lOTict.  c73. 

"  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the 
commutation  of  tillies  in  England  and  Wales. 

'*  Section  one  and  section  Ave,  so  Ear  as  thuy 
relate  to  lithe  rentcharge,  to  which  this  Act 
applies  payable  to  an  eccleaiaatical  corporation, 
sole  or  aggregate,  or  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 


line  31,  after  ("  thirty")  insert— 

"And  sections  thirty-one  and  thirty-two,  so 
far  as  they  relate  to  any  tithe  rentcharge  to 
which  this  Act  applies  payable  to  an  ecclesias- 
ticat  corporation,  solo  or  aggregate,  or  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Ckiinmissioners  ") ; 
line  31,  at  end  insert — 

"11  &  42  Vict.  c.  42. 

"  An  Act  to  amend  and  further  extend  ths 
Acts  for  the  commutation  of  tithes  in  England 
and  Wales. 

"  The  following  portions,  so  far  as  they  relate 
to  tiths  rentcharge  to  which  this  Act  applies, 
that  is  to  say — 

"  In  section  one  the  woids  '  for  a  sum  equal 
to  twenty-five  timea  the  omount  thereof,'  and 
section  four,  and  so  much  of  sections  three  and 
five  as  relates  to  tithe  rentcharge  payable  to  an 
ecclenaatical  corporation,  sole  or  aggregate,  01 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners : 
after  Clause  7  insert — 

(Prorision  in  case  of  two  rentchargea  on  the 
same  land.) 

"  Where  by  reason  of  a  Uthe  rentcharge  in 
respect  of  the  great  tithes  being  separate  from 
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4  tithe  KDtoIiBrge  in  rwpect  of  the  niiBlI 
tithei,  at  from  Miy  other  oauw,  two  titho  rent- 
chargea  are  charged  on  the  same  land*,  and  the 

nmount  of  any  auch  tithe  rentcharges  for  any 
tvelve  montha  eiceeda  the  ^roGt  of  the  landa 
for  those  twelve  montha  within  the  meaning  of 
this  Act,  the  aaid  proRt  ahall  be  divided  be- 
tween the  peraona  entitled  to  auch  tithe  rent- 
chargea  in  proporttOQ  to  the  amount  thnvof 
filed  by  the  spportionment  or  any  altered 
apportionment,  and  in  any  proceedinge  for  the 
recoTery  of  either  of  auch  tithe  laotchargea, 
the  court  ahall  make  auch  orders  aa  may  appear 
o  the  court  neceaaary  for  giving  effect  to  thii 


Then  the  Queen'a  consent  and  the 
Duke  of  GoTDwall'a  consent  signified  b' 
The  Harquess  of  Salisbury  ;  and  Bit 
patted,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

QUARRIES  BILL.— (No.  83.) 

[Thi  lord Sudiliy.) 

OouunTEE.    [adjoubhed  debate.  J 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Amendment  to 
the  Uotton  for  the  House  to  be  put  into 
Committee  read. 

Debate  r»»tim*i  acoordinglj. 

Lord  STTDELEY  said,  that  when  this 
Bill  was  before  the  House  on  the  last 
occasion  ho  was  afrud  it  was  not  suffi- 
cient!; understood  that  this  Bill  had 
been  fully  considered  b;  the  other 
House,  and  as  the  Bill  was  passing 
through  the  other  House,  a  large  number 
of  Amendments  had  been  iotroduned  b; 
the  Home  Office,  with  a  view  to  meet 
the  objections  which  had  been  made 
against  it.  He  was  now  able  to  state 
that  most  of  the  objections  which  hod 
been  raised  during  the  previous  debate 
had,  he  believed,  been  met,  and  that  two 
email  Amendments  had  been  agreed  to 
between  the  Lord  Ubancellor  and  the 
Promoters  of  the  Bill,  which,  he  thought, 
satisfied  the  objections  raised  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  laet 
oocasioQ.  He  trusted  they  would  fulfil 
the  desired  purpose  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  and  that  their  Lordships  would 
now  consent  to  go  into  Committee. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbdbt)  said,  although  the  whole  of 
bis  objections  had  not  been  fully  met 
by  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
mode,  yet  ho  would  not  any  further 
oppose  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, though  it  was  with  some  mis- 
giving that  he  assented ;  because  he  be- 
lieTM  the  Bill  went  very  much  further 
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and  had  a  much  wider  application  tlian 
the  necessity  of  the  case  demanded.  He 
understood  that  there  were  a  great 
many  dangerous  quarries  in  and  about 
the  Forest  of  Desn,  and  it  was  to  meet 
Buch  a,  state  of  things  that  the  Bill  was 
designed.  But  the  width  of  the  language 
of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  of  a  somewhat  serious  charac- 
ter. Many  of  their  Lordships  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  slate  quarries  of 
Wales,  and  if  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its 
present  shape  the  owners  of  those 
quarries  would  be  obliged  to  withdraw 
the  permission,  now  freely  given  to 
visitors,  ti)  see  the  picturesque  parts  of 
the  mountains,  for  it  was  proposed  in 
the  Bill  that  places  not  now  considered 
dangerous  must  be  "  reasonably  fenced," 
whatever  that  might  meaa.  The  authors 
of  the  Bill  oould  have  hardly  any  idea 
of  the  extent  to  which  the  Bill  went. 

On  Question,  "  That  ('  now ')  stand 
part  of  the  Ifotion  ?  " 

Seiohid  in  the  affirmotivt. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  and  2  severally  agrtti,  to. 

Clause  3  (Fencing  of  quarries). 

Amendment  montfif,  in  page  1,  line  11, 
after  ("  unenclosed  land  ")  to  leave  out 
("or  is"). — (Z(S«  Earl  Jiroienlow.) 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  if  the 
Bill  simply  provided  that  a  pit,  or 
quarry,  or  opening,  which  was  so  near 
the  highway  that  it  oonstitutod  a  danger 
should  be  fenced,  he  should  have  no  ob- 
jection. But  what  he  understood  it  to 
propose  wsa,  that  a  pit,  or  quarry,  or 
opening,  should  be  fenced  although  it 
was  such  a  distance  from  the  highway 
that  a  person  must  be  a  wilful  tres- 
passer if  he  came  to  any  harm.  This 
was  a  most  unreasonable  provision, 
which  would  put  owners  of  pits  and 
quarrioe  to  the  expense  of  erecting  thou- 
sands of  miles  of  fencing,  although  no 
earthly  injury  could  occur  to  any  person 
who  did  not  go  trespassing. 

Loud  HEBSCHELL  said,  he  would 
remind  their  Lordships  that  Parliament 
had  already  passed  legislation  of  this 
description.  By  the  41st  section  of  the 
Coal  Mines  Begulation  Act,  it  was  made 
offence  not  to  fence  a  disused  coal 
pit,  even  though  the  pit  might  be  on 
private  land.  'X'hat  was  a  much  stronger 
measure  than  the  one  now  before  their 
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'  LDTdshipB,  vhioh  liftd  been  diotated  by 
eonnderationB  similar  to  those  cooQeoted 
vith  the  section  of  the  Mines  Eeg^lation 
Act  to  which  he  had  referred.  Beside 
tliBt,  the  qaestion  of  human  life  was  not 
to  be  lightly  dealt  with.  The  public 
were  perfectly  powerleae  in  this  matter, 
for  they  could  not  be  expected  to  have 
dangerous  quarries  fenced  up.  When 
persons  passed  along  a '  highway,  if 
there  was  an  open  quarry  in  a  dangerous 
proximity,  it  was  but  right  that  the 
public  should  have  a  short  and  simple 
remedy  against  the  owner.  That  was 
all  he  contended  for. 

LoBD  THBING-  said,  the  Bill  was  a 
good  Bill,  and  a  well  drawn  Bill.  It 
was  moastrouB  that  persons  should  be 
allowed  to  lay  traps  for  their  neighbours 
by  leaving  their  quarriee  unfenoed. 

LoED  HAL8BURY  said,  that  the 
clause,  as  it  was  worded,  would  include 
chalk  cliffs,  and  adjoining  proprietors 
might  be  required  under  its  provisions 
tofencetbe  Coast  of  Kent.  Such  apro- 
vision,  therefore,  might  bo  avery  serious 
matter. 

Lord  SUDELET  satd,  that  whilst  he 
could  not  conmlain  of  the  criUcisms  of 
the  noble  ana  learned  Iiord,  he  must 
point  out  that  the  position  was  some- 
what peculiar,  and  that  not  only  had  the 
Bill  received  the  support  of  several 
Hembera  of  HerHajesty's  Government, 
amongst  others,  a  letter  had  been  written 
on  behalf  of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
(Viscount  Gross)  to  say  that  he  would  ba 
glad  to  assist  in  passing  the  Bill  through 
that  House.  He  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  now  holp  to  give  him  the  warm 
npport  he  had  promised. 

Amendment  agrieS  to. 

Further  Amendment  mado  in  page  1, 
line  13,  by  substituting  the  word  ("  rea- 
sonahly ' )  for  the  wort  ("  securely  "). 

Olauae,  as  amended,  agrtti  to. 

Clause  4  (Interpretation). 

On  the  Kotion  of  The  If  arquess  o  f 
Sausbubt,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — In  page  1,  lino  20,  add  the 
words("batnot  any  natural  opening"). 

Lord  BBAMWELL  said,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  would  happen  if  a  quarry 
got  filled  with  water,  and  became  a 
pond  ?  It  was  quite  as  likely  that  a 
urmleae  trespasser  would  get  into  a 
pond  t»  into  a  qntrry. 
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Clause,  as  amended,  ogrtti  to. 

Bemaining  Clause  agrtti  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 

received     To-mOrroio;    and    Bill  to   be 

printed,  as  amended.  (No.  160.) 


LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.— (No.  lOB.) 

(n>  Lord  ChantelUr.) 

BBPORT. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the 
Beport  of  Amendments  read. 

MoBtd,  "That  the  Beport  be  now 
received." — [2A»  Lord  CkanctUor.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  rose  to 
move — according  to  Notice — that  the 
Beport  be  received  that  day  six  months. 
The  Bill  before  their  Lordshipi  included 
the  Bill  for  the  succession  to  real  pro- 
perty, brought  in  from  "  another  place" 
several  years  ago,  but  never  revived  till 
now.  He  believed  that  the  compulsory 
division  of  land  on  intestacy  would  do 
more  harm  than  good.  He,  in  the  year 
1835,  had  met  a  family  in  France,  con- 
sisting of  five,  and  one  of  them  said — 
"  On  our  parents'  death,  I  must  by  law 
have  an  equal  share  of  their  property." 
He  had  inquired  for  them  lately,  and 
had  only  just  heard  that  three  of 
them  survived,  and  that  a  mill  possessed 
by  the  parents  had  been  sold,  and  was 
now  desolate.  He  was  sure  that  one  of 
them  could  have  carried  it  on.  He 
would  go  and  inquire  into  the  facts. 
He  did  not  think  their  Lordships  wished 
to  turn  executors  into  heirs,  with  a  sort 
of  gavelkind  to  control  them.  His 
lamented  l^edecessor  had  written — in 
1832,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  llervale — 
that  by  disturbing  the  largest  pro- 
perties, the  smallest  properties  would 
be  endangered,  and  an  agrarian  law, 
causing  change  every  month,  week,  or 
day,  would  be  introduced.  He  found 
that  Lord  Tennyson's  poem,  "Lore 
thou  thy  Land !  "  had  been  recited  at 
the  Eton  speeches,  on  4th  June.  He 
had  copied  it  out  from  memory,  and 
could  recite  it  to  their  Lordships,  if 
they  should  wish  it.  He  was  sure  if 
their  Lordships  acted  on  the  advice  con- 
tained in  that  poem  that  tbey  would 
never  err  in  legislation.  He  wished  the 
Beport  could  be  delayed  for  three 
mouths;  and  he  would  give  their  Lord- 
ships the  result  of  his  inquiries.  Ha 
tried  to  find  a  Teller,  but  failed. 
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Amendment  vtoved,  to  leave  out 
("now,")  and  odd  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  three  months"). — 
{The  Lord  Stnman.) 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Halbbury)  :  Will  tho  noblo  Lord  name 
aco-TeltetF 

Loan  UENMAN:  My  T^rda,  I  beg 
to  vithdrav  the  Amendment. 


Beport  of  AmendmeotB  reeeiced  ao' 
cordingly. 

Clause  2  (BegistralioQ  rsqnirad  to 
carry  Isgal  eetato}. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said,  he  moved 
to  leave  out  words  rendering  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  a  second  registration 
after  purchase  unnecessary.  As  ths 
Bill  vas  drawn,  it  rendered  two  regii 
trations  necessary  after  the  law  became 
compulsory.  He  apprehended  that  that 
condition  would  in  many  cases  prevent 
sales,  and  he  failed  to  see  that  anything 
more  could  be  necessary  than  to  compel 
registration  on  the  sale. 

Amendment  moctd,  in  page  2,  line  7, 
to  leave  out  from  ("specified")  to  tho 
second  ("the")  in  line  10.— (7X«  Lord 
HmcMl.) 

Lo&D  HALSBDBY  said,  he  did  not 
know  that  he  had  anything  to  add  to 
what  he  Lad  already  said  on  this  point. 
The  matter  was  in  their  Lordships' 
hands,  and  they  had  already  decided 
against  the  proposal  by  a  majority  of 
40  to  16.  After  carefully  considering 
the  question,  he  could  not  see  any  objec- 
tion to  that  provision  of  the  Bill  as  to 
complete  registration.  No  additional 
burden  was  thrown  on  the  owner  of  the 
land,  and  compliance  with  the  Bill  would 
simplify  the  present  cumbrous  system. 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  com- 
pel registration  in  every  way  possible, 
and,  consequently,  it  was  provided  that 
if  a  person  only  sold  a  part,  he  should 
register  the  whole. 

Tns  Em.  of  KIUBERLE7  said,  he 
was  convinced  that  so  far  as  this  clause 
had  operation  it  might  inflict  consider- 
able hardship.  If  a  landowner  did  not 
register  the  whole  of  bis  property  at  the 
time  he  disposed  of  a  piece,  that  would 
necessitate  double  registration,  doable 
expense,  and  double  trouble.     It  was 


perfectly  fair  thatwhen  the  land  chaaged 
hands  the  registration  ^lould  be  com- 
pnlsory;  hut  he  did  think  that  they 
should  be  very  careful  not  to  put  upon 
men  who  had  no  idea  of  disposing  of 
their  property  the  expense  of  registra- 
tion merely  for  the  sake  of  posteri^. 

On  Question  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill?" 

Their  Lordships  divided: — Contenta 
73;  Not-Oontenta  67  ;  Majority  6. 

Amendment  diiagrttd  to. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Clause  9D  (Sucoesaion  to  real  estate 
on  intestacy). 

The  IUrl  op  FEYEKSHAU  aaid,  he 
would  move  to  omit  the  clause,  which 
provided  that  on  the  death  of  any  per- 
son intestate  as  to  any  real  estate,  that 
real  estate  should  be  divisible  among 
the  same  persons  as  if  it  were  person^ 
estate,  subject  to  certain  provisoes  giving 
right  of  survivorship  to  husbands  and 
wives  in  each  others  real  estate.  Tn 
Committee  on  this  Bill  he  ventured  to 
make  some  observationsiu  oppositiou  to 
this  clause,  and,  considering  the  nature 
of  the  clause  and  the  important  Consti- 
tutional principle  involved  in  it,  he  was 
not  without  some  hope  that  the  (Govern- 
ment might  have  seen  their  way  to 
withdraw  it.  A  sense  of  duty,  thereforo, 
compelled  him  to  explain,  as  shortly  aa 
he  could,  the  reasons  he  had  for  moving 
theomisaionofit.  This  proposal  was  open 
to  two  very  grave  objections.  The  first 
was,  that  so  far  from  having  a  beneficial 
effect  upon  the  various  classes  affected 
by  it,  it  would  do  no  good  but  harm  ; 
the  second  was  the  great  and  important 
change  it  made  upon  the  system  of  the 
devolution  of  landed  estate,  which 
brought  it  out  of  harmony  and  made  it 
inconsistent  with  the  Constitution.  Not, 
with  regard  to  the  first  objection,  thtre 
had  not  been  any  demand  for  this  mea- 
sure from  any  body  of  the  landed 
classes.  The  usual  mode  by  which  they 
gauged  public  opinion  had  not  shown 
itself.  Where  were  the  Petitions  in 
support  of  it ;  and  was  it  right  that  they 
should  make  such  a  change  in  the  law, 
they  were  satia&sd  that  the 
interest  was  in  favour  of  it? 
This  proposal  would  affect  three  olassea. 
The  large  landed  proprietors,  no  doubt, 
would  not,  as  long  as  the  Laws  of  Settle* 
ment  and  Entail  were  maintained,  be 
affected  to  the  same  extent ;  but  no  pro- 
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TUion  with  regard  to  them  had  been 
made  to  meet  the  rase  of  either  lunatics 
or  minors.  The  result  would  bo,  that  if 
a  lunatic  or  minor  died  who  was  last  in 
entail,  the  property  would  bo  divided  in 
accordance  with  thia  clause.  Was  it 
thei(  Lordehips'  wish  that  honours, 
titles,  and  Peerages  should  be  inherited, 
and  all  the  property  which  had  de- 
Ecended  from  generation  to  generation 
should  be  cut  up  and  divided  and  sub- 
divided ?  Was  such  a  proposal  likely 
to  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  landed  in- 
terest of  this  country,  or  conduce  to  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  their  Lordships' 
House?  Would  it  be  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  our  mixed  Constitu- 
tion ?  Would  it  be  of  any  practical 
benefit  to  anybody  ?  The  next  class  that 
this  clause  would  affect  disadvan- 
tageonsly  was  tho  small  landed  pro- 
prietor—the  yeoman  of  the  country. 
Take  a  proprietor  living  on  his  own 
farm  and  cultivating  it.  Ho  and  his 
family  had  inherited  it  for  generations, 
he  bad  been  content  to  do  without  the 
assistance  of  a  lawyer,  and  he  had  not 
made  a  will.  This  Bill  passed,  he  died, 
and  tho  property  was  cut  up  and  divided 
into  several  portions.  But  thera  was 
only  one  house,  there  was  only  one 
homestead  ;  therefore,  unless  the  farm 
was  worked  as  a  whole,  the  value  of  tho 
property  would  be  seriously  depreciated. 
The  result  would  bo  that  it  would  be 
sold  to  some  larger  proprietor,  pro- 
bably, and  this  ancient  yeoman  family, 
the  backbono  of  the  country,  was  ob- 
literated. Or,  if  the  attempt  was  made 
to  cultivate  tho  several  portions  by 
different  persons,  the  inconvenience 
would  be  great,  and  the  cause  of  agri- 
culture, already  only  too  eufferiug, 
would  be  further  injured.  Coming  to 
the  third  class  of  propriotors,  the  small 
freeholders  of  the  country,  possesaors  of 
a  cottage  and  garden,  or  in  some  cases 
of  one  or  more  acres  of  land,  these  wore 
a  class  of  people  who  did  not  make  wills 
OS  a  rule ;  at  all  events,  they  had  been 
satisfied  with  the  law  which  did  not  re- 
quire it.  They  preferred  not  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  legal  advice,  and  in  their 
case  they  died  intestate  not  unfrequentty, 
andhowwas  theirproperty  to  be  divided? 
It  could  not  be  divided.  The  house  and 
the  garden  wore  BCarcel;y  large  enough, 
and  it  they  cut  up-  their  cow-keeping 
tbey  depreciated  their  property,  and  it 


came  into  the  market  and  was  bought 
up.  And,  again,  this  small  freeholder's 
property,  just  as  the  landowner's  or 
yeoman's  was  broken  up.  Was  this 
desirable,  was  thi?  politic,  was  this  pru- 
dent ?  They  were  the  backbone  of  the 
country.  They  were  classes  of  men  who 
were,  in  no  Party  sense,  tbe  true  Oon- 
servalive  element  of  the  Constitution, 
who  vrouid  rally  to  their  standard  in 
time  of  war,  who  would  be  the  foremost 
to  maintain  law  and  order  in  time  of 
peace.  The  other  great  objection  to  this 
proposal  was,  that  it  would  make  the 
Law  of  Succession  to  real  property  out 
of  harmony  with  the  Constitutional  sys- 
tem of  this  country.  He  was  supported 
in  that  view  by  very  high  authorities 
both  in  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  understood  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Prime  Minister  to  say  tho 
other  night  that  this  proposal  bad  been 
opposed  by  the  Party  of  which  he  was 
the  head  as  long  as  it  formed  a  Party 
question,  but  that  was  not  now  theca°o. 
But  he  (the  Earl  of  Feversham)  would 
refer  his  noble  Friend  to  the  opinions 
of  those  sitting  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  who  supported  the  view  he  took. 
He  found  that  the  late  Lord  Brougham, 
who  had  introduced  a  Bill  upon  the 
transfer  of  real  estate,  said — 

"  Some  peraonB  were  desirous  of  altering  ihe 
Inws  relating;  to  knd  by  attookmg  the  law  o( 
primogeaiture ;  but  he  thougbt  tbat  law  was 
Bonnd  in  principle,  and  any  alteration  ot  it 
would  inflict  a  fntal  Wow  upon  the  British  Con- 
etitutioa.  That  law  was  well  Buitedbolh  to 
give  proprietors  a  power  of  dealing  with  their 
property  and  to  support  the  ariatooratio  hranch 
of  our  mixed  Constitution  by  a  power  of  entail- 
ing within  certain  not  very  large  limits.  He 
was  not  apt  to  be  aa  alarmist,  but  holding  our 
Constitution  to  bo  Bsaentially  a  mixed  one, 
whatever  anyone  might  tWnk  of  the  possibility 
of  getting  a  better  system  or  purer  Constitu- 
tion, be  was  perfeotly  ceitkin  that  tbe  s^-stem, 
as  it  now  stood,  bad  worked  well,  and  did  atil! 
work  well,  to  secure  at  once  tbe  Jiberlies  of  the 
people  and  the  stability  of  our  institiitionB. 
Any  interference  with  the  law  of  primogonitare 
would  inflict  an  injury  on  our  mixed  Constitn- 
tion,  which  those  who  aided  or  permitted  such 
an  attempt  would  probably  be  tbe  first  to  repent 
of  having  either  helped  or  safferod." 

Sir  George  Comewall  Lewis  said  in  the 
debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1859— 

"It  had  been  argued  on  both  sides  of  the 
qnestion  aa  it  this  were  a  narrow  and  limited 
Bill,  as  if  it  did  not  affect  tho  whole  mass  of 
real  property ;  but  would  in  ite  operations  ba 
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oumstaDcea  had  changed  eince  thoBS 
opinions  were  uttered.  How  had  they 
changed  ?  We  had  admitted,  no  doubt, 
the  working  clasBes  to  the  franchise  and 
had  givea  them  a  large  share  in  pohtioal 
power  ;  but  was  that  any  reason  why  we 
were  not  to  consider  the  position  and  in- 
terests of  other  classes  f  fie  maintained, 
notwithstanding  what  they  had  done, 
that  thia  Oonstitation  of  ours  was  still  a 
mixed  Constitution,  and  that  it  would  be 
an  evil  day  for  the  country  when  the 
upper  and  middle  claseea  lost  their  share 
of  Dolitical  power,  and  were  unable  to 
exercise  their  just  and  legitimate  in- 
fluence in  the  country.  It  was  because 
he  felt  that  this  clause  did,  in  principle 
and  in  operation,  undermine  the  Consti- 
tutional system  of  this  country — that 
limited  and  liberal  Constitution  which 
was  the  gloiy  of  England  and  the  envy 
of  the  world — that  be  begged  to  move 
that  the  clause  be  omitted  from  the 
Bill. 

LoBB  ABINQEB,  in  seoonding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  thought  that  the  Bill 
had  been  misnamed.  Instead  of  being 
called  a  Laud  Transfer  Bill,  it  should 
have  been  entitled  a  Bill  for  the  de- 
struction of  Primogeniture  and  other 
Privileges.  The  subject  of  land  transfer 
was  of  sufficient  importance  to  be  dealt 
with  in  a  separate  Bill ;  and  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  Chancellor  would  be 
acting  wisely,  at  that  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, if  he  abandoned  the  whole  of  the 
fourth  part  of  the  Bill  as  not  being  ger- 
mane to  the  measure.  If  it  were  in- 
tended to  abolish  the  principle  of  primo- 
geniture, it  should  be  done  not  by  a 
technical  clause  in  a  so-called  Land 
Transfer  Bill,  but  by  a  measure  intro- 
duced for  the  express  purpose  of  abolish- 
ing the  existing  system.  Should  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  decide  on  not 
adopting  that  course,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Feversham)  was  satisfied  that  it  would 
meet  vith  considerable  opposition  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  whole 
law  relating  to  wills  also  required  modi- 
fication ;  and  he  could  not  give  a  better 
example  of  the  difficulties  which  those 
who  attempted  to  make  their  own  wills 
had  to  encounter  than  what  had  oc- 
curred to  himself.  One  night,  after  the 
death  of  his  father,  he  suddenly  woke  up 
at  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  remem- 
bered that  he  had  not  made  his  will, 
and  he  thereupon  got  out  of  bed  and 


only  couQaed  to  a  inukll  portion  of  that  class 
of  proprietorti.  As  he  nnderatood  the  Bill,  its 
effect  wonld  be  to  asBimilate  llie  law  of  dcacent 
of  real  property  to  that  of  personal  property. 
The  effect  would  be  to  eitinguiah  that  oIbm  of 
persons  who  were  denominated  as  heirs.  There 
would  bo  no  such  thing  as  inheritance.  No 
peisoD  hereafter  would  be  heir  to  landed  pro- 
perty. That  he  apprehended  would  clearly  be 
the  effect  of  the  Bill.  If  thia  Pill  became  taw 
the  natural  feelinit  would  be  entirely  ioveried  ; 
a  person  who  made  a  marriage  settlement  ac- 
cording to  the  present  system  of  marriage  set- 
tlements would  berobbing  the  younger  children 
of  the  ririits  which  the  common  law  would  give 
them.  The  House  bad  to  consider  what  would 
be  not  only  the  economical  but  the  political 
effects  in  this  country  of  distributing  real  pro- 
perty equally  among  all  the  children." 
On  the  same  occasion  Lord  Palmerston 
said  he  objected  to  the  Bill  on  every 
possible  ground,  declaring  it  to  be  at 
variance  with  the  habits,  customs,  and 
feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country  and 
incompatible  with  the  maintenanoe  of  a 
Constitutional  Monarchy.  In  the  debate 
in  1866,  Lord  Selborne,  then  Attorney 
Qeneral,  said — 

"  If  the  policy  of  the  law  be  wrong,  injustice 
inay_  be  infiicted  as  mudi  in  cases  of  willB  and 
family  settlements  as  in  the  case  of  omission 
through  accident  to  make  a  will.  But  really  the 
qnestion  we  have  to  consider  is  one  of  publii 
policy,  and  in  questions  of  pnblic  policy  the  bur- 
den of  proof  is  on  those  who  propose  to  alter  a 
particular  institution  of  the  country.  But  I 
have  no  objection  to  examine  the  state  of  the 
law,  and  to  contend  that  the  law  of  primogeni- 
ture is  not  inexpedient.  It  is  not  arbitrary, 
because  the  greatest  freedom  of  action  ovoi 
property  islnliowed.  I  cannot  help  thinkina 
that  it  vroold  not  be  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  general  system  of  division  of  estates.  II 
seems  to  me  that  considerable  benefits  have 
always  arisen  and  do  arise  !n  this  country  from 
Iceeping  landed  property  together.  By  means 
of  this  system  the  duties  of  property  ore  handed 
down  and  are  better  performed ;  there  is  more 
family  and  hereditary  interest  felt  in  the  wel- 
fare of  laboureiB  and  tenants,  and  improve- 
ments in  land  are  made  on  a  larger  prospect, 
with  a  greater  interest  in  their  permanence.  The 
class  composed  of  the  owners  of  bioded  pro- 
perty stand  between  the  Crown  and  the  lower 
orders,  sapporting  the  Throne  and  the  higher 
institutions  of  the  country,  and  at  the  same 
time  maintaining  eiceUent  relations  with''  " 
below  tbem.  The  enisting  gradationB  of  so 
in  this  country,  including  the  hereditary  peer- 
age, are  in  harmony  with  this  state  of  the  law, 
'  and  the  nukintenance  of  that  graduated  scale  of 
society  has  been  in  times  past  of  essential 
portance  to  pablic  liberty." 
He  thought  that  he  might  say  he 
was  fortified  in  the  course  be  ventured 
to  take,  and,  in  the  opinions  he  had  ex- 
proMed,  by  very  high  and  distinguished 
authority.  He  might  be  told  that  cir- 
Th»  Earl  of  Fmertham 
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drew  ap  a  will.  The  following  momiug' 
lie  took  the  will  to  a  lawyer,  and  asked 
whether  it  was  properly  drawn.  The 
lawyer  said  that  it  would  not  effect  its  ob- 
jectatall.  Tbat  was  the  way  some  people 
thought  they  were  effecting;  a  particular 
object,  and  they  died  in  the  odour  of 
sanctity,  and  found  that  their  object  was 
not  accomplished.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  their  Lordships  held  a  very 
hi|;h  position  in  the  conntry,  and  why? 
Not  because  they  were  the  descendants 
of  persons  who  might  have  been  dis- 
lineuisbed,  but  because,  socially,  they 
held  Buch  a  position  that  everyone  in 
the  land  knew  they  conld  neither  be  in- 
'timidated  nor  corrupted.  Their  Lord- 
ships ahonld  be  very  careful  how  they 
acted,  and  should  not  interfere  with  laws 
which  had  lasted  so  many  years,  and 
had  worked  so  well  for  the  country  gene- 
rally. He  hoped  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Feverabam)  would  press  bis 
Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Moved,  in  page  19,  line  29,  to  omit 
Clause  39.— C  W»  Earl  of  Fevfnham.) 

Thb  MAHQOEas  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
that  if  ho  were  to  pass  a  critioiem  on  the 
Speeches  of  his  two  noble  Friends,  it 
would  only  be  to  say  that  they  were 
pitched  in  too  high  a  key,  and  dealt 
with  questions  not  in  the  least  degree 
affected  by  the  measure  before  the 
House.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
entirely  agreed  with  the  general  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  his  noble  Friend 
(tne  Earl  of  Feversham),  and  he  should 
be  esceedingly  sorry  to  see  the  practice 
of  devolving  tbe  land  on  the  eldest  son 
discontinued,  believing,  aa  he  did,  that 
any  contrary  practice  would  have  an  in- 
jurious effect  upon  society.  He  thought, 
however,  that  it  was  most  likely  to  con- 
tinue. But  the  qaestioQ  was,  How 
would  this  Bill  bring  upon  na  the 
dangers  of  which  his  noble  Friends 
were  afraid  ?  There  vas  one  ezpTeesion 
which  dropped  from  his  noble  Friend 
who  moved  tbe  omission  of  tbe  clause, 
which  threw  alight  upon  the  difference 
between  his  noble  Friend  and  himself. 
His  noble  Friend  said  it  was  a  great 
hardship  fora  man  to  make  a  will.  Now 
he  (tbe  Uarqueaa  of  Salisbury)  took  a 
different  view.  

Thz  Eakl  or  FEVERSHAU  said,  ■ 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  quite  mis- 
QDderstood  him. 


The  MAKflOEss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  his  opinion  was  very  strong  that  it 
was  tbe  duty  of  everyone  to  make  a 
will,  and  that  those  who  did  not  de- 
served very  little,  ot  absolutely  no  con- 
sideration, at  our  hands.  He  could  not 
agree  with  his  noble  Friend  who  had 
seconded  the  Amendment  (Lord  Abia- 
ger),  that  it  was  at  all  difficult  to  make 
a  will.  If  a  man  tried  to  be  a  lawyer, 
and  made  u«e  of  legal  expressionti,  he 
was  likely  to  get  into  trouble ;  but  if  he 
expressed  himself  plainly,  and  as  if  he 
were  speaking  to  a  friend,  he  was  not 
likely  to  experience  any  difficulty.  In- 
testates very  generally  belonged  to  a 
comparatively  poor  class,  and  were  not 
likely,  as  was  the  case  with  his  noble 
Friend,  to  have  property  in  Scotland  aod 
to  live  in  London.  His  noble  Friend 
had  spoken  of  the  difficulty  he  found  in 
making  the  Law  of  Entail  applicable  to 
his  own  son.  No  doubt,  there  wove 
great  difficulties  in  the  Law  of  Entail, 
and  one  of  the  objections  to  it  was  that 
the  devolution  might  take  effect  in  a 
different  manner  from  what  was  in- 
tended. At  the  time  when  Lord 
Brougham  deprecated  any  interference 
with  intestates,  that  class  was  numer- 
ous, because  the  art  of  writing  was  then 
comparatively  rare.  Though  there  were 
a  great  many  people  who  could  write, 
there  were  a  great  many  also  who  could 
not.  But  since  then  education  had  made 
great  progress,  and  there  were  few  now 
who  would  find  any  difficulty  in  making 
their  wills  from  inability  to  write.  The 
number  of  persons  who  were  ionooent 
intestates  —  he  meant  intesfates  not 
through  their  own  fault — was  becoming 
very  small.  The  law  did  not  make  for 
them,  at  present,  the  kind  of  will  which 
most  people  would  be  anxious  to  make; 
because  very  few  would  wish  to  leave 
the  whole  of  their  property  to  one  son. 
There  was  that  balance  to  be  established. 
He  quite  admitted  that  the  great  autho- 
rities quoted  by  his  noble  Friend  wero 
right  when  they  said  that  the  incon- 
veniences which  would  be  produced  by 
altering  the  law  would  be  so  great  that 
the  law  ought  not  to  be  altered.  But, 
with  the  progress  of  time  and  the  in- 
crease of  culture,  the  force  of  that  ai^u- 
ment  vanished,  and  we  had  now  arrived 
at  a  period  when  it  was  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  have  the  same  consideration 
for  innocent  or  involuntary  intestacy. 
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Tbeie  waa  nothiDg  to  induce  us  to 
continue  a  provisiou  nhicb  occaaionall; 
caused  inoonvenience  of  a  serious  kind. 
He  was  unable  to  treat  this  matter  as 
one  of  the  great  importance  vhich  his 
noble  Friends  attached  to  it.  Ho  did 
not  think  what  was  nov  proposed  would 
affect  the  devolution  of  property  in  this 
countr7  in  the  slightest  degree.  His 
noble  Friend  (The  Earl  of  Ferersliam) 
talked  of  the  presumption  and  sanction 
of  the  law  influencing  the  testator,  bo 
that  he  would  no  longer  settle  his  land 
upon  hie  eldest  son.  He  thought  bis 
noble  Friend  exaggerated  verj  much  the 
effect  of  a  Parliamentary  sanction.  He 
did  not  know  whether  their  Lordships 
had  noticed  the  effect  of  the  laws  abolish- 
ing dower.  That  was  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  instances  in  the  hietor;  of 
the  English  law  of  the  powerlessness  of 
the  law  in  affecting  wa  feelings  and 
action  of  the  people.  For  the  last  three 
centuries  he  believed  that  the  instances 
were  exceedingly  rare  in  which  the  pre- 
sumption of  the  law  in  that  respect  had 
been  allowed  to  operate.  That  law  lay 
like  a  derelict  upon  the  waters.  Men 
always  preferred  some  other  provision 
for  the  wife  than  the  law  made  for  her. 
So  all  that  waa  proposed  by  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  was,  that  if  men  would 
not  make  wills  with  all  the  facilities 
afforded  them,  the  law  would  make  that 
disposition  of  their  property  whiuh  was 
most  convenieDt  to  its  machinery.  Fur- 
ther, it  was  by  no  means  irrelerant  to 
introduce  this  provision  in  a  Land 
Transfer  Bill.  The  Bill  would  be  im- 
perfect and  incomplete  without  it.  He 
believed  that  in  itself  this  was  a  matter 
of  small  importance,  and  that  it  would 
not  produce  the  dispersion  of  large 
estates,  or  the  abandonment  of  the 
practice  of  primogeniture.  He  did  not 
beliere  that  there  was  any  danger  that 
these  things  would  happen.  But  still  at 
the  same  time  it  was  not  desirable  to 
make  this  change  merely  for  a  theoretical 
reason.  Where,  however,  great  practical 
convenience  was  presented,  and  it  op- 
peared  to  be  a  very  important  part  in 
facilitating  land  transfer,  it  would  be 
uofortunate  if  his  noble  Friend  per- 
suaded the  House  to  reject  the  clause. 
He  could  not  help  saying,  in  conclusion, 
that  he  greatly  doubted,  if  the  noble 
Earl  and  bis  Friends  succeeded,  whe- 
1A«  Marqutst  of  Salithury 
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ther  they  could  cling  to  their  victory  for 
any  considerable  number  of  years.  That 
was  a  consideration  on  which  he  would 
not  dwell ;  but  they  must  watch  the  cur- 
rent of  opinion  outside.  He  did  not  say 
that  they  should  slavishly  bend  to  it ; 
but  they  ought  not  to  take  an  accidental 
opportunity  of  resisting  it  or  delaying  it, 
unless  they  were  well  satisfied  that  tliey 
could  carry  out  that  resistance  to  tho 
end.  He  believed  that  the  clause  would 
be  useful  for  the  purpose  of  faoilitatisg 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  he  should 
vote  for  it. 

Easl  BEAUOHAMPsaid,  that  some- 
thing might  have  been  said  for  this 
clause  if  it  had  been  simply  a  clause  of 
pains  and  penalties  against  those  who 
bad  failed  to  make  tbeir  wills.  The 
clause,  however,  went  further,  and  con- 
tained a  harsh  and  cruel  provision  for 
the  division  of  estates  in  cases  where  no 
provision  could  have  been  made  to  meet 
the  difficulties  in  a  way  which  seemed  to 
be  attended  with  considerable  danger. 
He  believed  that  some  advantage  might, 
perhaps,  be  derived  from  aubstituting 
tenancy  in  fee  simple  for  tenancy  in  tail, 
provided  that  the  intereats  of  infants 
and  lunatics  were  safeguarded. 

Lord  HALSBUBT  said,  that  he  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which,  he 
thought,  would  meet  the  objection  of 
the  noble  Earl.  Tho  words  which  he 
proposed  to  inaert  would  make  the  section 
read  thua — 


estate  of  a  psraon  baiag  an  iofant  or  a  lunatic 
at  tho  passing-  of  this  Act,  and  then cetor ward 
until  hi(  death,  or  hsing  an  infant  at  the  paw- 
ing of  this  Act  aod  becoming  before  the  age  of 
twentj-one  yeaia  and  remaining;  thenceforward 
until  hisdeath  a  lunatic,  if  the  infant  orlunatio 
either  waa  seized  in  fee  simple  in  possBsaion  of 
the  real  estate  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  oc  ia 
or  hecomea  entitled  to  the  real  estate  under  a 
settlement  eiecated  before  the  pasting  of  this 
Act." 

The  noble  Earl  would  see  that,  under 
this  Amendment,  all  settlements  executed 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  were  pre- 
cluded ;  and  anyone,  after  tho  passing 
of  the  Act,  might  make  provision  for 
the  contingencies  of  lunacy  and  minority. 
Earl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  that  what 
he  wanted  to  secure  was,  that  the  pro- 
vision which  the  noble  and  learned 
liOrd  admitted  to  be  just  in  the  case  of 
infants  and  lunatics  succeeding  under 
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Bettlements  eziitian;  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  ahould  be  extended 
to  those  succeeding  under  Bettlements 
after  the  Act  was  passed. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  f" 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents 
66;  Nat-ConteotB  55:  Majority  11. 
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Amendment  diiagrted  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

LoKD  MONTEAGLE  of  BRANDON, 


iQ  proposing,  as  an  ^ 

sert  the  following  clause,  after  Clause 

47:— 


' '  Id  the  application  of  the  said  part  of  this 
Aot  to  Ireland,  the  Act  ot  the  Session  of  the 
fourth  and  fifth  years  of  the  Reign  of  King 
William  IV.,  cap.  02,  intituled,  'aa  Act  for  the 
Abolition  of  Fines  and  Recoveries,  and  for  the 
subBtitntion  of  more  simple  forms  of  Assurance 
in  Ireland,"  shall  be  eobstituted  (or  the  Act  (or 
the  Abolition  of  Fines  and  KecoverieB  in  Eng- 
land, therein  referred  to," 
said,  that  the  insertion  of  the  clause  was 
necessary  to  correct  the  grievances  and 
hardships  attending  ownerships  that 
were  created  under  the  Land  Fiirohase 
Aot. 

Movtd,  after  Clause  47,  page  23,  to  in- 
sert the  following  Clause : — 

(Application  to  Ireland.) 

"  Fart  IV.  of  this  Act,  intituled  Amendments 
of  the  Law  of  ResI  Property,  shall  extend  to 
Ireland. 

' '  In  the  application  of  the  said  part  of  this 
Act  to  Ireland,  the  Aot  of  the  Session  of  the 
fourth  and  fifth  years  of  the  Reiga  of  King 
WiUism  the  Fourth,  obapter  ninety-two,  inti- 
tuled, '  An  Aot  for  the  abolition  of  Fines  and 
RecorerioB,  and  for  tho  substitution  of  more 
umple  forms  of  Astorance  in  Ireland.'  shall 
be  substituted  for  the  Act  for  the  abolition  of 
Fines  and  BecoTeries  in  England,  therein 
referred  to."— ( Tht  hard  itmteagU  ofBeandmi.) 

Lord  HALSBURT  said,  he  felt  a 
little  delicacy  and  difficulty  in  introduc- 
ing into  the  Bill  anything  which  might 
create  additional  Obstruction  elsewhere. 
If,  in  "  another  place,"  it  should  be  de- 
sired to  extend  ue  Bill  to  Ireland,  he 
would  make  do  objection. 
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Lord  MONTEAGLE  op  BRANDON 
said,  he  was  satisfied  with  tbe  assurance 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord>  ^nd  would 
withdraw  the  clause  with  a  view  to  rais- 
ing the  question  in  "  another  place." 

Olause  (b;  leave  of  the  House)  with' 

Further  Amendments  made. 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next ; 
andlobeprt»f«i,aaamended.  (No.  161.) 

MDNICIPAL  COBPORATIONS  ACTS  (IRE- 
LAND) AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 
{Tht  Earl  of  Mnu.) 
(no,  14S.)      KBPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Earl  SPENCEH,  in  briefly  referring 
to  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill,  said,  that  origi- 
nally it  was  connected  with  the  main 
drainage  scheme  for  Belfast,  when  great 
opposition  was  offered ;  because  it  was 
proposed,  at  the  same  time,  to  extend  the 
municipal  franchise.  Ultimately  it  was 
agreed  to  separate  the  question  of  the 
franchise  from  that  of  drainage,  and  the 
present  Bill  had  been  introduced,  which, 
aait  now  stood,  would comeintooperation 
in  November,  1888,  It  was,  of  course, 
desirable  tbat  the  large  drainage  scheme 
which  had  been  sanctioned  should  bo 
carried  out,  if  it  were  posuble,  by  a 
municipal  council  representing  the  en- 
larged municipal  electorate ;  but  it  had 
been  represented  that  that  was  impos- 
sible, and  that  the  BUI  could  not  pos- 
sibly come  into  operation  before  next 
year.  He  had,  however,  caused  in- 
quiries to  be  made,  which  satisfied  him 
tnat  the  thing  was  practicable,  and  that 
the  Bill  could  be  put  into  operation  this 
year ;  and  he  would  therefore  move  an 
Amendment,  providing  that  the  Act 
should  take  effect  Immediately  after  its 
being  passed,  so  as  to  be  effective  nest 
November. 

Moved,  to  leave  out  from  ("  borough") 
in  page   1,  line    8,  to  the  end  of  " 
Clauae. — {The  Earl  Sptnter.) 

The  £abl  of  EBNE  said,  he  was 
luotant  to  oppose  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Earl,  because  he  himself  concurred 
with  the  object  which  had  prompted  its 
proposal — namely,  that  those  invested 
with  the  municipal    franohise   should 
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enjoy  the  privilrge  at  the  earliest  poe- 
sible  moment.  It  was,  however,  not 
BO  much  a  question  of  what  was  deur- 
able  as  what  was  practicable,  and  his 
opinion,  which  bad  been  derived  from 
the  best  possible  sources,  was  that  it 
would  he  quite  impossible  that  saoh  a 
mass  of  voters  could  be  brought  in 
within  the  short  period  indicated  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  bis  Amendment. 

Lord  FITZQERALD  supported  the 
Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided: — Oontents  18;  Not-Contents  9: 
Majority  9. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  should 
like  to  throw  out  as  a  suggestion  to  the 
noble  Earl  that  at  least  at  the  first 
election  under  the  Bill  the  revising 
barrister  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieuteaaat. 

Thk  Eabl  of  erne,  in  reply,  said, 
that  those  for  whom  he  was  acting  in 
the  conduct  of  this  measure  had  pointed 
out  that  as  the  ratepayers  had  to  pay 
the  revising  barrister,  it  was  only  right 
that  they  uiould  have  a  voice  in  hia 
selection. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  asked,  whether 
the  noble  Earl  would  couaider  the 
matter  before  the  next  stage  was  taken  ? 

The  EutL  of  ERNE  said  he  would. 

Afurther  Amendment  moMif;  objected 
to;  and  (by  leave  of  the  House)  wilh- 
dravn:  further  Amendments  made;  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow,  and  to  be 
printed  as  amended.    (No.  162.) 

THE  REVIEW  OP  3vb  OF  JOLY-THE 
HONOURABLE  AETtLLEKY  COMPANY 
AND  THE  ROYAL  NAVAL  VOLUN- 
TEEEtS— PRECEDENCE  AT  REVIEWS. 

QUSanoH.      ODSEBVATIOMS. 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  in 
asking,  Why  the  Royal  Naval  Volun- 
teers were  not  drawn  up  on  the  right  of 
the  line  at  the  Review  held  on  Saturday, 
2nd  July,  in  accordance  with  invariable 
practice  ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
make  any  change  in  the  Regulation  in 
this  respect  f  said,  tliat  this  question 
arose  on  a  former  occasion,  at  tho  Review 
in  1881,  between  the  Honourable  Ar* 
tillary  Company  and  the  Naval  Volun- 
teers, when  it  was  decided  in  favoDr  pf 
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the  Utt«r.  la  accoTdsnce  irith  that  pre- 
djdatit,  the  O'eDeral  in  command  on 
Satunlay  last  ordered  tlie  Naval  Volun- 
teers to  take  the  right  of  the  line,  bat 
■ubsequently  altered  that  arrangement, 
aa4  ordered  the  rightto  be  occupied  by 
tbs  Hononrable  Artillery  Oompony.  He 
viihsd  also  to  aak  whether  the  Honour- 
able Artillery  Company  claimed  this 
right  in  virtae  of  the  fact  that  they  are 
not  under  the  direction  of  the  War  Office 
and  are  not  Volunteere.  He  desired  to 
tnow  further,  whether  the  Honourable 
Artillery  Company  were,  or  were  not 
Volunteera ;  and,  if  nut,  by  what  right 
were  they  present  oa  that  occasion. 

Thb  UNDEE  SECRETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (LokI  Habeib),  in 
reply,  said,  that  as  to  the  question  whe- 
ther the  Honourable  Artillery  Company 
were  Yolanteere  or  not,  a  special  exemp- 
tion was  made  in  favour  of  the  Hon- 
ourable Artillery  Company  by  Section 
62  of  tha  Volunteer  Act,  which  provided 
that  "  notlung  in  this  Act  shall  apply  to 
the  Honourable  Artillery  Company  "  ; 
but,  in  a  enbsequent  Act,  the  -term 
"  Volunteer  "  did  include  that  regiment. 
If  a  Volunteer  meant  a  person  who  gave 
bia  Berricee  Toluntarily,  undoubtedly  the 
members  of  the  Honourable  Artillery 
Company  were  Volunteers,  seeing  that 
the  only  assistance  they  had  received 
from  the  GoTemment  had  been  in  the 
shape  of  arms  and  hameaa.  As  to  the 
Uts  Review,  he  had  to  say  that  by  a 
General  Order  of  1883,  Her  Majesty  was 

iileased  to  grant  the  Honourable  Artil- 
ery  Company,  in  consideration  of  its 
antiquity,  precedence  immediately  after 
the  Regolar  Forces,  and  therefore,  be- 
fore the  Militia  and  Yeomanry,  who 
themselves  took  precedence  of  the  v  olua- 
teers.  While,  therefore,  the  right  of 
men  of  the  Royal  Navy  to  take  the 
right  of  the  line  when  in  alignment 
with  the  Land  Forces  was  not  contested, 
nor  that  of  the  Royal  Naval  Volunteers 
to  take  precedence  over  other  Volunteer 
Corps,  Uie  Honourable  Artillery  Com- 
pany most  be  regarded  as  on  a  separate 
footing,  with  precedence  over  Volunteer 
Corps  of  every  description. 

Lord  RnnF.T.Tr.T  aaid,  he  thought 
the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  was  very 
vigae ;  either  the  Honourable  Artillery 
Gompauy  were  Volunteers,  or  they  were 
not;  aad,  whilst  he  understood,  from 


precedence  before  the  Militia  and  Yeo- 
manry ;  but  the  point  really  was  this — 
whether,  in  the  absence  of  these  two 
Corps,  they  took  precedence  thus  of  all 
other  Volunteers.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  if  they  were  Volunteers  they  would 
rank  only  as  suoh  when  none  of  the 
regular  forces  were  present,  and  thus 
the  Eoyal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers 
would  have  their  right  precedence,  and 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lora  would  have  the 
matter  properly  looked  into. 

LoBD  HARRIS  said,  that  the  answer 
he  had  given  was  perfectly  clear — 
namely,  that  a  Qeneral  Order  of  1683 
gave  the  Honourable  Artillery  Company 
precedence. 

Thb  Eabl  of  OAMPBEDOWN  said, 
bo  was  aware  that  the  Honourable  Ar- 
tillery Company  had  precedence  over  the 
Militia  and  the  Yeomanry.  That  was 
by  Order,  and  that  might  be  a  very  good 
answer  as  regarded  those  corps.  But 
that  Order  did  not  refer  in  any  way  to 
the  £oyal  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers, 
and  it  did  not  appear  that  the  Order 
giving  the  Honourable  Artillery  Com- 
pany precedence  over  other  Volunteers 
referred  to  them. 

Lord  HARRIS  said,  that  the  Militia 
and  the  Yeomanry  had  precedence  over 
all  Volunteers,  and  as  the  Honourable 
Artillery  Company  had  precedence  over 
the  Militia  and  Yeomanry,  they  neces- 
sarily had  precedence  also  over  all  Volun- 
teers. 

Lloyd's  bional  btatiohb  bill,  [h.l.] 
k  Bill  to  confer  powers  on  Lloyd's  to  take 
lands  for  u^nal  stations ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses— Was  pnttnttd  by  The  Lord  Pre^dent, 
for  The  Lord  Stanley  of  Pceaton ;  read  1*. 
(No.  158,) 

LSOITIMA.GY  DEOLAIUTION  ACT   (1868) 

AURNDICEHI'  BILL.    [h.L-I 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Legitimacy  Declaration 

Act,  1858— Was  pr««n<«i  by  The  Earl  o(  MiU- 
town;  read!*.  {1S9.) 

House  a^oumed  at  Eight  o'oloclc, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
ITairtdaff,  7th  July,  1887. 


UINUTEB.]— Nkw  Ububer  Swokk- William 

O'Brien,  eaqnire,  f«r  the  North  East  Diriiion 

of  the  Countf  of  Cork. 
SupPLS  —  cvniid*rtd  in   Commiltt4—Saetulioiu 

[July  4  ft  e]  rtported. 
Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt   Siading  — 

Dlflter  Uanal  and  Tyrone  Navigation  *  [313] ; 

Poinding  (Scotland)  •  {31*]. 
Beetmi  Reading  —  Distressed  Uoioiu  (Ireland) 

[307]. 
(7(immi'ffM— Public  Libraries  Acts  Amendment 

(No.  2)  •  [220]— B.P. 
Committee —Sepwt — Butterine  ( Fraudulent  Sale) 

{re-eomm.)     [3091     (ehangid    It    Margarine 

(Fraudulent  tjale). 
Third  Reading  —  Criminal   Law  Amendment 

(Ireland]  IFint  JVi^Al]  [306],  ddrntt  adjo^irned. 
PaoTi8iON*L  Oedee  Bills—  Report  —  Public 

Health   [SooUand]  (Diintocher  and  Dalmnic 

Water)*  [288]. 
Comider^  ai  amended — LocnJ  GoTemmont  (No. 

7)  '  [282]. 
Third  Stading-'haenl  Goremmeat   (Ireland) 

(BaUjshannon,  &c.) '  [272],  ajxipatted, 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BELFMT  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL 

(6y  Order). 

LOBSs'AuaimsnNTs.  [adjooiinzddbbatb.] 

Order  read,  for  reBuming  Adjourned 
Debateon  Question  [20th  June],  "That 
the  Lords'  AmendmentB  be  now  taken 
into  ConBideration." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  retttmtS. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  regret 
Ter;  much  that  I  am  compelled  bv  the 
circumetances  of  the  case  to  a^  the 
House  to  adjourn  'for  another  week  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill.  [^"Oh!"j  Per- 
haps hoD.  Qentlemen,  before  they  ex- 
press their  dieapprobatioQ,  will  listen  to 
my  explanations.  It  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  this  Bill  has 
for  a  long  period  been  postponed  from 
time  to  time,  for  one  object,  and  for  one 
object  only — namely,  to  secure  the  pass- 
ing of  another  Bill  which  relates  to  the 
subject,  in  order  to  provide  that  Bome- 
thing  should  be  done  to  secure  for  the 
ratepayers  of  Belfast  the  full  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  money  which 
is  iuToWed  in  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
At  this  very  moment,  I  understand  that 
the  House  of  Lords  is  engaged  in  con- 


sidering theBeport  and  Amendments  of 
the  Security  BiU,  and  we  are  absotutelr 
in  the  dark  as  to  what  shape  that  BiU 
will  ultimately  take.  That  has  been  the 
sole  object  with  which  these  repeated  ad- 
joumments  have  been  assented  to  by  the 
House,  and  that  object  has  not  yet  been 
achieved.  I  cannot  conceive  anything 
more  absurd  than  that  this  House,  hav- 
ing consented  to  repeated  postponements 
for  a  certain  object,  should  now  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  passed  before  that  object 
has  been  attained.  No  doubt,  it  wiU  be 
urged  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that 
they  have  been  subjected  to  great  incon- 
venieace  by  those  repeated  adjournments; 
but,  in  reply  to  that  argument,  I  say 
that  they  have  to  thank  "  another  place," 
where  the  progress  of  Public  Buaineaa  is 
extremely  slow.  That  is  not  our  fault. 
If  the  Irish  Members  had  any  control 
over  the  matter,  the  Security  Bill  would 
have  been  passed  long  ago,  in  order  that 
the  questions  it  involved  might  receive 
full  discussion  here.  I  feel  bound,  under 
the  ciroumstancea  of  the  case,  to  move 
that  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  be  adjourned  until 
this  day  week. 

Mr.  speaker  :  May  I  suggest  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  proper  course 
is  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate 7 

Mk.  DILLON  :  Then  I  beg  to  do  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  BULn.) 

Sir  JAMES  OOEHY  (Armagh,  Mid): 
It  is  absolutely  impossible  that  we  can 
consent  to  this  Motion,  We  have  re- 
peatedly consented  to  adjournments,  and 
on  the  last  occasion  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House  the  debate  vraa  ad- 
journed, at  the  suggestion  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  until  to-day, 
on  the  distinct  understandicg  that  the 
Lords'  Amendments  should  be  then  con- 
sidered. I  think  it  is  very  unfair  to  ask 
for  a  further  pos^onement.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  hoa 
referred  to  a  Bill  which  is  in  "  another 
place  ;  "  but  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Belfast  (Mr.  Ewart)  has 
given  Notice  of  a  clause  which  he  pro- 
poses to  add  to  the  Main  Drainage  Bill 
which  will  give  to  the  ratepayers  of  Bel- 
fast the  most  complete  control  over  the 
drainage  works  and  the  expenditure 
which  they  will  involve.    This  clause  has 
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been  very  oaref  ully  drafted,  and  I  knov 
that  it  meets  with  the  approval  of  the 
Ohairmaa  of  Ways  and  Means.  I  be- 
lieve that  it  will  give  to  the  ratepaynrs 
of  Belfast  even  more  oomplete  contro) 
overthe  expenditure  of  monejthan  the 
olaiue  which  has  been  inserted  in  the 
Franchise  BtU  in  "another  place."  It 
is  not  possible  for  me  to  discuss  the 
Franchise  Bill  at  the  present  moment ; 
but  I  fael  boniid  to  resist  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

Mb.  8KXT0N  (Bslfast,  W.):  The 
hoQ.  Baronet  has  iDformed  the  House 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  him  to  consent 
to  the  further  adjournment  anked  for 
by  m;  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Usjo.  I  think  I  shsU  be  able  to  show 
in  a  very  few  words  that  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  proceed  with 
this  measure  at  the  present  moment. 
The  hon.  Baronet  referred  to  an  under- 
standing which  was  oome  to  in  my  ab- 
sence on  Monday  last.  I  very  much  re- 
gret that,  in  consequenoe  of  certain  im- 
portant bueiuBss  in  Ireland,  I  was  pre- 
Tented  from  being  present  on  that 
occasion.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Uid  Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  said 
on  that  occasion  that  he  believed  there 
would  beaproepect  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
mente  being  considered  to-day ;  but  he 
was  then  under  the  impression  that 
what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  has  rightly  called  the  "  Se- 
curity Bill  "  would  be  in  our  bands 
to-day.  n  a  fortunately,  that  is  not  the 
caw.  The  Security  Bill  is  still  in  the 
House  of  IJords,  and  that  House  is  en- 
gaged at  the  present  moment  consider- 
ing the  Report  of  the  Amendments  upon 
it.  We  have  now  a  demand  made  upon 
us,  which  I  can  only  oharaoterize  as 
nnpieoedented,  to  allow  this  Bill  to  go 
nut  of  our  hands  without  having  the 
Franchise  Bill  before  us,  and  without 
being  able  to  arrive  at  any  notion  of  the 
form  which  the  security  is  to  take.  No 
doubt,  there  have  been  repeated  post- 
ponements ;  but  why  has  the  Bill  been 
postponed  ?  It  has  been  postponed  in 
order  to  obtain  an  object  which  has  not 
yet  been  achieved.  This  House  has 
passed  a  Bill  to  extend  the  municipal 
franchise  in  Belfast,  and  tbis  House  has 
dei'lared  not  only  that  the  franchise 
■hall  be  extended,  but  that  the  ex- 
tended franchise  shall  he  applied  to  the 
B«giiter  of  the  present  year  ;  in  other 
vord^  that  the  present  Town  Council 
VOU  CCOXYII.    [THim)  BBtiEs.] 


are  to  go  out  of  office  this  year,  and,  until 
the  new  Council  ore  elected,  no  steps 
shall  be  taken  to  fix  upon  the  borough 
of  Belfast  the  liability  involved  tn  carry- 
ing out  this  scheme — a  liability  of  the 
expenditure  of  £600,000,  imposed  upon 
a  town  which  is  already  burdened  with 
a  debt  of  £750,000.  Then,  how  can  we 
proceed  with  the  Lords'  Amendments 
to  this  Bill  to-day?  The  very  first 
Amendment  of  importance  is  a  new  pro- 
vision which  has  oeen  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Lords 
have  struck  out  the  clause  inserted  here 
which  extends  the  municipal  franchise 
in  Belfast.  It  was  in  view  of  the 
Amendment  that  this  House  passed  the 
Municipal  Franchise  Bill.  The  Lords 
have  allowed  an  extension  of  the  fran* 
chise  ;  but  they  have  struck  out  the  pro- 
vision which  applied  the  new  franchise 
to  the  Begister  of  the  present  year,  and 
they  have  struck  out  a  further  provision 
which  forbade  tho  Town  Council  of  Bel- 
fast from  proceeding  with  their  scheme 
until  the  new  Council  shall  have  been 
elected.  Noble  Lords,  acting  on  behalf 
of  the  Town  Oounoil  of  Belfast,  have 
struck  out  every  vestige  of  security 
without  being  in  possession  of  any  abso' 
lute  knowledge  of  tho  merits  of  the 
question.  I  understand  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  move  the  restoration  of  those 
clauses,  and  we  may  know  the  result  in 
the  course  of  an  hour  or  two.  At  pre- 
sent, however,  we  do  not  know  the 
result,  and  yet  we  are,  nevertheless, 
asked  to  give  up  the  last  security  we 
have  in  regard  to  the  question.  I  wilt 
ask  you.  Sir,  bow,  in  such  a  case,  I  am 
to  proceed  ?  How  am  I  to  decide  whe- 
ther or  not  I  ought  to  ask  the  House  to 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendments, 
which  have  so  materislly  altered  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Franchise  Clause?  When 
the  Bill  comes  down  from  tbe  House  of 
Lords  we  shall  know  the  final  shape  tho 
Amendments  have  assumed.  If  I  knew 
now  that  the  new  Tovni  Council  will  be 
elected  upon  the  extended  franchise  this 
year  I  could  make  up  my  mind ;  but 
until  we  are  able  to  make  up  our  minds 
on  that  point  it  is  impossible  to  say  what 
course  we  ought  to  take.  No  doubt, 
before  this  day  week,  we  shall  know 
what  has  been  done  hy  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  whether  we  ought  to  accept 
these  Amendments  or  not.  If  the  House 
refusfs  the  reasonable  request  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Elast  Mayo, 
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I  thall  have  no  altoniative  but  to  move 
that  ths  House  disagree  vith  the 
Amendments  of  the  Lords;  aod,  to 
begin  with,  it  will  bo  Doceseary  to  dis- 
cuss at  length  the  most  important  one 
— namely,  that  which  relates  to  the 
extension  of  the  municipal  franchise. 
I  will  only  ask  the  House  if  it  is 
necessary  or  desirable  that  a  long  de- 
bate should  take  place  upon  that  point, 
which  subsequent  OTenls  may  render 
altogether  unnecessary?  Under  the 
circumstances,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  ask 
yoa  for  a  moment  to  give  your  kind  at- 
tention to  the  question,  especially  in 
reference  to  the  clause  which  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Belfast  proposes  to 
introduce.  As  the  House  is  aware,  we 
are  now  in  the  stage  of  considering 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  and  I  ask 
you.  Sir,  if  it  will  be  in  Order  to  discuss 
any  Amendment  which  does  not  deal 
strictly  with  tho  Amendments  which 
have  been  introduced  by  the  House  of 
Lords  P  I  take  it  that  the  only  Constitu- 
tional right  which  this  House  now 
possesses  is  to  consider  the  Amendments 
which  the  House  of  Lords  have  made  in 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast  proposes  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment which  does  not  deal  with  any  mat- 
ter that  has  been  l£>uched  upon  by  the 
Iiords'  Amendments.  The  Bill  proposes 
that  the  franchise  shall  be  exercised  in 
a  certain  manner,  but  tho  hou.  Member 
proposes  that  it  shall  he  dealt  with  In 
another  manner.  There  is  nothing  in 
this  Bill  which  deals  with  Schedule  3  of 
the  Public  Health  Act,  and  I  would 
submit  to  you.  Sir,  that  it  is  not  compe- 
tent for  the  House  to  consider,  or  for  the 
hon.  Membertomove,  any  clause  of  this 
kind.  The  protection  which  the  clause 
offers  to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  is 
altogether  illusory.  I  regard  it  as  a 
breach  of  faith,  and  as  one  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  Belfast,  who 
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what  course  has  been  taken  in  "  another 
place"  in  reference  to  the  Franchise 
Bill.  I  am  astonished  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  have  the  audacity  to  come 
here,  while  the  matter  is  in  suspense, 
to  ask  us  to  traverse  and  overcome  the 
settlement  which  has  already  been  ar- 
rived at  by  admitting  an  absurd  and 
fantastic  clause  which  it  is  altogether 
out  of  Order  to  introduce  into  a  Private 
Bill.  Under  these  ciroumstaucee,  I 
maintain  that  it  is  impossible  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  to-day  ;  and  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
if  it  is  in  Order  for  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
to  propose  the  clause  he  has  placed  upon 
the  Paper,  and  to  represent  it  as  a 
proper  question  to  discuEs  on  the  con- 
sideration of  Amendments  of  the  House 
of  Lords  nhich  have  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  reference  to  the 
point  of  Order  I  will  read  Clause  33', 
which  lias  been  inserted  iu  the  Bill  by 
the  House  of  Lords  in  substitution  of 
Clause  34 — 

"  Tho  Coirporation  sliall,  within  raven  yearg 
from  the  puaiuK  of  this  Act,  maka  uid  com- 
plflte  Bucli  low  level  sewers  and  works  as  mav  be 
necessary  for  intercepting  and  diverting  into 
the  outfall  worka  by  this  Act  authoriied  all  the 
sewage  flowing  into  the  Kiver  Lagtm  and  ths 
Victoria  Chaimel  through  the  sewers  of  the 
Corpornlian  which  shall  not  be  intercepted  by 
tho  high  level  sewers  by  this  Act  autborited, 
and  the  Corporation  shm  CDmmence  SQch  low 
level  sewers  and  works  u  loon  at  the  other 
works  hy  this  Act  aathoruted  shall  be  so  far  ad- 
vaaced  that  they  oaa  conveniently  do  so." 
The  new  clause  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Ewart)  proposes  to  restrict  the 
action  to  be  taken,  or  the  expenditure 
to  be  incurred  under  the  Act,  until  the 
execution  of  the  works  has  received  the 
consent  of  the  owners  and  ratepayers  of 
the  borough.  I  cannot  say  that  such  a 
proposal  is  out  of  Order.  It  appears  to 
be  consequential  upon  the  new  clause 
introduced  by  the  House  of  Lords  to 


the  persons  most  concerned  in  '.  restrict  the  liability  which  may  be  in- 
the  Bill,  I  protest  against  it,  and  shall  curred  under  the  Act,  and  it  le  cert^nly 
resist  it  to  the  utmost — in  the  first  place,    not  irrelevant  to  that  clause. 


because  it  is  out  of  Order ;  and,  secondly, 
because  it  stultifies  the  action  of  the 
people  of  Belfast.  The  House  has  passed 
a  clause  declaring  that  the  powers  of  the 
Bill  shall  be  exercised  after  a  public 
election  of  the  Town  Council  under  a 
certain  franchise,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  propoees  this  clause  is  clearly  ask- 
ing the  House  to  stultify  itself  in  deciding 


Mb.  SEXTON:  May  I,  Sir,  respect- 
fully explain  that  as  the  Main  Drainage 
Bill  stood  in  the  House  of  Commons  it 
was  optional  with  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast  to  proceed  with  the  second  part 
of  the  Bill?  It  was  compulsory  upon 
them  to  proceed  with  the  first  part ;  but 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
made  a  material  change  in  the  measure 


the  question  before  it  can  possibly  know    by  inserting  a  clauoo  which  obligeg  thfl 
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Corporadon  of  Belfast  to  prooeed  with 
certuu  works  within  a  limited  number 
of  yean  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
That  IB  the  point  which  I  raised  as  a 
queetios  of  Order. 

Hk.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  I 
can  rale  in  an;  other  waj  than  that  in 
which  I  have  alread;  ruled.  As  I  hare 
said  before,  I  do  not  think  it  is  oat  of 
Order,  or  that  it  would  be  improper,  to 
restrict  the  action  of  the  Corporation 
in  reference  to  the  incarring  of  any 
liability  in  respect  of  the  drainage  works 
until  the  execution  of  the  works  itself 
has  reoeired  the  sanction  of  the  owners 
and  ratepayers  of  the  borough. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Ooitrtnet)  (Oomwall,  Bodmin) : 
Ou  the  point  of  Order,  Sir,  I  think  your 
ruling  is  conclusive.  With  regard  to  ihe 
question  of  adjournment,  I  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  this  Bill  was 
exactly  in  the  same  position  on  Monday 
as  it  is  now.  The  plea  then  raised  for 
an  adjouTument  was  solely  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  consider  the  Bill  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  ["Ho!"]  There 
was  no  other  ground  assigned.  I  bag 
the  hoc.  Oenlleman'e  paroon  who  says 
"No!"  I  was  present  myself  on  the 
occasion,  and  I  know  that  that  was  the 
only  objection  which  was  raised  to  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill.  Indeed,  it  was 
■aid  tiiat  if  the  hon.  Oeatlemaa  had 
been  present  no  objection  would  bave 
been  raised  to  go  on  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Lords'  Amendments,  and 
it  was  solely  in  consequence  of  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
debate  was  adjourned  until  to-day  upon 
the  distinct  understanding  that  how- 
ever unavoidable  his  absence  might  be, 
whether  he  was  here  to-day  or  not,  the 
Bill  would  go  on.  The  matter  having 
been  decided  in  that  way,  I  confess  I 
think  that  the  House  would  scarcely  be 
acting  consistently  with  what  was  done 
last  Monday  if  it  were  to  consent  now 
to  a  further  adjournment. 

Mb.NORRIS  CTower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  :  The  Question  before  the  House 
is  whether  the  debate  should  be  again 
adjourned,  and  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  order  to  explain  the  reason 
which  induces  me  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo.  I 
entirely  cononr  in  every  word  that  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).    I  think  we 


are  not  only  justified,  but  bound,  to 
hang  up  a  final  decision  upon  the 
Drainage  Bill  until  we  are  in  a  position 
to  know  whether,  in  the  interests  of 
local  self-government,  there  is  to  be  a 
satisfactory  extension  of  the  municipal 
franchise  in  the  borough  of  Belfast  or  not. 
A  grest  deal  has  been  said  about  local 
self-govemment;  and  what  does  local 
self-govsmment  mean  in  this  case  but 
the  extension  of  the  municipal  franchise  ? 
Therefore,  I  think  it  is  perfectly  oon- 
sistent  with  the  principles  I  hold  and 
our  advocacy  of  this  Bill  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  measure  now  in  the  Houseof 
Lords  for  the  extension  of  the  municipal 
franohiae  further  time  should  be  given 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  in  the  Drainage  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  has 
pointed  out  that  the  Lords'  Bill  is  not 
now  before  us;  and,  therefore,  we  are 
unable  to  consider  the  principle  upon. 
which  the  extension  of  the  municipal 
franchise  in  Ireland  is  to  be  carried  out, 
and  whether  the  local  self-government 
which  we  are  continually  advocating 
tor  this  country  is  to  be  extended  to 
Ireland  or  not.  I  therefore  hope  that 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  join  with  me  in  support- 
ing the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  this  debate.  I  would  remind  hon. 
Members  that  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  a  local  question  connected  with 
West  London  was  before  the  House, 
many  Members  gave  way  in  deference 
to  the  opinion  and  feeling  of  the  people 
who  were  principally  interested.  I  re- 
gard the  present  circumstances  as  of  a 
similar  character ;  aud  with  these  few 
words  I  beg  to  say  that  I,  on  my  part, 
shall  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
hope,  Sir,  tbat  the  House  will  refuse 
to  listen  to  any  proposition  for  the  fur- 
ther postponement  of  this  inmortant 
question.  As  one  of  those  Members 
whose  coustituents  are  deepW  interested 
in  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  I  am  almost 
ashamed  of  the  number  of  times  hon. 
Members  have  been  required  to  oome 
down  to  support  the  measure,  with  the 
only  result  of  finding  the  Bill  post- 
poned, from  time  to  time,  in  order  to 
meet  Uie  convenience  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  If  any  pledge  was  ever  given 
in  this  House  that  was  of  a  positive  oha- 
racter,  it  was  the  pledge  given  on  Moq- 
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final  shape  which  the  Municipal  Fran- 
chise Bill  is  to  take  in  "another  place." 
It  was  on  tbeso  grounds  that  I  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  on  Mon- 
day, and  since  then  the  second  of  those 
grounds  baa  become  of  coneiderabU  im* 
portanoe. 

Mb.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  As 
one  of  the  llembers  for  Belfast,  I  wish 
to  state  the  feeling  which  I  entertaia 
upon  this  matter.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  can  understand 
the  conclusion  which  the  House  arrived 
at  in  regard  to  this  question  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  it  was  that,  in  the  mind 
of  the  House,  it  was  our  duty  to  give 
the  people  of  Belfast  popular  control 
over  the  public  expenditure.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  action  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  reference  to  the 
Franchise  Bill,  which  would  enable  the 
ratepaying  class  of  Belfast  to  give  full 
expression  to  their  opinion  in  regard  to 
the  merits  of  this  measure,  has  prao- 
tically  rescinded  the  decision  arriTed  at 
in  this  House.  If  there  was  any  under- 
taking in  regard  to  the  course  to  be 
taken  in  reference  to  the  Main  Drainage 
Bill,  it  was  accompanied  by  an  under- 
taking, on  behalf  of  the  promoters  of 
the  measure,  that  the  Franchise  Bill, 
which  ia  now  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
should  be  before  this  House  before  any 
final  decision  was  arrived  at.  There 
was  a  clear  understandiog  that  if  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  passed  in  an  unob- 
jectionable form,  we  in  this  House  were 
quite  ready  to  allow  the  Main  Drainage 
Bill  to  pass.  But  the  promoters  of  the 
Main  Drainage  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  who  are  the  friends  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Belfast,  have  endeavoured 
to  defer  the  operation  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  untilNovember,  1888;  andourview 
is  that  if  the  Franchise  Bill  cannot  bo 
brought  into  immediate  operation,  and 
the  whole  of  the  ratepaying  classes  can- 
not have  the  power  of  dealing  with  the 
question  on  the  25th  of  next  November, 
all  the  objections  we  havo  expressed  to 
the  passing  of  the  Drainage  Bill,  in  the 
absence  of  a  complete  control  over  the 
execution  of  the  works  by  the  inhabi- 
tants, will  be  defeated.  If,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  is  provided  that  the  opinions  of 
the  ratepayers  shall  be  clearly  expressed 
on  the  25th  of  November  next,  all  our 
objections  to  the  immediate  passing  of 
the  present  measure  will  be  removed, 
present  Bill,  with  any  degree  of  satis-  and  I  should  then  be  disposed  strongly 
lacdoD,  until  it  is  in  poBBsaaioa  9f  the  '  to  advise  the  House  to  pasa  tiie  Bill.    I 


day  last  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny),  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast,  that 
the  Lords'  Amendments  should  be  taken 
into  oonsideration  to-day.  The  rate- 
payers of  Belfast  will  be  afforded  a  ful] 
opportunity  of  considering  the  measure 
and  of  controlling  the  execution  of  the 
works,  as  will  be  evident  to  every  man 
who  will  read  the  new  clause  wMch  ie 
proposed  to  be  inserted  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Belfast 
(Mr.  Ewart),  I  know  that  it  would  be 
out  of  Order  to  discuss  that  clause  now, 
and,  therefore,  I  will  not  attempt  to  do 
BO ;  but  hon.  Qentlemen  who  have  urged 
BO  strongly  that  the  ratepayers  should 
be  given  full  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture before  the  works  are  carried  into 
execution  must  be  aware  that  the  delay 
in  proceeding  with  the  Municipal  Fran- 
chise Bill  in  "  another  place  "  is  not  at- 
tributable to  any  action  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Belfast,  or  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Drainage  Bill,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  postponement  of  that  measure 
until  to-day  was  resolved  upon  at  the 
instance  of  a  noble  Lord  who  supports 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast.  I  think  that  we,  who  are  deeply 
interested  in  the  matter,  on  behalf  of 
the  citizens  of  Belfast,  should  be  no 
longer  trifled  with,  but  that  the  House 
should  proceed  at  once  to  take  the 
Lords'  Amendments  into  consideration. 
Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
As  I  moved  the  Amendment  on  Monday 
I  desire  to  say  one  or  two  words.  When 
the  House  adjourned  the  debate  upon 
the  Bill  on  Monday  last,  it  was  not 
solely  on  the  ground  of  the  absence  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  but  equally  on  the  ground  that 
we  expected,  on  this  day,  that  the  House 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  Bill  which 
is  now  under  oonsideration  in  "  another 
plaoe,"  and  which  was  down  for  con- 
sideration on  Monday  last,  but  which, 
instead  of  being  considered  and  disposed 
of  on  Tuesday,  as  we  had  every  reason 
then  to  believe  and  expect,  has  been 
adjourned  for  ooasideration  until  this 
day.  The  result  is  that  both  Bills  have 
been  set  down  for  consideration  on  the 
same  day— one  in  the  other  House  and 
one  in  this  House.  Now,  I  think  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  for  this  House  to 
'    vith  the  consideration  of  the 
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received  a  copy  of  a  resolution  passed 
nnanimoiul;  by  the  Oorpoiation  of  Bel- 
fast, ia  which  thej  asked  the  Afembers 
for  the  borough  of  Belfast  to  airport  the 
imoiediats  paaaing  of  the  "Franchise 
Act,"  whioh  was  to  extend  the  municipal 
re^Bter  of  that  borough.  After  passing 
tbis  resolution  to  meet  the  eye  of  the 
people  of  Belfast,  the  representatiTes  of 
the  Oorporation  went  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  to  get  that  House  to  delay  the 
operation  of  the  Franchise  Act,  so  that 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill  might  hare  a 
start  of  it  by  nearly  a  year  and  a  half.  I 
consider  that  to  be  a  most  perfidious 
breach  of  faith  with  the  working  classes 
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with  the  course  the  promoters  of  boti 
measures  have  pursned  from  the  first. 
I  think  the  House  ought  to  be  able 
to  trust  the  people  of  Belfast ;  and 
I  respectfully  submit  that  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  horoush  have  quite  as 
strong  a  claim  upon  the  consideration  of 
both  Hooees  of  Parliament  as  the  Cor- 
poration—a privileged  close  who  are  the 
Promoters  of  this  main  drainage  scheme. 
I  a  gaarontee  is  giren  by  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  that  the  expenditure  involved 
in  carrying  out  the  drainage  scheme  will 
be  placed  immediately  under  the  control 
of  the  ratepayers,  then  I  am  prepared 
to  consent  to  the  passing  of  the  present 
Bill ;  but  if  no  such  guarantee  is  given, 
I  trust  the  House  will  agree  to  the  Uo- 
tion  for  adjooming  the  debate. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUaSEIX  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
Having  voted  in  favour  of  the  previous 
adjonmment  of  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill,  I  desire  now  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  House  will  not  consent  to  a  further 
adjournment,  and  I  will  state,  in  a  few 
words,  why  I  take  that  ground.  A 
great  many  Members  consented  to  the 
B<i^onmment  of  the  Bill  on  acoonnt  of 
the  state  of  the  borough  franchise  in 
Belfast.  A  measure  to  remedy  that 
state  of  the  franchise  has  passed  through 
this  House,  and  is  now  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  It  is  quite  true 
that  in  "  another  place  "  Amendments 
have  been  made  of  which  I  and  others 
do  not  approve ;  but  those  Amendments 
will  have  to  coma  back  here  for  the 
sanction  of  this  House  before  they  can 
become  law,  and  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  have  done  everything  in  tfaeirpower 
to  meet  the  wishes  and  aims  of  the  hon. 
Uemher  for  West  Belfast.  Indeed; 
they  have  oonseuted  to  insert  in  the  Bill 
a  okiuw  which  will  eaable  and  entitle 


42 

every  ratepayer  in  Belfast  to  vote  "Aye  " 
or  "  No  "  whether  one  farthing  shall  be 
expended  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Franohise  Bill  or  not  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  earnestly  hope 
that  the  House  will  not  consent  to  pobt- 
pone  the  Bill  one  day  longer.  The  mea- 
sure is  earnestly  needed  in  Belfast, 
and  it  ought  to  be  allowed  to  pass  at 
once. 

Mb.  EWART  (Belfast,  N.) :  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  for  more  than  a 
moment.  I  only  wish  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  has  entirely  failed  to  meet  the 
arguments  which  have  been  brought 
forward  in  favour  of  going  on  with  the 
Bill.  On  the  last  occasion  when  the 
Bill  was  under  discussion,  I  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  impossible  to  get  the 
new  Burgess  Boll  ready  in  time  for  the 
next  election  in  November,  and  that  the 
risk  would  he  run  of  bringing  the  town 
affairs  of  Belfast  to  a  deadlock.  I  pass 
over  the  abusive  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast ;  but,  in 
reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  are 
not  responsible  for  the  delay  which  has 
occurred  in  the  House  of  Lards.  Some 
allusion  has  been  made  to  a  noble  Lord 
having  been  employed  by  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  to  take  charge  of  the 
matter  in  the  House  of  Lords;  but  I 
think  I  might  retort  on  hon.  Members 
opposite  and  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  been  employed  by  the  oppo- 
nents to  take  charge  of  their  interests 
was  the  very  person  who  moved  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  consideration  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  from  Monday  last  until 
to-day.  Consequently,  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  are  in  no  way  responsible  for 
the  delay  which  has  occurred.  If  the 
House  of  Lords  make  any  Amendments 
in  the  Franchise  Bill  which  are  not 
palatable  to  this  House,  the  House  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
them  when  the  Bill  comes  down  here. 
I  believe  that  the  clause  which  I  pro- 
pose will  meet  all  the  objections  of 
the  hon.  Member  behind  me  (Mr.  De 
Cobain).  It  places  the  entire  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  oonstituenoy,  who  will 
be  able  to  say  when  and  how  the  Bill  is 
to  be  brought  into  operation. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dtetdtd: — Ayes  164  ;  Noes 

...    ^j 
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Original  Question  again  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords'  AmendmentB  be  now 
taken  into  Conaideratioii." — {Mr.Ewart.) 

Thb  chairman  op  committees 
(Hr.  Coubtnet)  (Gomirall,  Bodmin) : 
On  the  question  of  ths  coneideratioii  of 
the  Lords'  AmendmentB,  it  may,  per- 
haps, eare  a  little  time  if  I  am  allowed 
to  m&ke  a  short  statement.  The  House 
will  remember  that  when  this  Bill  waa 
originally  before  us  clauses  were  inserted 
in  it  dealing  with  the  municipal  fran- 
chise of  Belfast — a  matter  which,  at  the 
time,  I  thought  was  foreign  to  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill,  and  I  opposed 
their  insertion.  NeTSrtheless,  the  House 
agreed  to  those  clauses,  and  the  Bill 
went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  where 
they  were  struck  out.  Substantially, 
therefore,  a  great  change  was  made  in 
the  Bill,  and  the  matter  came  back  to 
this  House  for  reconsideration.  It 
was  then  argued  with  great  force,  and  I 
thought  with  great  substantiality,  that  it 
was  improper  that  the  important  works 
which  were  to  be  undertaken  under  the 

nisions  of  the  Bill  should  be  con- 
ad  under  the  auspices  of  a  Town 
Council  elected  by  a  very  restricted  fran- 
chise. It  was  suggested,  in  order  to 
avoid  what  waa  conceived  to  be  the 
impropriety  of  entrusting  the  execution 
of  the  works  to  a  Corporate  Body  elected 
upon  the  basis  of  a  narrow  franchise, 
that  another  Bill  should  be  brought  in 
dealing  with  the  municipal  francMae  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  existing  municipal 
franchise  should  be  reduced  ibrougbout 
the  whole  of  the  boroughs  of  Ireland. 
Od  the  understandiDg  that  a  Bill  of  that 
character  should  be  promoted  as  rapidly 
as  possible  the  coDsideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  the  present  Bill 
was  suspended,  and  this  House  ulti- 
mately arrived  at  conditions  under  which 
the  main  drainage  scheme  might  be  set 
going,  with  a  proper  control  of  the 
expenditure  on  the  part  of  the  rate- 

Sayers  of  Belfast.  The  Franchise  Bill, 
owever,  waa  cut  down,  iu  the  first 
in^taaoe,  from  a  measure  which  dealt 
with  the  boroughs  of  Ireland  generally 
to  one  which  dealt  with  the  borough  of 
Belfast  alone.  Buoh  a  measure,  how- 
erer,  would  secure  that  the  popular 
control  should  still  be  exercised  in  regard 
to  these  works ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
ooosidared  that  the  Bill  might  be 
allowed   to   go    on,    and   the    Lords* 
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which  deals  with  the  municipal  fran- 
chise of  Belfast  waa  introduced  into  this 
House  by  the  promoters  of  the  Drainage 
Bill,  and  it  passed  this  House  with  a 
clause  in  it  making  the  first  election  of 
the  full  Town  Council  of  Belfast  come 
into  operation  during  the  present  year. 
In  that  form  the  Franchise  Bill  went 
up  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
What  bon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way on  this  side  of  the  House  objected 
to  was  that  the  Town  Council  of  Belfast, 
in  an  unreformed  and  unregenerate  con- 
dition, ahould  be  allowed  to  exercise 
control  over  these  drainage  works.  Bnt 
objection  has  now  been  taken  that  it  is 
impossible  to  complete  a  new  Burgess 
Eoll  this  year,  so  as  to  seonre  the  election 
of  a  Town  Council  iu  November  next 
upon  the  proposed  new  and  extended 
municipal  franchise.  Therefore,  as  I 
understand,  aa  alteration  has  been  made 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  "  an- 
other place  "  delaying  for  one  year 
the  «lection  of  the  Town  Council  upon 
the  new  and  extended  franchise.  Of 
courM,  if  that  stood  alone  without  any 
further  change,  and  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  this  Bill  were  accepted,  we 
should  again  lose  what  has  been  sub- 
stantially aimed  at  throughout  the  con- 
sideration of  this  measure;  we  should 
entrust  the  existing  Town  Council  of 
Belfast  with  the  power  of  carrying  out 
this  great  scheme,  although  it  may  not 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  ratepayers, 
and  although  it  may  not  act  for  the 
public  good  of  the  city.  There  may  be 
great  force  in  the  aUegation  which  is 
made  as  to  the  difficulty  of  making  up 
the  Bnrgeas  Roll  this  year,  and  there 
may  be  good  ground  for  an  Amendment, 
in  consequence,  postponing  the  election 
of  the  new  Town  Council  until  next 
year.  This  question,  however,  arises — 
namely,  what  ia  to  bs  done  with  this 
Bill?  Can  we  assent  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments  in  this  Bill  and  give  the 
existing  Town  Council  unrestricted  con- 
trol over  these  drainage  works?  That 
is  the  substantial  question  we  have  to 
consider.  A  clause  is  now  about  to  be 
submitted  to  the  House  for  consideration 
which  you,  Sir,  have  admitted  to  be  in 
Order,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  in 
Order,  because  it  is  consequential  in 
substance,  if  notaltogetberin  form,  with 
the  prorisiona  of  the  Bill  ao  far  as  the 
Lords' Amendments  are  concerned.  That 
clause  is  intended,  and  I  conceive  that  it 
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tatepayers  of  Belfast  over  the  execution 
of  these  works.  The  clause  provides 
that— 

"No  Bctioa  ilukll  be  taken  forlinbility 
earred  in  ranwct  of   the  woiks   bj  this  Act 
•otborizeil  uiuen  or  until  the  execution  of  such 
Toiks  baa  the  conioct  of  the  ovoon  and  rate- 

Cjm  of  the  boroagh  to  be  eiprewed  by  re«o- 
ion  in  the  manner  directed  by  Schedule  3  ol 
the  Pnblio  H(«lth  Act,  I87S,  which,  for  the 
par|K>M  of  snch  rcflolation,  ahall  he  read 
lUiTe  effect  as  applicable  to  the  boroagh  an 
if  the  exprestioD  '  ratepayers '  meant  ^  persons 
liable  to  the  payment  ol  the  general  purposes 
rate  or  the  borough  rate." 
If  ttuB  claose  is  adopted  it  will  have  the 
effect  of  bringinf^  into  operation  what  is 
oommonly  known  aa  the  Borough  Funds 
Act,  and  nothing  can  bo  done  under  the 
Bill  until  there  has  been  a  poll,  and  the 
wishes  of  the  ratepayers  have  been  con- 
sulted— not  a  restricted  body  of  rate- 
payers, but  ratepayers  under  the  largest 
and  widest  poseiole  franchise  gettingrid 
altogether  of  qaeations  which  relate  to 
compounding  and  ^uatt- com  pounding 
for  tne  rates,  which,  I  beliere,  is  largely 
the  cnstom  in  the  borough  of  Belfast. 
Therefore,  what  is  aimed  at  by  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  the  decision,  in  re- 
gard to  the  execution  of  the  drainage 
works,  being  given  to  the  ratepayers  at 
large  will  be  secured  by  the  adoption  of 
this  clause,  although  it  may  be  fonnd 
that  the  reconstitution  of  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast,  according  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  as  it  may  come  back  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  will  be  postponed  for  a 
year  on  the  ground  of  the  technical  diffi- 
culty of  getting  a  new  Burgess  Itoll  com- 
pleted b^ore  November,  If  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  comes  back  to  this  House  in 
that  form,  surely  there  will  be  secured 
to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  complete 
control  over  theexecution  of  these  works, 
because  it  is  provided  by  the  clause 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Bel- 
fast intends  to  propose  that  nothing 
■hall  be  done  and  no  liability  incurred 
nnless  there  shall  have  been  a  meeting 
of  the  ratepayers  held  previously  under 
the  Borough  Funds  Act.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  hon.  Members  who  think 
that  the  subject  dealt  with  by  the 
Drainage  Bill  ought  not  to  be  settled  by 
an  unreformed  Town  Council  are,  in  con- 
sequence, disinclined  to  part  with  thu 
measure,  believing  that  if  they  do  so 
part  with  it  the  powers  conferred  under 
it  may  be  exercised  before  the  salutary 
changes  to  be  effected  by  the  Municipal 
Franchise  Bill  can  be  introduced.  I 
^iiit«  nnderstand  the  position  of  hon. 
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Qentlemen  who  bold  those  views ;  but  I 
think  that  their  objection  is  met  by  the 
amending  clause  which  stands  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  sexton  {Belfast,  W.) :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees may  be  able  to  read  these  things 
better  than  I  do  ;  but  I  do  not  think  he 
is  quite  as  well  acquainted  with  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Corporation  of  Belfast  and 
their  furtive  methods  of  proceeding  as  I 
am,  or  he  would  not  consider  that  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  is  any  security  whatever. 
By  the  simple  method  of  calling  a 
meeting,  which  the  Corporation  of  Bel- 
fast are  quite  capable  of  doing,  to  con- 
sider the  proposed  execution  of  these 
drainage  works  at  an  hour  when  it 
would  be  impossible  for  large  numbers 
of  the  owners  and  ratepayers  of  the 
borough  to  be  present,  the  object  and 
intention  of  the  clause  might  be  alto- 
gether defeated. 

Mb.  COUETNET  :  The  hon.  Member 
forgets  that  the  meeting  is  to  be  followed 
by  a  poll. 

Mb.  sexton  :  But  the  poU,  also, 
may  be  taken  at  a  most  inconvenient 
hour.  Nothing  would  be  easier  than,  by 
a  device  of  that  kind,  to  defeat  the  inten- 
tions of  this  Bill.  I  am  most  unwilling, 
therefore,  to  part  with  the  security  of 
an  extended  Burgess  Boll  for  any  other 
security  whatever.  Let  me  point  out 
how  ttiis  clause,  which  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  admires 
so  much,  is  likely  to  be  carried  out. 
The  Lagan  Follution  Committee  is 
composed  of  certain  Orangemen  who 
follow  the  lead  of  hon.  Qentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  they  held  a  meeting  on  the  1st 
of  July,  at  which  they  passed  a  Besolu- 
tion  requesting  the  Town  Council  not  to 
study  the  convenience  of  the  ratepayers, 
but  to  act,  in  regard  to  this  measure,  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  declared  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Belfast.  The  action  of 
the  Town  Council  is  not  only  unfair,  but 
inconsistent,  seeing  that  they  are  creating 
a  difficulty  as  to  the  point  of  time  where 
none  really  exists.  There  is  a  fear  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Belfast  that  in . 
reference  to  the  proposed  adoption  of 
Schedule  3  of  the  Public  Health  Act 
efforts  are  still  being  made  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  existing  Town  Council 
the  power  of  spending  the  money  in- 
volved in  the  execution  of  the  drainage 
works.  That  is  the  whole  secret  of  the 
matter.    The  Town  Council  has  endeo- 
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voured  throughout,  in  a  atealthy  manner, 
to  obtain  complete  control  over  the 
spending  of  thia  money,  and  I  protest 
against  their  being  able  to  secure  what 
they  doeire  by  baring  recourse  to  any 
mean  and  underhand  derice.  There 
can  be  no  two  opiniona  that  the  interests 
of  the  Town  Council  are  directly  adverse 
to  those  of  the  ratepayers,  andlehallcer 
tainly  resist  the  Lorae'  Amendments  in 
this  Bill  to  the  utmost.  The  real  objeC' 
lion  of  the  Town  Council  to  the  adoption 
of  an  entended  and  revised  franchise  is 
not  an  objection  which  applies  to  this 
year,  but  to  every  year.  Let  me  call 
attention  to  the  extraordinary  conduct  of 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in  this  House 
last  year,  although  they  have  always 
contended  that  the  measure  is  urgently 
required  in  order  to  preserve  the  health 
of  the  .borough.  They  declared  last 
year  that  rather  than  allow  the  fraacbise 
to  be  reformed  tbey  were  prepared  to 
lose  the  Drainage  Bill  altogether. 
Bather  than  allow  the  people  of  Belfast 
to  have  the  control  of  their  own  affairs 
they  preferred  to  allow  200,000  people 
to  be  poisoned  every  year.  By  an 
Amendment  inserted  at  their  own 
instance  in  the  Belfast  Municipal  Fran- 
chise Bill,  the  time  of  qualification  for  a 
vote  is  changed  from  the  last  day  of 
August  to  the  first  day  of  January  id 
each  year.  The  notices  in  reference  to 
a  Parliamentary  vote  are  similar  to  those 
for  municipal  pnrposes,  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary list  will  afford  a  general  basis 
for  the  municipal  list,  because  the  quali- 
fications are  almost  identical.  The 
number  of  inhabitants  included  iu  each 
ia  from  3d,000  to  30,000,  and  one  list  is 
quite  sufficient  for  the  two  qualifications. 
liord  Erne,  in  the  House  of  Peers,  in- 
serted an  Amendment  which  ought  to 
put  an  end  to  any  difficulty,  seeing  that 
it  provides  that  the  Mayor  shall  appoint 
revising  barristers  to  carry  out  the 
work  of  preparicg  the  Burgess  Roll  on 
the  20th  of  July.  The  Burgess  Boll, 
consequently,  ought  to  be  completed  in 
adequate  time  to  allow  the  election  of 
the  Town  Council,  on  the  new  list,  to 
take  place  on  the  35th  of  November,  a 
period  of  four  months.  Why  should 
there  be  more  difficulty  in  revising  the  I 
municipal  list  than  in  revising  the  Par- 
liamentary list  ?  The  Mayor's  assessors 
can  appoint  revising  barristers  at  once ; 
they  will  have  ample  time  to  do  so.    '' 
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and  revise  the  Municipal  Bill  in  threo 
weeks,  without  assistance,  and  under  the 
Franchise  Bill  four  months  are  left  in 
which  the  work  oan  he  done.  It  is  an 
attempt  to  give  new  life  to  a  condemned 
body  of  men — a  moribund  Town  Council 
— so  as  to  enable  them,  by  an  effete 
vote,  to  control  the  expenditure  of 
£500,000.  I  leave  it  to  the  majority 
which  has  just  opposed  the  Motion  I 
made  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
to  consider  whether  it  is  worth  while  to 
force  me  to  proceed  to-day  with  the  op- 
position I  propose  to  offer  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  in  regard  to  which  oppo- 
sition I  am  unable  to  say,  at  the  present 
moment,  whether  I  am  right  or  not.  The 
Franchise  Bill  may  leave  the  Lords  in 
such  a  shape  as  may  render  it  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  move  Amendments,  or  it 
may  leave  it  in  such  a  shape  as  to  com- 
pel me  to  do  so.  At  the  present  moment 
the  Qovernment  are  not  in  a  position  to 
apply  the  cloture  to  this  discussion.  I 
warn  them  that  they  had  belter  make 
arrangements  to  increase  their  174  sup- 
porters to  200,  for  they  will  certainly 
not  succeed  in  carrying  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  this  Bill,  unless  they 
take  some  effectual  steps  to  close  the 
discussion  upon  them. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET  (Derby): 
I  would  ask  if  it  is  possible  to  discuss 
Main  Drainsge  Bill  in  the  absence 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  ?  As  I  understand 
This  Main  Drainage 
Bill  was  made  dependent,  to  a  very  great 
extent,  upon  the  Franchise  Bill.  But 
we  are  now  told  that  when  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  comes  down  from  the  House 
of  Lords  it  will  contain  a  clause  post- 
poning its  operation  until  next  year. 
That,  on  the  face  of  it,  may  not  appear 
unreasonable  ;  but  I  cannot  say  so  until 
we  have  the  Bill  before  us,  together  with 
the  Amendments  which  have  been  made 
it,  and  hear  the  grounds  upon  which 
those  Amendments  are  supported.  Hon. 
Members  who  are  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
and  opposed  to  further  adjournment, 
say  that  we  can  deal  wilh  the  Lords' 
A^mendmeuts  to  the  Franchise  Bill  when 
that  Bill  comes  down.  That  is  all  very 
well ;  but  who  is  to  deal  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  supposing  that  we  have 
given  up  our  control  over  this  Bill,  and 
we  send  back  the  Franchise  Bill  with  an 
intimation  that  we  have  disagreed  with 
the  Lords'  Ameudmente  ?    In  that  case. 


would  myself  undntdie  to  go  to  Belfast   it  would  only  be  for  the  Home  of  Lords 
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to  insist  on  their  Amendmente  to  secure   business.    If  they  decline  to  do  so,  then 
that  the  opponents  of  the  Franchise  Bill    we  must  form  our  ona  conclusions,  i 


should  obtain  all  thsy  want.  If  we 
pass  this  Drainage  Bill  before  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  Teoohes  the  House  of  Oom- 
tnons,  we  can  have  no  security  that  we 
should  be  able  to  secure  local  self-go- 
vernment for  the  town  of  Belfast  in  time 
to  give  the  ratepayers  control  over  the 
large  expenditure  of  public  money  which 
is  inrolred  in  the  present  Bill.  I  main- 
tain that  it  is  only  a  reasonable  proposal 
to  give  to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast,  and 
to  remove  out  of  the  hands  of  the  pre- 
sent Local  Antliorities,  the  full  control 
over  tlie  execution  of  tlie  franchise 
works  and  the  cost  which  will  be  in- 
curred in  connection  ^rith  them.  Surely 
it  is  not  intended  to  treat  a  question  of 
this  kind  as  a  Party  question.  We  are 
dealing  with  what  is  purely  a.  local  de- 
mand, and  what  in  any  English  borough 
is  granted  as  a  matter  of  course.  You 
are  going  to  giro  a  now  and  extended 
franuiise  to  the  inhabitants  of  Belfast, 
and  the  existing  Corporation  of  that 
town  object  to  it,  and,  perhaps,  not  un- 
aaturally.  Therefore,  it  is  desirable 
that  this  House  should  not  part  with  the 
Drainage  Bill  altogether,  leaviag  our- 
aelres  helpless  in  reference  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
the  argument  adduced  on  the  other  side 
in  favour  of  poatponing  the  operation  of 
the  Franchise  Bill— namely,  the  diffi- 
culty of  preparing  a  new  Burgess  List, 
la  altogether  without  foundation,  I  have 
shown  that  you  cannot  deal  with  the 
Lords'  Amendments  now.  In  the  first 
place,  you  might  find  it  necessary  to  dis- 
agree with  them.  If  you  do  so,  the  Bill 
must  go  back  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  Lords  might  insist  upon  their 
Amendments,  in  which  case  the  Bill 
would  be  abandoned.  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  absolute  security  that  the 
Ameedments  postponing  the  operation 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  are  unreasonable 
and  ought  not  to  appear  in  it.  Until 
we  have  that  security  we  ought  not  to 
part  with  the  present  Bill.  I  believe 
there  are  Qentlemen  in  this  House  who 
can  answer  for  the  Cktrporation  of  Bel- 
fast. Then  let  them  get  up  and  give  an 
assurance  that  thmr  will  <Srer  no  ohjec- 
tioD  to  the  Franchise  BUI  coming  into 
(^)eration  at  once,  so  that  tlie  next  mnni- 
oipal  eleotion  in  November  may  be  taken 
on  tbe  new  Aanchise.  If  they  can  do 
that,  we  shall  be  abl»  to  get  on  with  our 


take  our  own  securities.  I  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  make  these  remarks  in 
connection  with  this  matter.  As  the 
House  is  aware,  I  am  not  accustomed 
to  take  part  in  tJie  discussion  of  Private 
Hills  ;  but  in  this  case  the  discuEsion  is 
mixed  up  with  the  consideration  of  an 
important  public  question,  and  I  think, 
in  the  interests  of  local  self-government 
in  Ireland,  we  ought  not  to  refuse  the 
reasonable  demand  which  is  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast. 

Colonel  SAUNDEH80N  (Armagh, 
N.);  Some  time  ago  I  myself  brought 
in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  franchise  in  order  to  include  a  larger 
number  of  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast ; 
and  I,  for  one,  am  entirely  opposed  to 
parting  with  this  Bill  until  we  have  an 
absolute  certainty  that  the  Franchise 
Bill  will  come  down  from  the  Hoose  of 
Lords  in  such  a  shape  as  to  be  entirely 
satisfactory  to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast, 
who,  I  believe,  are  naturally  opposed  to 
the  expenditure  of  this  large  sum  of 
money  without  having  a  distinct  voice 
in  the  matter.  For  my  own  part,  I 
cannot  see  that  the  delay  of  a  few  days 
can  have  any  Eerious  effect  upon  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time  I 
am  indisposed  to  get  rid,  out  of  our  own 
hands,  of  that  leverage  which  we  at  pre- 
sent possess,  of  forcing  the  Lords  to  send 
down  to  ns  the  Franchise  Bill  in  such  a 
form  as  will  render  it  acceptable  to  the 
people  of  Belfast.  Therefore,  I,  for  one, 
am  ready  to  support  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Seston)  in  op- 
posing the  Motion  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Amendments  in  the  Drainage  Bill 
until  we  have  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill  fully  before  us. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  The 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  has  warned  ns  that  under 
the  Belfast  Franchise  Bill,  as  recon- 
structed in  the  House  of  Lords,  no  elec- 
tion can  take  place  on  the  extended 
franchise  during  the  present  year.  He 
has  further  said  that  the  ground  on 
which  that  somewhat  peculiar  recon- 
struction of  the  franchise  has  token 
place  ie  that  it  is  found  impossible  to 

frepare  a  new  Burgees  Boll  this  year, 
was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  that 
statement,  but  I  am  not  surprised  to 
find  that  an  attempt  has  been  made  to 
delay  the  operation   of   the   Bill   foe 
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another  year.  Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
no  step  whatever,  whether  preliminary 
or  otherwise,  can  be  taken  towards  the 
formation  of  a  new  fiurgesa  Boll  until 
after  the  expiration  ofa  particular  date; 
and,  therefore,  the  lateness  of  the  time 
at  which  the  Bill  is  passed  ia  absolutely 
immaterial.  I  have  bad  personal  ex- 
perience in  this  matter,  and  I  say  that 
the  statement  that  there  will  exist  any 
difficulty  in  preparing  the  Burgesa  Eoll 
is  utterly  and  completely  unfounded. 
A.  more  unfounded  statement  I  never 
heard  in  my  life,  and  I  hope  the  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Gbairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  vbo  made  it,  will  tell  us  upon 
wbat  authority  be  made  it,  and  give  ns 
at  least  one  reason,  however  paltiy,  in 
support  of  it.  The  bon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  make  a  still  more  extraor- 
dinary statement.  He  told  us  that  we 
have  repeatedly  postponed  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Drainage  Bill  for  one  object, 
and  one  object  alone— namely,  that 
the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  should  have 
effective  control  over  the  expenditure  of 
this  £500,000.  He  then  went  on  to  say 
that  effective  control  would  be  given  to 
the  ratepayers  for  the  expenditure  by 
the  new  clause  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Belfast  proposes  to  insert  in 
the  Drainage  Bill.  Now,  that  is  adsnee 
which  directs  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
to  take  a  sort  of  mock  pl4bi»e*te  under 
the  Public  Health  Aot  of  1875,  and 
there  are  two  observations  which  I  de- 
sire to  make  upon  that  clause.  The 
first  is,  that  under  the  clause  the  non- 
resident ratepayers,  who  do  not  earn 
their  money  in  Belfast,  will  be  able  to 
swamp  the  votes  of  the  resident  rate- 
payers of  the  borough.  Let  me  point 
out  another  objection.  What  will  be  the 
question  put  to  the  people  when  the 
pUbiioiit  is  taken  ?  It  will  be  simply  a 
question  of  "  Tea  "  or ."  No,"  and  having 
voted  ■'  Tee  "  or  "  No  "  the  ratepayers 
will  lose  every  particle  of  control  over 
the  expenditure  of  the  money.  That  is 
very  different  from  the  control  which  the 
people  of  Belfast  will  obtain  if  they  get 
anextendedfranchise,  andareabletosend 
their  own  representatives  to  the  Town 
Council,  retaining  in  their  own  hands 
that  control  over  their  representatives 
which  the  knowledge  that  further  elec- 
tions will  be  brought  about  usually 
secures.  Seooodly,  the  ratepayers  of 
Belfast  would,  under  the  extended  fran- 
chise, have  by  right  a  subslantial  ood- 
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trol  which  would  enable  them  to  govern 
the  expenditure  of  this  £500,000  at 
every  stage.  The  last  observation  I 
have  to  make  is  this.  We  are  asked 
now  to  part  with  this  Bill — we  are  asked 
to  part  with  our  sole  guarantee  for  the 
passing  of  any  franchise  whatever? 
We  are  not  in  reality  dealing  with  the 
question  whether  the  people  of  Belfast 
are  to  have  an  extended  franchise  now 
or  next  year.  That  is  a  pure  tecbni- 
cality  and  fiction.  The  question  is 
whether  they  are  to  have  a  real  fran- 
chise or  none  at  all ;  and  if  this  Bill 
is  allowed  to  pass  now,  T  venture 
to  predict  that  the  Lords  will  disagree 
with  any  Amendments  of  this  House  in 
which  we  may  be  compelled  to  express 
our  disagreement  with  their  Amend- 
ments. In  that  case,  the  result  would 
inevitably  be  that  the  Bill  would  be 
thrown  out,  and  the  sole  opportunity 
which  the  people  of  Belfast  have  of 
getting  an  extended  franchise  would  be 
defeated.  The  effect  would  practically 
be  that  the  repeated  votes  we  have 
given  in  this  House,  from  a  sense  of 
justice,  towards  the  people  of  Belfast 
will  have  been  absolutely  thrown  away, 
and  a  long  series  of  years  may  elapse 
before  we  may  be  in  a  position  again  to 
compel  the  other  House  to  act  fairly 
towards  a  class  of  people  who  deserve 
can»deration  and  fair  treatment  quite 
as  much  as  the  other  class  which  the 
House  of  Lords  have  taken  under  their 

Sotection.  The  course  which  this 
ouse  takes  on  the  drainage  question 
means  franchise  or  no  franchise  in  Bet- 
fast  ;  and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  he 
led  away  by  any  ingenious  technicalities. 
If  the  question  is  treated  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  a  spirit  of  fair  play,  and  not  as 
a  Party  question,  I  am  sure  we  shall  ho 
successful  in  doing  for  the  people  of 
Belfast  what  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  have  done  long  ago  of  their 
own  motion. 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  my  bon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
cannot  have  read  the  clause  which  has 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Belfast 
(Mr.  Ewart),  which  gives  the  entire 
control  over  the  expenditure  which  is  to 
be  incurred  under  this  Bill  to  the  rate- 
payers of   the   borough.    It    will   be 
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neoeaaai;  to  insert  an  adTertiwment  in 
all  the  local  newipapen,  and  notices 
will  haT«  to  ba  posted  np  on  all  tlie 
chnrches  and  chapels  coiiTening  a 
meeting  of  the  ratepaj-ers.  It  will, 
Iherelbre,  be  impossiblo  to  hold  s  hole- 
and-corner  meeting ;  and  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  anyone  to  demand  a  poll, 
when  every  ratepayer  of  Belfast  will  be 
able  to  record  his  vote  aa  to  whether 
thia  ezpenditore  shall  be  incorted  under 
the  drainage  scheme  or  not.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  ont  that  a  noble 
Lord  in  "  another  place,"  who  wae  for- 
merly Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  wa« 
the  canse  of  the  postponement  of  the 
Uunicipal  Franchise  Bill,  and  that  the 
postponement  was  not  the  consequence 
of  any  action  taken  by  the  promoters  of 
U>e  main  drainage  scheme.  la  my 
opinion,  the  citizenB  of  Belfast  bare 
been  mode  to  suffer  in  their  health  in 
orderthathon.  Qentlemeo  opposite  may 
be  able  to  pose  as  the  advocates  of  an 
extended  franchise.  I  am  as  sincere  a 
supporter  of  an  extended  franchise  as 
any  hen.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway 
OB  the  opposite  side  ;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  accept  the 
augffeation  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Deroy  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber  for  North  Armagh.  I  do  not  believe 
in  the  infallible  leadership  of  anyone  ; 
and  OD  this  occaaioD  I  cannot  follow  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh.  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
consent  to  any  further  postponement  of 
the  question,  especially  when  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  have  declared  their 
full  iutention  of  acting  in  a  h<md  Jid* 
manner,  and  of  giving  the  ratepayers 
every  practical  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture. Indeed,  I  am  prepared  to  pledge 
myself,  on  their  behalf,  that  if  the  clause 
which  has  been  placed  upon  ihe  Paper 
by  the  bon.  Member  for  North  Belfast 
is  inserted  in  the  Bill,  it  will  be  acted 
upon  b^  the  Town  Council  of  Belfast  in 
that  spirit  of  perfect  good  faith  which 
has  always  characterized  their  action. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
The  only  manner  in  which  the  Belfast 
Town  Council  can  act  with  fairness 
upon  the  question  is  to  give  the  rate- 

Syers  of  the  borough  an  opportunity  of 
siding  by  their  vote-  Originally,  in 
the  Mnniripal  Franchise  Bill,  very  ez- 
oellent  machinery  was  provided  for  the 
•lection  of  the  Town  Ooancil.  Bat  the 
friends  of  the  Beltact  Town  Council,  in 


"another  place,"  etrock  ont  the  whole 
of  that  machinery;  and  cow  the  hon. 
Member  for  NorUt  Belfast  proposes  to 
insert  a  new  clause,  which  is  of  an  en- 
tirely illusory  character.  I  will  ahow 
the  Honse  how  that  ia  so.  An  extended 
ft«nchise  for  Belfast  will  cover  aome- 
thing  like  30,000  rat«paycrs.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  have  a  pleHteU*  under  the 
3rd  Schedule  of  the  Pohlic  Health  Act, 
which  provides  for  the  calling  of  a 
general  aggregate  meeting  of  rate- 
payers. Now,  if  the  whole  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Belfast  were  to  meet  in  order 
to  decide  the  question  of  oontrolling  the 
expenditure  of  this  £500,000  under  the 
3rd  Schedule  of  the  Public  Health  Art. 
there  would  be  30,000  peraona  present ; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  bow  it  woold 
be  poaiible  to  pack  them  in  the  Town 
Hall  of  Belfast,  which  is  not  capable  oC 
holding  more  than  1 ,000  ?  All  that  ex- 
Mayor  Harland  would  have  to  do  woold 
be  to  bring  down  600  men  from  hia  own 
works  and  pack  the  meeting,  when  the 
question  would  at  once  be  decided  agaiatt 
the  interests  of  the  majority  of  the  rate- 
payers ;  and,  therefore,  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member,  seeing  that  tfae  original 
machinery  provided  by  tfae  Bill  has  been 
struck  out  by  his  friends  in  "  soother 
place,"  is  totally  misleading,  and  would 
leave  the  people  of  Belfiwt  in  an  infi- 
nitely worse  position  than  that  which 
they  occupy  at  present.  Therefore  I 
ask  the  House  not  to  part  with  the  sole 
security  they  now  have  that  the  people 
of  Belfast  will  be  allowed  a  fair  control 
in  regard  to  the  question. 

Ma.  DE  COB.ilN  (Belfast.  E.) :  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  the  ChairiDan 
of  Ways  and  Means,  for  whose  fair- 
nesB,  fearlessness,  and  sense  of  right  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty,  I  entertain 
the  highest  respect,  ia  m^taken  upon 
this  particniar  question.  In  the  first 
instance,  the  adoption  of  tfae  Lords' 
Amendments  in  the  Franchise  Bill  will 
delay  the  election  of  a  new  Town  Coun- 
cil ia  Belfast  nnder  an  extended  fran- 
chise, not  for  I'i  months,  but  for  18 
months,  seeing  that  the  new  election 
cannot  take  place  until  the  2Sth  of  No> 
vember  next  year.  Therefore  this  im< 
portont  scheme,  with  the  large  expendi- 
tnro  of  money  it  involveo,  would  have 
the  start  of  nyearand  a  quarter  of  those 
popular  privileges  whicfa  ought  fairly  to 
control  the  expenditure  of  the  money. 
that  I  do  not  often  find  a  com- 
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mon  ground  of  aKreement  with  the  ob- 
eervatioDS  which  foil  from  the  right  boa. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt);  but  certainly  I  tbiak  the  remark 
he  made,  that  this  onght  not  to  be  con- 
sidered a  Party  question,  is  one  which 
we  ought  all  to  agree  with.  I  have  been 
reproached  for  the  attitude  I  have  taken 
in  acting  in  ooncert  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  I 
wish  to  eay  honestly,  plainly,  and  frankly, 
that  because  I  di£Fer  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  others  who  sit  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  other  side  of  the  Houaa  in 
regard  to  questions  affecting  the  well- 
being  of  the  Empire,  nevertheless,  so  far 
as  they  advocate  just  and  wise  measures 
affecting  their  own  country,  I  am  alto- 
gether in  concert  with  them.  I  must 
say  that  I  consider  this  argnmeot  a  meet 
mean  and  contemptible  one.  Why,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bet- 
fast  happens  to  differ  from  me  upon  the 
question  of  the  unity  of  the  Empire, 
ought  I  to  oppose  him  upon  some  otber 
question  which  we  view  from  a  common 
standpoint  and  acommon  platform,  and 
why  ^ould  we  be  debarred  from  acting 
together  for  the  promotion  of  the  public 
good  ?  Such  an  argument  is  entirely 
unworthy  of  the  good  sense  and  intelli- 
gence of  the  House  of  Uommons.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  never 
allowed  my  public  position  to  descend 
into  that  of  a  mere  partizan.  I  ahall 
always  advocate  public  questions  on 
public  pounds,  and  I  shall,  as  far  as  I 
can,  decide  the  merits  of  such  questions 
on  the  abstract  principle  of  justice,  alto- 
gether apart  from  the  consideration  of 
the  persona  by  whom  they  are  advocated 
or  opposed.  It  appears  to  me  that  if 
the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  is  acted  upon, 
we  might  bring  these  long  controversies 
to  a  Snail  conclusion.  The  suggestion 
be  made  was  one  that  was  cbaracteriied 
by  equity  and  fairness— namely,  that  we 
should  relegate  to  the  ratepaying  claas 
of  Belfast,  to  whom  we  extend,  for  the 
first  time,  the  municipal  privileges  they 
havehithertobeenexceptionallydeprived 
of,  the  duty  of  re-electing  the  Corpora- 
tion upon  an  extended  basis,  and  of 
allowing  them  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  public  expenditure  to  be  incurred 
under  this  measure.  I  tbink  it  would 
be  unfair  and  unjust  that  a  moribund 
Corporation,  elected  on  the  basis  of  a 
narrow  franchise,  should  deal  with  a 
Mr,  D«  CobatH 


question  which  involves  the  expenditure 
of  money  to  the  extent  of  £600,000  and 
an  augmentation  of  taxation  to  the  ex- 
lent  of  20  per  cent.  I  hope,  therefore, 
the  House  will  see  that,  as  an  act  of 
fair  play  and  justice  to  the  rate- 
payers of  Belfast,  it  is  desirable  to 
defer  the  final  consideration  of  the 
present  Bill  until  the  ratepayers  are 
invested  with  their  full  municipal 
rights.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  has  fairly  stated  the  case. 
We  are  not  fighting  this  Bill.  On  the 
contrary,  wo  sympatluEe  with  the  object 
which  Uie  promotere  of  it  have  in  view. 
So  for  as  the  hon.  Member  himself  is 
concerned,  I  believe  that  three  out  of 
every  four  of  the  people  of  Belfast  who 
will  be  benefited  by  the  extension  of 
municipal  privileges  are  opposed  to  him 
in  politics,  and  ^so  in  religion ;  hence 
the  ground  which  he  has  taken  is  a 
chive]^us  ground,  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
wbo  profess  to  be  in  touch  with  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  Belfast,  and  who 
hold  identical  religious  and  political 
sentiments,  should  desire  to  bar  that 
door,  which  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  and  myself  desire  to  throw  wide 
open,  in  order  that  they  may  enjoy  their 
full  municipal  rights  and  privileges. 

Ms.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) ; 
I  only  desire  to  point  out  that  the  silence 
of  bon.  Members  representing  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  with  regard  to  the 
appeal  made  to  them  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court]  is  a  conclusive  reason  why  the 
Lords'  Amendments  should  not  now  be 
considered.  It  is  no  unreasonable  pledge 
to  give,  if  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
have  no  arriire  peruke  in  the  matter,  and 
mean  to  carry  out,  bond  fidt,  what  has 


Sm  JAMES  COREY  (Armagh,  Mid) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  has 
threatened  the  House  that  if  it  will  not 
consent  to  a  postponement  he  will  keep 
hon.  Members  here  all  night  discussing 
the  Lords'  Amendments. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Tu  secure  an  adequate 
diecussion  of  them. 

Snt  JAMES  COBBY:  I  am  as  earnest 
in  desiring  an  extension  of  the  franchise 
to  the  ratepayers  of  Belfast  aa  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  promoted  the  Municipal 
Franohise  Bill,  and  carried  it  through 
this  Houae.  No  doubt,  Amendments 
were  introduced  into   it  while  it  wea 
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faaeing  through  this  Houbo,  which  I 
new  would  render  it  unwDrbable,  and 
the  consequeDce  is  that  there  is  no  poBsi- 
bility  whatever  of  the  Burgesa  Boll  beioff 
revised  in  time  for  the  election  which 
will  take  place  on  the  25th  of  November 
next.  In  Belfast,  on  property  rated  at 
£8  aad  under,  the  rates  are  paid  by  the 
owner,  and  not  by  the  occupier;  and, 
therefore,  the  names  of  the  occupiers  do 
not  appear  in  any  rate-book  now  in 
existence.  That  is  a  reason  whichrenders 
it  perfectly  impoHsible  to  carry  the  Frao- 
chiee  Extension  Bill  into  operation  this 
year.    The  rates  are  struck  on  the  1st  of 


the  present  rate-books  cannot  contain 
the  names  of  the  new  bui^esses.  But 
when  the  Bill  comes  down  from  I  he 
House  of  Lords  containiDg  a  clause  to 

ritpone  the  election  until  next  year, 
would  propose,  as  a  compromise, 
although,  seeing  the  urgency  of  this 
meaeure,  the  Town  Council  might  not 
feel  disposed  to  do  so  themselves,  that  a 
clause  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to 
provide  that  the  main  drainage  scheme 
ahall  not  come  into  operation  until  the 
new  election  has  taken  place  next  year. 
If  such  a  clause  is  proposed,  then,  on 
behalf  of  the  Corporation  of  Belfast,  I 
shall  not  offer  any  opposition  to  it,  and 
in  that  way  I  hope  the  whole  question 
may  be  settled.  It  is  perfectly  impos- 
sible for  the  Bui^ss  Boll  to  be  revised 
in  a  BatiBfacttry  way,  bo  as  to  enable  the 
new  Town  Council  to  be  elected  upon  it 
in  the  present  year.  But,  as  I  have  said, 
I  am  quite  prepared,  on  my  part,  to  give 
every  assistaaoe  I  can  to  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  drainage  scheme  until  next 
year,  although  I  am  of  opinion  that  it 
is  urgently  neoessaiy  to  carry  it  out  as 
speedily  as  possible.  If  this  suggestion 
is  adopted,  I  believe  the  ratepayers  will 
get  all  the  control  they  can  desire  in 
regard  to  tho  expenditure  of  the  money. 
Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
wish  to  give  the  most  absolute  contra- 
diction to  the  assertion  that  there  would 
be  any  difficulty  created  by  a  provision 
in  the  Franchise  Bill  requiring  the  pre- 
paration of  the  Burgess  List  for  Belfast 
to  be  completed  in  time  for  the  next 
municipal  election.  I  claim  to  speak 
with  some  knowledge  and  authority 
upon  the  point,  as  I  have  myself  been 
largely  concerned  in  the  conduct  of 
municipal  matters  in  Ireland.  So  las 
itom  inakinft  the  preparation  of  the  Bur- 


gess 'Boll  more  difiBcnIt,  tlie  Bill  which 
isnowin  "  another  place  "  would  render 
it  more  simple,  and  would  afford  to  the 
local  officials  facilities  for  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Boll  which  have  not  oeen 
enjoyed  hitherto.  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  House  what  goes  on.  The  ordinary 
period  at  which  the  qualification  for  the 
municipal  franchise  is  gained  is  the 
yearendingontheSlst  of  August.  Tho 
Bill  which  is  now  in  "  another  place," 
in  consequence  of  an  Amendment  intro- 
duced into  it  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton), 
provides  that  the  period  of  qualification, 
so  far  as  the  borough  of  Belfast  is  con- 
cerned, shall  he  the  year  ending  on  the 
20thofJuly.  What  is  the  effect  of  that; 
It  is  impoBsible  for  the  authorities  to 
commence  the  preparation  of  the  Bur- 
gess List  until  the  period  of  qualification 
has  dosed;  consequently,  although  under 
the  existing  law  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Municipal  Authorities  to  com- 
mence the  preparation  of  the  Burgess 
Bol!  before  the  3let  of  August,  yet, 
owing  to  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  they  will  be  able  to  commence  it 
after  the  20th  of  July,  so  that  thoy  have 
five  or  six  weeks  more  to  commence  the 
preparation  under  the  provision  of  my 
hon.  Friend  than  under  the  ordinary 
law.  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  call  attention  to  another  fact. 
Every  difficulty  that  can  exist  iu  regard 
to  the  preparation  of  the  Burgess  List, 
under  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  will 
equally  exist  next  year,  and  in  every 
subsequent  year.  The  reason  is,  that 
the  dates  which  the  authorities  are  to 
observe  in  preparing  the  list  of  voters 
are  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  those 
dates  will  be  enforced,  and  will  be  the 
law  next  year  just  as  they  are  now.  The 
period  for  commencing  the  preparation 
of  the  Burgess  List  will  be  exactly  the 
same  next  year  as  this.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  allowed  to 
remain  as  it  does,  changing  the  day  of 
qualification  from  the  iJlst  of  August 
until  the  20th  of  July,  it  may  he  possible 
to  commence  the  preparation  of  tho  list 
after  the  20th  of  this  month.  The  pre- 
sent authorities  will  not  get  a  day  longer 
if  the  preparation  of  the  list  la  postponed 
until   next  year,    because    the    day  of 

Jualification  will  still  be  the  20th  of 
uly,  and  they  cannot  set  about  the 
preparation  of  the  list  a  single  day 
earlier  than  they  oould  set  about  pro- 
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paring  it  nov.    More  than    that, 

Seriod  within  wMcIi  the  work  must  be 
one  would  be  ozactlj  the  same.  OdI; 
the  aame  number  of  davs  will  be  allowed 
next  year  as  will  be  allowed  in  this.  So 
much  for  the  argument  founded  upon 
the  difficulty  of  preparing  the  Burgees 
fioll,  which  I  assert  to  be  the  most  im- 
pudent of  all  the  pretences  which  have 
been  set  up  by  the  Corporation  of  Bel- 
fast, not  as  bond  fiSt  grounds  of  delay, 
but  as  a  mere  pretext  for  staving  off  the 
evil  day  when  the  mass  of  the  people  of 
Belfast  are  to  acquire  control  over  their 
local  affairs.  There  is  only  one  other 
observation  I  desire  to  make,  and  it  is 
this— that  the  course  of  procedure  which 
13  provided  by  the  proposed  new  clause 
is  a  course  of  procedure  which  hitherto 
has  not  existed  in  Ireland  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  but  which  it  is  proposed  to 
port  into  that  country  from  an  English 
Act,  the  terms  of  which  do  not  apply  to 
Ireland  at  all.  The  Schedule  of  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1875  makes  this 

I  feel  obliged  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member.  I  must  re- 
mind him  that  it  will  not  be  in  Order  to 
discuss  any  particular  clause  in  the 
Public  Health  Act.  What  the  House 
has  now  to  consider  are  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  the  Main  Drainage 
Bill. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALT :  I  quite 
appreciate  the  point  you  make.  Sir,  and 
I  shall  not  further  address  the  House  on 
that  subject.  The  hon.  Baronet  who 
has  juBt  sat  down  (Sir  James  Gorry)  has 
told  us  he  would  offer  no  objection  to 
an  alteration  of  the  Bill  now  in  "  another 
place"  when  it  comes  back  to  ue,  aoa 
allovrthemunicipalfranchiee  to  come  into 
operation  before  the  drainage  works  are 
commenced  next  year.  My  reply  to  that 
proposal  is,  that  the  offer  will  not  ade- 

Suately  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case, 
t  is  not  a  question  of  what  the  hon. 
Baronet  likes  or  dislikes,  or  what  he  is 
witling  to  do  or  is  not  willing  to  do. 
The  question  is— Will  be  pledge  himself 
to  use  his  influence  with  his  friends  in 
"  another  place  "  to  induce  them  to  take 
the  aame  line  of  action  ?  The  offer  be 
has  made  is  one  which  only  binds  him- 
self, and  hie  friends  in  "  another 
place  "  would  have  very  little  difficulty 
in  disregarding  it  when  the  result  of 
our  action  here  is  brought  before  them 
again  for  review.  ' 


The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Sun-H)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  understand  that  there 
is  a  common  understanding  between 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  the  Eran- 
chisoBill  should  comedown  to  this  House 
from  "another  place"  before  the  House 
parts  with  this  Bill.  That  being  the 
case — and  having  paid  careful  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  I  understand  that  to 
he  the  arrangement — I  would  strongly 
advise  my  hon.  Friend  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  this  Bill  until 
we  get  the  Franchise  Bill  from  the 
other  House.  It  will  then  be  possible 
for  us  to  carry  out  any  understanding 
that  may  be  arrived  at  as  between  the 
two  sides  of  the  House.  Such  a  course 
would,  in  my  opinion,  bo  fair  and  rea- 
sonable, and  it  would  save  the  time  of 
the  House.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friends  will 
accept  that  suggestion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  make  any 
Motion  on  the  subject? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Tes;  I  wiU 
move  that  the  consideration  of  the 
Lords' Amendments  be  further  postponed 
until  Tuesday  next. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont 
the  word  "now,"  and  add  the  words 
"upon  Tuesday  next." — {Mr.  JF.  If. 
Staith.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Me.  EWART  (Belfast,  N.)  rose  amid 
cries  of  "  Agreed !  "  The  hon.  Member 
said  :  I  cannot  agree  with  the  statemenf- 
that  an  engagement  was  entered  into 
that  the  IVanchise  Bill  should  come 
down  to  thii  House  before  the  Drainage 
Bill  was  passed.  ["Oh!"]  The  en- 
gagement was  that  progress  should  have 
been  made  with  the  Franchise  Bill. 
However,  in  deference  to  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  I  will  cheerfully  acquiesce 
in  his  suggestion. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  respeotfull j 
ask  that  "  Thursday  "  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  "Tuesday?"  Although  the 
Franchise  Bill  may  be  reported,  it  may 
not  be  read  a  third  time  to-morrow  or 
Monday;  and,  therefore,  we  have  no  se- 
curity that  it  will  have  come  down  here 
by  Tuesday. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON :  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  adhere  to  Tues- 
day. 
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Mb.  W.  H.  BMITH  :  There  would  be 
no  objection  to  a  further  postponement 
if  the  Franchise  Bill  does  not  come  down 
by  Tuesday. 

Question  put,  and  negativtS. 

Words  "  upon  Tuesday  next "  addid. 

Uain  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lords'  Amendments 
be  taken  into  Oonsideration  upon  Tu»i- 
i/ay  nest. 

QUESTIONS. 


GENERAL     REQI8TEE     OF     SASINES, 

EDINBURGH— EXTRA   ATTENDANCE 

OF  CLERKS, 

Mb.  FEA8BE-MACKINT08H  (In- 
Temeaa- shire)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Keeper  of  the 
General  Begister  of  Saeinea,  Ediaburgh, 
has  requested  the  clerks  attached  to  the 
Edinburgh  Dietriot  of  said  Begistet  to 
give,  from  the  2Tth  June,  a  daily  attend- 
ance  of  two  hoard  boyoud  the  ordinary 
office  hours,  for  the  purpose  of  over- 
taking the  arrears  of  work  caused  by 
the  extra  pressure  of  the  Whitsunday 
tertni  and,  whether  these  clerks  receive 
remuneration  for  such  extra  duties ; 
and,  it  not,  whether  he  will  see  that 
these  extra  duties  will  be  recompensed 
according  to  the  usual  conditions  of  the 
service  ? 

The  SEORETAET  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  The  Department  retercod 
to  is  liable  to  periodical  inoreases  of 
work,  and  by  the  conditions  of  their 
service  the  clerks  employed  in  it  may  be 
required  to  give  additional  attendance 
without  extra  remuneration.  It  was 
found  that,  as  compared  with  the  pro- 
gress made  last  year,  the  work  was 
somewhat  in  arrear ;  and  in  order  that 
the  holidays  might  be  given  at  the  usual 
time  directions  were  given  for  extra 
attendance  till  the  arrears  should  bs 
cleared  off. 

Mb.  FEA8ER-MACKINT0SH  asked 
whether  it  was  intended  to  amend  the 
eoheme  of  I8BI,  relative  to  the  Sasine 
Office,  Edinburgh? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  Board  of  Trea- 
sary  has  not  at  present  any  intention  of 
alteringthe  coQstitutioa  of  the  Begister 
House  Departmente,  which  was  fixed  by 
the  Treasury  Hinuta  of  1881. 
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Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  8.) 
(for  Dr.  Keitot)  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  A^^ether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Barony  of  East  Division  of  West 
Carfaerry,  South  Cork,  which  is  now 
liable  to  a  cess  of  9i2.  in  the  £1,  struck 
at  last  Cork  Assizes  as  a  baronial  cua- 
rantee  for  the  SchuU  Tramway,  of^red 
through  the  Skibbereen  Board  of  Quar- 
dians  representing  the  ratepayers  of  the 
district,  and  also  through  the  Oraad 
Jui'Or  for  said  barony,  the  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  passing  of  said  tram- 
way scheme  when  brought  before  the 
Grand  Jury  at  the  Cork  Spring  Assizes 
in  1 B94,  as  being  perfectly  useless  to  the 
district,  and  opposed  to  the  objects  aimed 
at  in  the  Act ;  whether  the  majority  of 
the  Cork  Qrand  Jury  who,  on  that  occa- 
sion, passed  the  scheme,  were  men  who 
have  no  rated  property  within  said 
borough,  and  who  are,  therefore,  not 
liable  for  the  payment  of  any  portion  of 
this  tax,  which  under  the  Aot  is  payable 
exclusively  by  the  occupyiag  ratepayers 
and  not  by  the  landlords ;  and,  whether, 
since  the  SchuU  Tramway  is  perfectly 
useless  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Barony 
of  the  East  Division  of  West  Carberry, 
having,  in  fact,  ceased  to  run,  owing  to 
defects  of  construction,  both  of  perma- 
nent way  and  rolling  stock,  as  shown  by 
the  recent  Beport  of  Major  Qenenu 
Hutchinson,  the  Government,  considering 
the  original  opposition  of  the  district  to 
the  scheme,  and  the  already  over- 
burdened and  impoverished  condition  of 
the  rated  occupiers,  will  take  the  casa 
into  consideration,  with  a  view  to  afford- 
ing some  temporary  relief,  either  by  a 
grant  of  the  £3,000  necessary,  according 
to  General  Hutchinson's  Beport,  to  put 
the  line  into  working  order,  or  la  such 
other  way  as  may  be  found  most  ex- 
pedient ? 

The  PABUAMENTABY  UNDER 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kino-Habiuh) 
(Kent,  IsleofThanet)  (whoreplied)said: 
The  rate  on  the  barony  of  the  East 
Division  of  West  Carberry  made  at  last 
Cork  Assizes  for  the  Scbull  Tramway 
appears  to  be  a  little  over  6i.  in  the  £1, 
according  to  the  list  of  county  rates.  It 
is  a  fact  that  the  Skibbereen  Board  of 
Guardians  opposed  the  project.  The 
hearing  of  the  case  before  the  Grand 
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Jur;  in  1884  occupied  a 
time,  and  the  Oratid  Jut;  were  anani- 
mousl;  agreed  that  the  line  should  be 
adopted.  It  is,  DO  doubt,  probable  that 
the  majority  of  the  Qrand  Jury  had  no 
rated  property  in  the  barony,  there 
being  23  baronies  in  the  County  of  Cork, 
each  of  which  must  be  always  repre- 
sented by  a  resident  JQ  the  barony.  I 
understand  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  it  is  not  probable  there  will  be  any 
necessity  to  go  to  the  barony  for  any 
further  coDtribntions  in  the  matter  of 
putting  the  line  into  working  order. 

MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— THE    CORO- 

NER  OF   THE  GLENTIE3  DIVISION, 

CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mk.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  office  oi 
Coroner  for  the  Olenties  Division  of  the 
County  of  Donegal  has  been  vacant 
since  3rd  March,  1887;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  much  expense  baa  been 
thereby  entailed  on  the  candidates  for 
that  office  by  reason  of  advertisements, 
meetings,  &o. ;  whether  complaiuts  have 
reached  him  that  the  vacancy  in  the 
office  for  BO  prolonged  a  period  has 
caused  much  public  inconvenience ;  whe- 
ther a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Coroner 
for  the  Barony  of  Kenmurgh,  County  of 
Derry,  has  been  filled,  although  it  oc- 
curred long  subsequently  to  the  vacancy 
in  Donegu ;  why  has  the  writ  for  the 
election  of  a  new  Coroner  for  the  Olen- 
ties Division  of  Donegal  not  been 
iBBued ;  and,  what  steps,  if  any,  will  be 
taken  to  secure  an  immediate  election  P 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SEORETART  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied) 
■aid  :  The  delay  in  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  arose  in  consequence  of  an  applica- 
tion for  a  re-division  of  the  county  into 
Coroners'  districts,  to  enable  additional 
polling  places  to  be  fixed.  The  first  ap- 
plication for  this  purpose  was  informal. 
A  further  application,  put  forward  in 

S roper  form,  was  granted;  and  upon 
le  necessary  preliminaries  under  that 
application  being  carried  out  the  writ 
for  a  new  election  was  issued  on  July  5, 
In  the  Londonderry  case  alluded  to,  the 
earlier  issue  of  the  writ  was  due  to  the 
oironmstance  that  no  informality  arose, 
and  the  case  was  acoordinelr  at  once 
d«altwith. 


WAR    OFFICE— PROMOTION    OF 
PIONEER  SERGEANTS. 

Da.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  fact  that  pioneer  ser- 
geants, although  they  are  obliged  to  go 
through  special  scientific  training  before 
being  appointed  to  their  positionst  and 
in  addition  to  possessing  the  qualifica- 
tion necessary  for  the  post  of  orderly 
room  sergeant — namely,  a  second-claaB 
school  certificate  (Army  School),  are  yet 
debarred  from  all  farUier  promotion  to 
which  orderly  room  and  other  sergeants 
become  entitled  by  length  of  service ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  stepe  to 
remedy  this  grievance,  under  whiidi  this 
most  deserving  class  of  officers  now 
suffer  f 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  St  anhofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  importance  and  responsibility  of 
the  post  of  orderly-room  sergeant  are 
considerably  greater  than  those  of  pio- 
neer sergeant,  and  there  ia  no  valid 
reason  why  the  higher  rank  given  to 
orderly-room  sergeants  should  be  ex- 
tended to  pioneer  sergeants.  I  may 
add  that,  except  in  the  case  of  farrier 
sergeants,  every  non-commissioned  offi- 
cer must  be  in  possession  of  a  second* 
class  certificate  before  he  can  be  pro- 
moted sergeant. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

(IRELANDJ— THE  WORKS  AT  LOUGH 

ERNE  AND  BELEEK. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  (jtivernment,  ia 
view  of  the  importance  of  the  work, 
will  advanoe  the  remainder  of  the 
money  authorized  for  the  Lough  Erne 
works  when  it  is  applied  for  by  the 
Local  Drainage  Board ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  Urge  number  of  men 
thrown  out  of  employment  by  the  stop- 
page of  the  works  at  Beleek,  the  Go- 
vernment will  use  their  infiuenoe  with 
the  Drainage  Board  to  have  those  works 
resumed  f 

Thk  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  believe  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  the  advance  to  the  Drainage 
Board  of  the  balance  of  the  loan  already 
authorized  to  be  issued,  if  the  report  as 
to  work  done  justifies  the  issue.  I 
should  say  that  it  ia  a  case  rather  for 
the  exercise  of  local  in&uenoe  than  of 
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GtoremmeDtal  pressure,  even  if  the  Go- 
Temment  had  any  riftht  to  intervene. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  aaked  the  hun. 
Oentlemau,  whether  the  GoTemment 
would  support  the  Bill  whiob  had  been 
introduoad  to  extend  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  work  ? 

M&.  JACKSON  aaid,  he  had  not  seen 
the  partioul&rs  of  the  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore, could  not  aosvor  the  Question. 


Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  water  from  the 
now  bathing  lake  in  Victoria  Park 
passes  into  the  old  bathing  lake,  and 
thence  into  the  boating  lake,  which  last 
thus  becomes  the  receptacle  of  water 
twice  polluted ;  and,  whether  the  boat- 
ing lake  ijives  off  an  oSensive  smell  ? 

Thr  FLRST  com  mission  liR  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  was  informed  that,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  things,  the  water 
in  Victoria  Park  should  flow  from  the 
upper  bathing  lake  to  the  lower  bath- 
ing lake,  and  thence  to  the  boating 
lake ;  and  he  could  not  for  a  moment 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
water  could  be  polluted  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  neighbourhood  bathing  in 
it.  At  the  present  moment  there  was, 
it  was  believed,  some  leakage,  which 
prevented  the  free  flow  of  water  between 
these  three  lakes ;  and,  although  there 
was  another  service  of  water  for  the 
boating  lake,  its  condition  had  not  been 
all  that  could  be  desired  during  the  last 
few  daye  of  hot  weather.  The  leakage 
ho  had  mentioned  would  be  set  right 
with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    ACT    1881  — 

SECTIONS  I.  AND  VIII.— PBBMANENT 

IMPH0VEMENT8. 

Mb.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
oliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the 
number  of  cases  which  have  ocourred 
under  the  following  sections  of  "  The 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  with 
the  total  acreage  to  which  they  relate  ; 
Sub-seetion  6  of  eection  I.  enabling 
landlords  to  object  to  sale  of  tenant 
right  on  the  ground  of  the  permanent 
improremente  having  been  made  and 
nuuDtalned  hy  such  landlord  or  his  pre- 
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decessor;  and,  sub-soction  4  of  section 
VIII.  enabling  the  Court  to  disallow 
applications  for  judicial  rent  on  the 
ground  of  the  permanent  improvements 
having  been  made  and  rnaiatained  by 
such  landlord  or  his  predeceaaor  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kimo-Habmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbsnet)  (who  replied), 
said,  that  applications  under  Sub- 
section 6  of  eection  1  of  the  lAnd  Law 
Act  only  came  before  the  Land  Oom* 
mission  in  oases  where  the  tenant  dis* 
puted  the  landlord's  contention  that  the 
improvement  of  the  holding  had  been 
made  or  substantially  maintained  by 
the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title. 
Five  such  applications  had  been  heard 
before  the  Land  Commission,  in  one  of 
which  the  landlord's  contention  had 
been  established,  and  in  the  tour  other 
caees  it  bad  failed.  There  had  also 
been  one  such  application  beard  before 
the  Oivil  Bill  Court,  in  regard  to  which 
the  Land  Commissioners  had  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  decision  come  to. 
The  total  acreage  involved  in  these  eases 
was  615  acres  3  roods  31  perches.  With 
respect  to  cases  under  Sub-section  4  of 
Section  8,  the  Land  Commissioners  were 
unable  to  give  the  exact  number;  but 
they  stated  that  there  had  been  probably 
not  more  than  20  such  cases. 

POST  OFFICE—  THE  TELEGRAPHISTS 
ON  THE  JUBILEE  DAT. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Fancrae,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
the  telegraphists  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Station  were  forced  to  work  not 
only  their  full  duty  hours  but  in  many 
cases  from  two  to  four  hours  overtime 
on  Jubilee  Day,  whilst  the  higher 
officials  were  allowed  a  holiday;  and, 
whether  they  received  extra  pay  or  re- 
cognition of  any  kind  for  their  services  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  like  other  bodies  of 
public  servants  th^  will  receive  some 
compensation  f 

Th«  POSTMASTEB  GENEBAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
refers  the  telegraphists  were  no  more 
forced  than  they  nre  on  any  other  day. 
The  public  required  that  their  messages 
should  be  transmitted,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  certain  officers  to  be  in  attend- 
ance to  dispose  of  the  messagee.  When 
overtime  was  worked  it  was,  in  aooord- 
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ance  vith  the  usual  practice,  paid  for. 
A  holida;  waa  given  to  as  man;  officers 
as  could  be  spared  in  all  ranks,  and  not 
mereljr  to  the  higher  officials.  It  is  not 
proposed  to  give  any  special  payment  to 
the  officers  to  whom  a  holiday  could  not 
be  allowed,  although  I  should  be  glad  if 
it  were  posuble  to  do  so. 

Mb.  LAW80N  asked,   whether  the 
tel^raphists  would  have  a  holiday 
their  turn  by  way  of  compensation  ? 

Mr.  EAIKES:  I  do  not  think  that 
any  special  arrangemente  of  that  kind 
can  be  made. 

TKADE    AND     COMMERCE  —  BRITISH 
TRADE  IN  SPAIN  AND  THE  SPANISH 
COLONIES, 
Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can    inform  the   House 
what  are  the  arrangemeDts  now  in  force 
as  to  the  enjoyment  by  British  trade  of 
all  such  beneGts  and  privileges  as  are 
enjoyed  in  the  ports  of  Spain  and  the 
Spanish  Colonies  by  the  trade  of  the 
United  States;  and,  whether  it  i a  pro- 
posed to  present  any  Papers  upon  the 
subject  f 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaubb  Feroubboh)  (Man- 
chester, N.£.)  :  Article  31  oftheFranco- 
Spanish  Treaty  of  February  6, 1683,  and 
Article  22  of  the  Qermano- Spanish 
Treaty  of  July  12,  1883,  secure  to 
France  and  Oermany  most  favoured 
nation  treatment  in  the  Spanish  Colonies, 
while  the  previous  Articles  of  those 
Treatiee  secure  most  favoured  nation 
treatment  in  Spain.  These  provisions 
are  extonded  to  as  by  the  Convention 
with  Spain  of  April  26,  1886.  Beyond 
this  we  have  the  repeatod  assurances  of 
the  Spanish  Ministor  of  Stato  that  we 
shoold  receivfl  in  the  Colonies  the  treat- 
ment grantod  to  the  United  States. 
There  has  never  been  any  question  of  a 
differentially  favourable  treatment  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Penjasula.  The 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  is  very 
engthy,  and  much  of  it  inconclusive.  It 
is  not  proposed  topresentit  to  Parliament. 

THE  REVIEW  OF  2nd  OF  JULY  —  THE 
HONOURABLE  ARTILLERY  COM- 
PANY AND  THE  ROYAL  NAVAL 
VOLUNTEERS— PRECEDENCE  AT  RE- 
VIEWS. 
CoMMANDRH  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 


Tht  Rvhy  Minn. 


68 


AdmiraIty,WhytheRoyal  Naval  Yolun- 
teersmarched  past  Her  Majesty  on  Satur- 
day last  behind  the  Honourable  Artillery 
Company ;  and,  if  the  old  and  well  re- 
cognised right  of  the  men  of  the  Royal 
Navy  to  occupy  the  right  of  the  line, 
when  aligned  with  Her  Majesty's  Land 
Forces,  does  not  apply  to  the  case  of  the 
Honourable  Artillery  Company ;  and, 
if  80,  whether  he  will  cause  the  fact  to 
be  notified  in  the  Gatette  ? 

Tub  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stamhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncaatle)  (who  replied)  said:  By  a 
General  Order  of  1883  Her  Majesty  was 

fileased  to  grant  the  Honourable  Artil- 
ery  Company,  in  consideration  of  its 
antiquity,  precedence  immediatoly  after 
the  Regular  Forcos;  and,  therefore, 
before  the  Militia  and  Yeomanry,  who 
themselves  take  precedence  of  the  Volun- 
teers. While,  therefore,  the  right  of 
men  of  the  Royal  Navy  to  take  the  right 
of  the  line  when  in  alignment  with  the 
Land  Forces  is  not  contested,  nor  that 
of  the  Royal  Naval  Yolunteora  to  take 
precedence  over  other  Volunteer  corps, 
the  Honourable  Artillery  Company  must 
be  regarded  as  on  a  separate  footing, 
with  precedence  over  Volunteer  corps 
of  every  deEcription. 


Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  ha  can  now  explain  the 
exact  position  of  Messrs.  Streetor  in  re- 
lation to  the  Burmah  Ruby  Mines,  as  to 
letting,  working,  and  payment;  whether 
he  can  state  when  the  first  tender  or 
proposal  was  received  from  Messrs. 
Streeter,  and  by  whom ;  and  the  name 
of  the  person  who,  in  India,  Burmah,  or 
elsewhere,  conducted  any  actual  nego- 
tiations with  Messrs.  Streeter ;  whether 
any  public  or  private  tenders,  as  to  the 
working  of  the  mines,  were  invited  from 
any,  and  what,  persons,  and  at  what 
dates ;  whether  other,  and  what,  persons 
than  the  representatives  of  Messrs. 
Streetor,  and  desirous  of  tendering,  ap- 
plied, and  to  whom,  for  permission  to 
inspect  the  Ruby  Mines,  and  were  re- 
fused ;  whether  an  engineer  and  staff, 
the  employ  of  Messrs.  Streeter,  were, 
Lce  December  last,  escorted  to  Mojok, 
together  with  machinery  for  working 
the  mines ;  and  whether  they  are  stiU 
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ther  be  has  lately  received  any  further 
infonuatioa  on  this  subject ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Papers  rel&tin);  to  the  seizure  aad  oocu- 
patiou  of  the  Buby  Mines,  and  all  sub- 
sequent correspondeDce  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jouk  Oorbt)  (Ohatham) : 
(1.)  The  position  of  Messrs.  Streeter  in 
reference  to  the  Burmah  Buby  Mines 
is  at  present  ono  of  expectancy.  They 
hare  offered  an  annual  payment  of  four 
lakhs  of  rupees  for  alicence  to  vork  the 
Ruby  Mines  under  certain  conditions  in 
a  certain  defined  area.  Their  offer  is 
now  before  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Oouncil.  (2.)  Theirfirst  application  nas 
received  by  the  Goverutneat  of  India  in 
February,  1886.  The  negotiations  were 
conducted  by  the  Chief  OommiBsioners 
of  Burmah.  (3.)  No  tenders  for  work- 
ing: the  mines  were  invited  by  the  Ijocal 
Authorities  ;  but  the  willingness  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  receive  tenders 
was  well  knovrn  at  the  time  when  Messrs. 
Straeter's  first  application  was  re- 
ceived. (4.)  No  petaon  other  than  a 
Mr.  Un^^er  applied  for  permission  to 
visit  the  Buby  Mines  and  was  refused 
by  the  Local  Authorities.  His  applica- 
tion to  visit  the  mines  was  made  in 
Daoamber,  1866.  (5.)  No  engineBr  and 
staff  in  the  employment  of  Messrs. 
Streeter,  together  with  machinery  for 
working  the  mines,  has  ever  been 
escorted  to  Mojok.  (6.)  Deapatches 
have  recently  been  received  from  India 
on  the  subject.  (7.)  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  directed  these  Despatches  to 
be  laid  before  the  Council  in  the  usual 
way ;  and  the  question  of  the  best  mode 
of  disposing  of  the  mines  will  be  in  due 
course  considered  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Oouncil.  As  soon  as  any  final 
decision  has  been  arrived  at,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  be  happy  to  communi- 
cate it  to  Parliament,  and  he  will  will- 
ingly present  such  Papers  on  the  sub- 
iaot  as  can  with  advantage  to  the  Public 
Service  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  in  what  manner,  on  or 
prior  to  February,  1886,  the  willingness 
of  the  Government  to  accept  tenders 
from  any  person  was  made  w^  known? 

8m  JOHN  G0E8T:  Well,  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  say  how  it  was  known. 
I  can  state  as  a  fact,  irom  information  we 
hare  received,  that  it  was  well  known.  I 


may  mention,  among  other  things,  that 
it  was  the  subject  of  oorrespondence  in 
TAo  Ttnua. 

Mb.  BBADLATTGH:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  remember  that  he  told  me, 
in  answer  to  a  Question  last  year,  that 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  was 
absolutely  incorrect? 

Sib  JOHN  G0E8T :  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  made  such  a  aweeping  assertion 
as  that.  If  I  did,  it  was  a  figure  of 
rhetoric.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  cares  to  put  a  Notice  of 
another  Question  on  the  Paper.  If  he 
does,  I  shall  he  happy  to  give  him  a 
further  answer  from  the  information  we 
possess. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  When  shall  we 
have  the  Papers  on  the  subject,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  putting  of  needless  Ques- 
tions and  the  receiving  of  varying 
answers  ? 

Sib  JOHN  QOBST  :  The  matter  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council.  It  is 
obvious  that,  in  aocordance  with  Par- 
liamentary usage,  Papers  cannot  be  laid 
on  the  Table  until  that  consideration 
has  been  effected  and  a  deoision  arrived 
at.  I  cannot  say  how  long  it  will  last ; 
but  we  will  proceed  with  all  reasonable 
expedition. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Have  Papers 
relating  to  February,  1686,  only  just 
come  into  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  F 

[No  reply,} 


Mb.  cox  (Glare,  E.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  notice  of  the  examinations  for 
men  clerkships  in  the  Civil  Service,  to 
be  held  on  the  9th  August,  was  only 
published  in  the  Irish  newspapers  of 
ard  July ;  whether  the  notice  required 
that  forms  from  intending  candidates 
should  be  filled  and  lodged  with  the 
Secretary  Inland  Bevenue  by  the  Sth 
July ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was 
impossible  that  candidates  from  Ireland 
could  procure  and  lodge  their  panera  in 
such  a  short  time;  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  give  directions 
that  applications  from  Ireland  may  be 
received  though  not  lodged  for  a  few 
days  after  the  Sth  instant;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  give  instrnctionB  that  longer 
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notice  of  intended  esaroinattons  be  giren 
in  future  P 

SiE  HEEBEET  MAXWELL  (A 
LoBD  of  tbe  THEiSTraY)  (Wigton)  fwho 
replied)  said,  the  lion.  Member  muet  have 
been  miBinformed  tu  the  matter,  as  the 
advertisement  referred  to  appeared  in 
the  Dublin,  Belfast,  Cork,  Limerick, 
and  Oalway  papers  before  the  24th  of 
June. 

WAR     OFFICE  —  THE    REVIEW     AT 

ALDEfiSHOT  —  EXPOSURE    TO    THE 

HEAT. 

Mb.  CTJNNINGHAME  GEAHAM 
(LauarVf  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  isawaretbatattho 
inspection  at  Alderchot  by  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  tbe  week  before  last,  the 
troops  were  kept  seren  hours  on  the 
ground  under  a  broiling  sun  and  with- 
out water  bottles  ? 

The  SECEETARTor  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
On  the  23rd  of  June  the  troops  were 
paraded  at  10.15  a.m.,  and  the  review 
was  OTer  about  2.30  p.m.  Water  bottles 
were  worn  on  the  occasion  in  qnes- 
tion,  and  water  carts  were  with  tbe 
brigades. 

WALES— THE  TITHE  AOITATION— IN- 
QUIRY INTO  THE   MOCHDRE  RIOT— 
THE  COMMISSIONER. 
Mb.  KENTON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  can  now  state  tbe  name 
of  the  Commissioner  to  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Anti- Tithe  Disturbances 
at  Mochdre,   and  the  terms  of  Eefer- 
ence? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Bitmingbam,  E.) :  An  ex- 
perienced police  magistrate,  Mr.  Bridge, 
is  the  Commieeioner  who  will  inquire 
upou  the  spot  into  the  origin,  extent,  and 
oharaoter  of  tbe  disturbances  which  have 
occnrred  at  Mochdre  and  other  places 
in  North  Wales  in  connection  with  the 
levying  of  tithes,  and  into  the  conflicts 
which  accompanied  those  disturbances, 
and  who  will  report  to  me  hia  opinion 
thereon. 

Mb.  OSBORNEMOEaAN(Denbigh- 
shire,  E.) :  When  will  the  inquiry  take 
place? 

Me.  MATTHEWS  :  Tery  promptly. 
Sir.    I  am  still  making  arrangement, 
U-  Cox 


and  will  make  a  further  statement  < 
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House. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
Will  the  Commissioner  examine  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  now  being  in- 
quired into  by  the  magistrates  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  should  like  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  promised  inquiry 
into  the  Mochdre  tithe  disturbance  has 
been  enlarged  in  its  scope  so  as  to  in- 
clude tbe  origin  of  tithe  riots  in  Wales, 
the  Oovemment  will  appoint  an  add i- 
tionalLay  Commissioner  to  take  evidence 
in  various  disturbed  districts  1 

The  SECEETAEY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have, 
aa  the  House  already  knowa,  obtained 
the  consent  of  an  experienced  police 
magistrate,  Mr.  Bridge,  to  hold  this  in- 
quiry. I  think  one  experienced  and 
welt-qualified  Commissionerisaauffioient 
and  satisfactory  tribunal ;  but  I  hope  to 
obtain  the  services  of  a  gentleman 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  Welsh 
language  to  act  as  Secretary  to  tbe  Com- 
missioner. Upon  him  will  largely  de- 
volve the  task  of  collecting  and  marshal- 
ling the  eridence. 

WAR  OFFICE— DEATHS  FROM  SUN- 
STROKE AT  THE  CURRAOH  CAMP. 
ColonklGUNTEE  (Yorkshire, W.E., 
Barkston  Ash)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  true,  as  reported 
in  the  papers,  that  two  men  of  the  1  Ith 
Hussars  aied  from  sunstroke,  received 
whilst  on  vedette  duty  at  tbe  Curragb 
Camp  on  Friday  last ;  and,  if  there  was 
any  absolute  necessity  for  their  being 
thus  exposed  to  the  sun ;  and,  if  not,  if 
he  will  give  directions  that  men  shall 
not  be  unnecessarily  sent  on  duty  during 
this  very  hot  weather  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  ( Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle)  : 
Only  one  case  of  Bunetroke  is  reported 
to  have  taken  place  at  the  Ourragh.  A 
man  of  the  1  Ith  Hussars  received  a  sun- 
stroke on  Fride^  last  while  on  vedette 
duty  at  the  riSe  range,  and  died  the 
next  day.  District  orders  on  tbesubject 
of  hot  weather  have  been  issued,  with  a 
view  of  preventing  the  recurrence  of 
such  a  fatality. 
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THE  CAPE  COLONY— THE  COLONIAL 
REQISTBATION  BILL. 
Me.  a.  M'ARTHUR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  has  been  directed  to  the 

ftrovisions  of  the  Hegiatration  Bill  pub- 
iebed  in  Tht  Cape  of  Good  Bops  Oavam- 
m»nt  Oaatttt,  on  Tuesday,  I5Ch  March ; 
and,  if  he  will  inquire  whether  the 
adoption  of  a  measure  which  seems  cal- 
culated to  diefranobise  large  numbers  of 
Her  Majesty's  coloured  aubjects,  who 
have  hitherto  enjoyed  electoral  rights, 
would  constitute  a  violation  of  the  con- 
ditions on  which  responsible  Govern- 
ment  was  granted  to  the  Colony  ? 

Thr  8K3RETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
HsNRT  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  I  have 
referred  to  the  £ill  mentioried  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  and  especially 
to  the  17th  clause.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  proposed  legislation  inconsistent 
with,  or  contrary  to,  the  conditions 
under  which  the  present  Constitution  of 
the  Colony  was  established.  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  native  who,  by  reason  of 
the  Constitution  Ordinance,  has  a  claim 
to  be  registered  will  be  deprived  of  that 
right  under  the  new  Bill ;  but  the  name 
of  any  man — white  or  blaok— now  on 
the  Register,  the  owner  of  which  has 
not  the  qualification  laid  down  in  the 
Constitution  Ordinance,  will  be  removed 
from  the  Register.  The  result  of  the 
section  has  been,  I  believe,  practically 
approved  by  the  Aborigines  Protection 
Society,  who  recently,  when  discussing 
an  Electoral  Bill  relating  to  the  Tranekei 
territories,  observed  that — 

"  No  ons  proposes  that  the  Natives  who 
are  itill  under  the  tribal  Bjitem  diould  be 
eDtitled  to  vote." 

MADAUASCAR-THB  SLAVE  TRADE 
ON  THE  WEST  COAST. 

Mb.  A.M'ABTHUE(Leicester)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  effectual  means  have  been 
taken  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Madagascar ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Consul  atTama- 
tave  has  adequate  means  to  punish 
British  subjects  in  Madagascar  who  may 
engage  in  tlave  trading? 

The    under    SECEETAET    or 


means  taken  have  been  effectual  in  sup- 
pressing the  trade.  Her  Majesty's  Con- 
sul has  powers  under  Order  in  Council, 
which  would,  it  is  believed,  suffice  for 
punishing  British  subjects  engaged  is 
the  trade. 

THE  METBOPOLITAN  POLICE  —  AL- 
LEGED BLACKMAILING  AT  THE 
WEST  END. 

Mb.  W.  L.  bright  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
authoritiea  have  any  record  of  black- 
mailing on  the  part  of  the  police  of  the 
Metropolis;  and,  whether  on  certain 
occasions  it  has  been  found  neeessary  to 
remove  police  constables  in  considerable 
quantities  from  the  West  End  to  the 
East  End  of  London,  where  the  opportu- 
nities for  the  practice  are  less  frequent  ? 
The  8E0RETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  that  the  only  cases  he  has  been 
able  at  present  to  find  recorded  against 
police  constables,  with  reference  to  un- 
fortunate women,  are  some  half-a-dosen 
cases  since  I8S2.  I  will  show  the  boa. 
Member  the  details  of  those  oases  if  he 
wishes  it.  During  the  last  three  years 
6,240  unfortunates  have  been  charged 
in  the  B,  0,  and  E  Divisions.  In  the 
investigation  of  so  many  cases,  it  seems 
probable  that  if  any  system  of  black- 
mailing had  existed  it  would  have  been 
disclosed,  although  the  existence  of  iso- 
lated cases  ie  quite  possible.  About  19 
years  ago  charges  of  black -mailing  were 
brought  against  the  police ;  but  since 
that  timetheChief  Commissioner  cannot 
ascertain  that  it  hae  ever  been  found 
necessary  to  remove  police  constables  in 
considerable  quantities  from  the  West 
End  to  the  East  End  of  London  on  this 
account,  or  that  any  charge  of  this 
nature  has  been  proved  except  in  isolated 
coses. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)i 
Is  any  notice  to  be  taken  of  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  House  by  an  hon. 
Member  as  regards  30  such  cases  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  There  is  a  Ques- 
tion on  that  subject. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FOEOE-^ 

UHARQES  MADE    BY  THE   HONUUR- 

R  FOR  BARROW. 

BRIGHT  (Stokeupon- 

B  Secretary  of  State  for 
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sidered  in  the  spriog  of  eacb  year 
{uwordiogto  the  estimate  of  the  work  to 
be  done.  I  can  give  no  further  infonna- 
lion  at  this  time  of  the  year. 

TEE  PARIS  EXHIBITION,  1889. 
Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  why  the  promised  Corroepon- 
dence  concerning  the  Frenoh  Exhibition 
has  not  been  printed  ? 

The  tINDEB  SECEETAaY  or 
STATE  {Sir  Jakes  FEEaDssoif)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  In  the  preparation  of 
any  Papers  for  presentation  many  refer- 
ences are  necessary,  and  some  delay  is 
unavoidable.  I  do  not  think  that  in  this 
case  there  has  been  any  avoidable  delay. 
I  hope  that  the  Papers  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  by  the  end  of  this 
week. 

ADMIRALTT-BHIPBUILDING— 

SHEATHED  CRUIZERS. 

Adhirai.   MATNE   (Pembroke    and 

Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 

stated  in  the  newspapers,  that — 

"  The  Admintltf  have  dedded  to  hnild  two 
yoTj  fine  shesthed  cruiEen  at  a  cost  of  neu-lv 
£500,000,  for  tbe  buQding  of  which  three  lead- 
in;!  ahipbuilding  finna  are  in  correapondence 
with  tbe  Admiialty ;  " 

and,  if  so,  why  these  vessels  should  not 
be  built  on  some  of  the  many  vacant 
building  slips  in  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  GfEoaaE 
HAHiLTOif)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  In 
the  Official  Memorandum  and  Estimates 
laid  before  Parliament  for  1887-8  the 
Admiralty  propose  to  lay  down  five  new 
cruizers,  costing  about  £140,000  each, 
three  of  which  were  to  be  built  in  the 
Dockyards,  and  two  by  contract;  and 
there  has  been  no  departure  from  that 
programme.  It  is  advisable,  when  a 
number  of  ships  of  a  new  type  are  to  be 
built,  to  put  some  out  to  contract,  as  the 
contract  and  dockyard  prices  check  one 
another. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METHOPOLIS;— 
AfiREST  OF  MISS  CASS. 
Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.E., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  Secretair  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter, 


the  Home  Department,  What  steps  the 
Government  intend  to  take  in  refermioe 
to  the  grave  charge  made  in  this  House 
against  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr. 
Caine)? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
hoD.  Member  for  Barrow  will,  I  hope, 
furnish  the  Oovemment  with  sufficient 
information  to  enable  us  to  decide  in 
what  way  the  charge  made  in  his  speech 
can  beat  bo  investigated.  I  may  add 
that  I  have  received  .from  tbe  Chief 
Commissioner,  in  the  name  of  the  Police 
Force,  a  request  that  a  full  investigation 
should  be  made ;  and,  on  receiving  the 
information  I  have  referred  to,  I  will  at 
once  take  the  necessary  steps  for  making 
it. 

CYPRUS— REPORT  ON  THE  LOCUBT 
CAMPAIGN,  1886  AND  1886. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Reports  on  the  Locust 
Campaign  in  Cyprus  in  1885  and  1886  ; 
whether  "  the  actual  cost  of  locust 
destruction"  in  the  year  ending  30tb 
June,  1885,  was  £3,387,  and  in  the  year 
ending  30Ui  June,  1886,  £3,341;  whe- 
ther, as  a  result  of  this  expenditure  and 
of  previous  expenditure,  the  engineer 
reports — 

"  1  have  satisfied  myself  that  great  deatmo- 
tion  haa  been  wrought  among  the  locust 
Bwarma,  and  they  have  been  so  kept  down  that 
there  ia  no  teasoa  to  apprehend  an  increase 
nent  year ; " 

whether  the  Oovemment  is  satisfied  with 
the  result  so  far  obtained— namely, 
"that  there  is  no  reason  to  apprehend 
an  increase  next  year ; "  and,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Qwemment  to 
increase  the  staff  by  supplying  each 
Commissioner  with  two  assistants  ? 

The  8E0RETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hbmrt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  My 
attention  haa  been  called  to  these  Re- 
ports. I  believe  the  actual  cost  of  locust 
destruction  in  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1885,  was  £3,387,  and  in  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1B86,  £3,341.  The  result  of 
the  locust  campaigns  of  recent  years  is 
regarded  as  highly  satisfactory.  The 
insects  have  ceased  to  do  any  appreciable 
injury  to  the  crops.  The  question  of  the 
assistance  to  be  granted  to  each  District 
Commissioner  for  locust  work  is  con- 
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dated  SOtli  Juna,  in  The  Daily  Telegraph 
of  eth  July,  addressed  by  Mrs.  Bow- 
maD  to  the  Fotioe  Authorities,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  Miss  Casa,  of  Police 
Constable  Endaoott,  and  of  Mr.  Newton, 
the  poUoe  magistrate,  as  well  as  the 
official  reply,  dated  2nd  July,  from  the 
Office  of  the  Ohief  OommieBioners,  ao- 
koowledging  Mrs.  Bovman's  letter ; 
and,  whether  he  will  ascertain  how  it 
happened  that  the  Chief  ComnuBsioner 
informed  him,  on  the  afternoon  of  the 
6th  July,  that— 

"  The  document  had  not  reached  him,  and  he 
ia  not  aware  of  Kaj  compIaiDt  having  been 
tnadeF" 

Mb.  PICKERSOniL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked  the  tight  lion.  Qentleman, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  an  official 
letter  marked  "C.  2457,"  and  signed 
"  W.  F.  M.  Staples,"  was  forwarded  on 
2nd  July  to  Madam  Bowman,  stating 
that  a  complaint  respecting  the  arrest  of 
Miss  Cass  bad  been  received,  and  that 
it  would  be  laid  before  the  ComnuBsioner 
of  Police? 

The  secret AEY  of  STATE  [Mb. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Mrs. 
Bowman's  letter  arrived  at  the  Chief 
Office  on  July  2,  and  was  acknowledged 
by  a  clerk.  It  was  then  sent  by  the 
clerk  direct  to  Mr.  Howard,  the  Chief 
Coastahia  of  the  Distriot,  for  inquiry,  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice  in 
such  casea  introduced  after  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  1886,  which  decided 
that  the  work  was  too  much  centralized 
in  Scotland  Yard.  Mr.  Howard  did  not 
return  to  his  office  on  the  eToning  of 
Saturday,  July  2,  after  the  arrival  of  this 
letter,  and  did  not  see  it  till  Monday, 
the  4th.  On  that  day  he  was  much  en- 
gaged on  special  duty  at  the  Imperial 
Institute  till  the  afternoon,  when  bo  sent 
the  letter  to  the  D  Division  for  inquiry. 
On  the  afternoon  of  July  b  it  was  sent 
back  to  Chief  Constable  Howard,  with 
other  letters  in  the  division  bag.  From 
the  Chief  Constable  it  was  sent  to  the 
Chief  Commissioner,  and  did  not  reach 
bim  till  after  he  had  seen  me.  At  the 
time  he  saw  me  the  Chief  Commiesioner 
was  ignorant  of  the  purport  of  Mrs. 
Bowman's  letter.  On  consideration  of 
that  letter,  tho  Chief  Commissioner  sus- 
pended Police  Constable  Endacott  from 
duty.  The  House  will  remember  that 
tfie  strain  of  the  whole  of  the  Police 
Force  was  excessive  during  the  days  in 
quertion ;   and  that  the  whole  time  of 


the  Chief  Commissioner  and  his  ohief 
officers  was  taken  up  by  important  and 
abnormal  duties. 

Me.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
the  probable  date  whon  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  be 
made  public  ?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  tho 
salary  of  the  police  magistrate  is  not 
paid  out  of  the  Coneolidated  Fund ;  and, 
therefore,  the  House  has  no  opportunity 
of  ezpresaing  its  opinion  when  the  Esti- 
mates come  to  be  discussed  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  WeBtminater) :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  Notice 
of  tho  Question.  I  shall  have  to  com- 
municate with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
before  I  can  reply  to  it. 

LiW    AND     POLICE    <METE0P0LI8)- 

ABRE3T     OF    MISS    GASS  —  FOLICB 

CONSTABLE   ENDACOTT. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.E., 
Holmfirth)  asked  tho  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether 
Police  Constable  Endacott  has  been,  or 
will  be,  suspended  from  street  duty 
pending  the  promised  inquiry  into  his 
conduct  in  the  case  of  Miss  Case  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  On 
July  6  he  was  suspended,  pending  the 
inquiry — after  the  Commissioner  bad 
received  Mrs.  Bowman's  letter. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  Yesterday  ? 

Mb.  MAPTHEWS  :  Yea. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  or  on  some  other 
suitable  occasion,  I  will  call  attention  to 
the  whole  question  of  the  conduct  and 
administration  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police. 

BURIALS  ACT,  1880-THE  VIOAB  OF 
NORHAM-ON-TWEED. 
Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighehire,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  \Vhe- 
ther  be  is  aware  that  at  the  close  of  last 
month  the  Bar.  Canon  Waite,  D.D., 
Vicar  of  Norhaai-on-Tweed,  while  as- 
senting to  the  burial  in  a  family  vault 
in  the  churchyard  of  the  parish  of  Mr. 
Andrew  Mitchell,  of  Berwick- on-T weed, 
a  nonjiparishioner,  declined  to  allow  the 
Rev.  W.  A.  Walters,  a  NoaconformUt 
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mmieter,  to  perform  the  Burial  Serrice 
fiatborizedby  "  The  Burials  Act,  1880," 
at  the  burial,  on  the  ground  that  that 
Act  does  not  extend  to  tlie  burial  of  non- 
parishioners  ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
provision  in  that  Act  making  it  applic- 
able to  the  case  of  nonpariahioners 
where  the  incumbent  asaents  to  tbeir 
burial  in  the  pariah  churchyard  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  any  steps  could  be  taken  to 
remove  a  prevailing  misconception  on 
the  part  of  the  clergy  generally  ? 

Thk  SECEETAKY  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) ;  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  facts  connected  with 
the  burial  of  Mr.  Andrew  Mitchell.  If 
the  right  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wishes,  I  will  inquire  into  them.  As  to 
the  question  of  law,  the  Burials  Act  of 
IBBO  gives  no  right  to  non- parishioners 
tobeouried  in  the  pariah  churchyard. 
If  the  incumbent  assents  to  the  burial  of 
a  uon- parishioner  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
left  undecided  by  the  Act  whether  he 
could  lawfully  annex  any  condition  to 
his  assent,  such  as  that  suggested  by  the 
Question. 

WAB  OFFICE-COMPETITION  FOR  THE 
MEDICAL  STAFF. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (SomeiMt,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  any  Begulatioit  or  Order  exists 
whereby  gentlemen  wishing  to  compete 
for  commiaaions  in  the  Medical  Staff  are 
debarred,  by  reason  of  their  inability, 
to  make  a  declaration  that  "  their 
parents  are  of  unmixed  European 
blood;"  whether  any  similar  Begula- 
tion  exists  with  regard  to  officers  in 
other  branches  of  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vices; whether  a  gentleman  was  re- 
cently prevented  from  competing  for  a 
commission  in  the  Army  and  Medical 
Staff  on  account  of  his  having  an  ad- 
mixture of  Indian  blood  in  the  third 
generation;  and,  whether  this  gentli 
mac  was  the  son  of  a  Qoneral  Officer  by 
an  English  mother  ? 

The  SECRETAaY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhopk^  (Lincolnefaire,  Hom- 
castle) :  A  declaration  is  required  from 
.  oaadidates  for  the  Army  Medical  Staff 
that  their  parents  are  of  unmixed  Euro- 
pean blood.  The  reason  is  that  it  is 
iield  by  the  Medical  Authorities  that  the 
constitutions  of  men  of  mixed  British 
andlndian  race  would  break  down  under 
service  in  Northern  climates.  There  is, 
however,  of  course,  a  limit  of  distance 
Ur.  Oibornt  ilorgan 


beyond  which  the  infusion  of  Asiatic 
blood  could  not  beheld  to  be  prejudicial 
to  military  efficiency ;  and  I  scarcely 
think  that  in  the  case  quoted  by  my 
hon.  Friend  any  objection  would  be 
taken.  I  believe  that  the  same  Bule 
applies  in  the  Naval  Medical  Servioe. 
The  gentleman  referred  to  applied  for 
a  Schedule  of  Qualifications ;  but  it 
does  not  appear  that  he  ever  sent  it  in 
filled  up. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND) -BEAM- 
TRAWLINa  IN  ABERDEEN  BAT. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he 
ia  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  Beport  of  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board,  with  details  as  to  the 
nature  and  extent  of  experiments  said 
to  have  been  made  by  that  Board,  and 
which  has  led  the  Scotch  Secretary  to 
revoke  the  bye-law  prohibiting  beam- 
trawling  in  the  Aberdeen  Bay;  and, 
whether  he  ia  aware  that  lino  fisher- 
men are  universally  of  opinion  that  great 
good  resulted  from  the  period  of  prohi- 
bition now  revoked  ? 

TraLORDADTOCATE(Mr.J.H.A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities] :  The  Annual  Be- 
port  of  the  Board,  which  will  be  pre- 
sented immediately,  will  give  informa- 
tion and  statistics  connected  with  the 
trawling  experimenta,  including  those 
in  Aberdeen  Bsy.  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  bye-law  in  ques- 
tion was  passed  solely  for  purposes  of 
experiment;  and  that  it  ia  matter  for 
after  consideration  what  shall  be  dona 
as  the  result  of  the  information  derived 
from  this  experiment.  And,  of  course, 
the  views  of  practical  fishermen  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  experiments  will  bavo 
weight  in  the  question  what  permanent 
bye-laws  are  to  be  Issued. 


Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whethertfae  persons 
charged  with  assault  and  riot  during  the 
collection  of  tithe  at  Llangwm  have  been 
summoned  to  appear  at  the  Petty  See- 
sional  Division  at  Bnthin,  15  miles  away 
from  the  Petty  Sessional  Division  within 
which  the  alleged  offences  are  supposed 
to  have  been  committed ;  and,  wuethei 
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lie  IB  &wara  that  this  entails  great  ex- 
pense upon  the  defendants  and  their 
vitneeaes,  many  of  whom  are  labourers  ? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
UAiroEffs)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  it  is  a  fact  these  persons  haye  been 
Bommoned  to  appear  at  Ruthin,  the  rea- 
(on  being,  as  I  understand,  that  this  is 
the  only  place  where  there  is  sufficient 
Gonit  acoommodation ;  and.  moreoTor, 
it  was  not  deemed  advisable  that  the 
case  sbould  be  heard  iu  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  scene  of  the  riots. 
The  expenses  incurred  by  defendants 
and  witiiseeeB  can,  by  Statute,  be  allowed 
by  the  Court. 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES)— DEHBIGHSHIRE   QDARTEK 

SESSIONS-RIOTS  AT  LLANGWM. 

Ma.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 

asked   the   Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Home    Department,   Whether   he    has 

seen  the  following   statement    of   the 

Chairman  of  the  Denbigbsbire  Quarter 

Bessions,  in  obargiog  the  Ctrand  Jury, 

on  Friday,  lat  July,  1887  :— 

uled  that  a  large  number  of  per- 
a  in  the  diegracof  ul  riots  at  LUd- 
K<nn  were  lo  be  brought  to  .justice.  As  an  in- 
quiry vu  t«  be  held  st  Hochdte,  he  would  not 
reler  to  that ; " 

and,  whether  he  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  No,  Sir ; 
1  have  not  seen  tha  statement  in  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  do  not  consider  that  the 
vords  alleged  to  have  been  used  are  of 
such  Importance  as  to  make  it  necessary 
for  me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
ChanoelloF  to  the  matter. 

SECRBTABT  FOE  SCOTLAND   BILL. 

Mb.  D.  CEAWFOED  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
lie  can  explain  why  the  Seoretaiy  for 
Scotland  Bill  has  not  beeu  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Lords,  in  accordance 
with  the  expectations  held  out  by  the 
Lord  Advocate ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment still  expect  to  introduce  the 
Bill  on  on  early  day  ? 

Thb  FIHST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smtth)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
boa.  Member  is  aware  that  I  am  not 
TMponaible  for  the  management  of  Busi- 
ness in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
I  have  no  doubt  his  Question  will  attract 


attention,  and  that  in  due  time  the  mea- 
sure will    be  brought  into  the   other 


NEW  RULES    OF    PEOCEDURE  (3882)— 

MOTIONS    FOE    ADJOURNMENT    AT 

QUESTION  TIME. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  IVeasury,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  a 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  moved  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to  a 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance,  in- 
volves if  Buocessful  the  loss  of  a  Par- 
liamentary day,  he  will  withdraw  the 
proposed  Second  Rule  of  Procedure, 
and  propose  another  whereby  such  in- 
convenience may  for  the  future  be 
avoided  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitb)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  think 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  I  will  undertake  to  give  it  the  atten- 
tion it  req^uires. 


Mb.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) ;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is. 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  some 
further  informatian  with  regard  to  the 
Egyptian  Convention  and  the  movemenla 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feroubson)  (Man- 
cheater,  N.E.):  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff's  instructions  not  to  remain  at 
Constantinople  beyond  the  prosent  week 
are  unaltered,  and  the  situation  is  exactly 
OS  I  stated  it  on  Tuesday. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  BILL. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, When  this  Bill  would  be  intro- 
duced, and  also  when  the  Education 
Estimates     would     be     bi-ought      for- 

The  FLR8T  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sunn)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  afraid  they  could  not  hope 
to  introduce  the  Technical  Education 
Bill  until  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time.  When  he  was 
enabled  to  form  some  eetimate  as  to 
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wbea  that  meaiiure  would  receive  a 
second  readiDg,  he  would  endeavour  to 
name  a  day  for  brinftiog  in  the  Technical 
Education  Bill.  With  regard  to  the 
Education  Eatimates,  he  was  still  leas 
able  to  state  the  date  at  which  they 
would  be  taken.  The  House  had  made 
T9ty  small  process  at  preaent  with  the 
Estioiatee ;  and  he  believed  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  take  all  the  Classes  in 
their  order  on  the  Paper,  as  far  as 
possible. 

Ma.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked,  If 
the  Qovemment  had  now  decided  whe- 
ther the  Technical  Education  Bill  was  to 
apply  to  Scotland ;  or,  if  not,  whether 
they  would  introduce  another  Bill  spe- 
oiaUy  relating  to  Scotland? 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  everj 
hope  that  the  Bill  will  apply  to  Soot- 
land;  but,  undoubtedly,  the  claims  of 
Scotland  will  be  fully  recognized. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
SUMMER  ASSIZES-CHARGES  OF  THE 
JUDGES. 

Mr.  W,  J.  OOEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  aek  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private  No- 
tice— If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice 
Murphy  to  the  Gband  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Longford,  as  reported  in  Tk« 
Fretman'»  Journal  of  the  6th  instant,  in 
which  he  said — 


only  two ;  whether  he  has  noticed  that 
on  the  same  date  Mr.  Baron  Dowse,  in 
opening  the  Commission  at  Oarlow,  said, 
in  his  address  to  the  Qrand  Jury — 

"  Hb  wm  gled  to  bs  able  to  inform  them,  and 
he  belisved  it  iraa  a  very  usual  aanouncemeat, 
that  thur  Uhoun  at  the  preieot  AHsiies  would 
Bot  be  very  much.  There  were  only  two  bills 
to  ^  before  them.  The  County  Inspector 
stated  in  h[s  Report  that  the  condition  of  the 
county  was,  on  the  wholo,  oatisfaotory,  and  that 
there  was  nathinK  to  complain  of  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  county  as  fai  as  crime  was  con- 
further,  whether  his  attention  had  been 
directed  to  the  address  of  the  late  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes,  to  the  Qrand  Jury  of  Drogheda 
the  same  date,  in  which  he  is  reported  to 
have  spoken  as  fallows  :— 
Mr.  W.  S.  Smith 


ntguUtion  SiU.  bi 

His  Lordihip,  in  addressing  the  Qrand 
Jury,  said— OenUemea  of  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  County  of  the  Town  of  Dro^heda— It  ia, 
indeed,  a  matter  of  great  satiefaction  to  me,  oa 
this  the  first  Dccaaion  that  1  have  been  called  on 
to  preside  in  a  Court  of  Assizes,  to  find  the 
calendar  a  blank,  and  to  be  able  to  congratu- 
late you  heartily  upon  the  freedom  from  crime 
which  exists  in  the  County  of  the  Town  of 
Drogheda.  If  it  is  a  source  of  satisfaction  to 
mo,  I  can  well  understand  that  it  must  be  also 
a  source  of  satisfaction  to  you,  who  must  be 
deeplv  interested  in  the  peaoe  and  prosperity 
of  thil  community.  You  must,  of  course,  ex- 
pect that  in  n  busy  place  libe  this  there  should 
be  minor  offences  ;  but  on  looking  OTcr  the  re- 
ports presented  to  me,  I  find  that  even  iDinor 
offences  are  very  few,  and  as  for  as  seriouB  crime 
is  concerned,  or  even  indictable  offences,  youap- 
pear  to  have  enjoyed  a  perfect  freedom  from  such 
cases  since  the  last  Assizes.  I  received  a  pair  of 
whito  gloves  from  the  Sheriff  as  a  fitting  emblem 
presentedtothe  Judge  when  there  is  no  criminal 
business  to  be  disposed  of.  As  soon  as  the  pre. 
sentments  are  disposed  of  I  will  be  happy  to 
discharge  you;" 

and  whether,  in  view  of  such  high 
judicial  testimony  as  to  the  freedom  of 
the  country  from  crime,  it  is  still  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill  now  before  the  House  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfook)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have  not 
seen  the  reports  referred  to ;  but  I  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  their  correctness. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  which  the 
hon.  Member  appended  to  the  eztraot, 
while  I  regard  as  very  satisfactory  the 
circumstance  that  many  parts  of  Ireland 
are  free  from  crime,  I  do  not  think  that 
is  sufficient  reason  for  not  pressing  on 
a  Bill  intended  to  deal  with  those 
parts  of  Ireland  which  are  not  free  from 
crime. 

COAL  MINES,  &c.  REGULATION    BILL. 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  SwiNstiaNB 
(Staffoi-dshire,  LichBeld), 

The  first  LORD  of  raa  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (8trand,West. 
minster)  said,  he  had  already  informed 
the  House  that  he  was  awiting  the  re- 
sults of  the  conferences  which  were 
being  held  with  gentlemen  who  were 
interested  in  this  measure,  in  the  hope 
that  those  conferences  would  dispose  of 
a  veiy  large  number  of  Amendments. 
He  hoped  be  should  be  able  to  name  a 
day  for  the  resumption  of  the  Committee 
stage  after  the  second  reading  of  the 
Irish  Land  Law  Bill. 
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ORDERS    OF  TSE  BAY. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill.  305.] 
(JA-.  A.  J.  Batfaur,  Mr.  StentaTi/  Malthawi,  Mr. 
Altvnuy  Otntral,  Mr.   Attarney  Otneral  for 
Ireland.) 
THIRD  BSASIKa.      |  FIB8T    HIOHT.] 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (ifr.  A.  J.  Sal/our.) 

Me."W". E.GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
moving  the  rejeotion  of  this  Bill,  I  will 
endeavour  to  confine  myself  directly  to 
matters  directly  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion at  issue,  and  thereby  to  confine 
my  remark  within  moderate  compasa, 
avoiding  altogether  all  allusions  to  im- 
putations and  accusations,  on  which  a 
good  deal,  perhaps,  might  be  said,  if 
it  were  convenient  to  the  House  that  it 
should  be  done,  in  respect  to  the  course 
of  former  proceedings  on  the  Bill.  Now, 
Sir,  I  mast  endeavour  to  consider  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  what  it  is  and  also 
!q  its  relation  to  Irish  policy.  As  re- 
spects ite  relation  to  Irish  policy,  I  am 
of  opinion — and  perhaps  that  opinion  is 
shared  even  by  many  who  sit  on  the 
opposite  Bide  of  the  House — at  all 
events  it  is  my  own  conviction — that  the 
Bill  now  before  us  is  the  alternative  to 
a  policy  of  what  is  termed  Home  Eule 
or  self- government  for  Ireland  in  Iriah 
aBiairs,  and  likewise,  that  being  so,  it  is 
a  great  mistake  to  treat  this  Bill,  which 
is  called  a  Crimes  Bill,  and  more  popu- 
larly called  a  Coercion  Bill,  as  if  it  were 
ft  Coercion  Bill  of  the  ordinary  character. 
In  my  own  opinion.  Sir,  it  marks  a  new 
era — and  a  disastrous  era — in  the  history 
of  ooeroion,  and  perhaps  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  refer  to  a  declaration  which  I 
was  empowered  to  make  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  which  waa  in  Office  in 
April,  1886,  in  two  very  short  passages, 
where  I  ventured  to  point  out  that  the 
coercion  in  use  up  to  that  time  had  not 
attained  its  end,  and  that  what  we  had 
pTobftUy  to  contemplate  was,  that  if  we 
Gontinaed  upon  the  lines  of  coercion  it 
must  be  ooeroion  of  a  new  descriptioa, 
and  I  oaid : — 


different  spirit,  courage,  and  coosiBteacy  com* 
pared  with  the  coeroion  with  which  we  hatre 
been  heretafore  familiar  ....  If  coercion  is 
to  be  the  basta  for  legislation,  we  must  no  longer 
be  seeking,  as  wo  are  alnsf  s  laudably  seeking, 
to  whittle  it  down  almost  tonotbioKatthe  very 
first  moment  we  be^^ ;  bat  we  mast,  like  men, 
adopt  it,  hold  by  it,  sternly  enforce  it,  till  its 
end  has  been  completely  attained— with  what 
results,  peace,  goodwill,  and  freedom  I  do  not 
now  stop  to  ioiiiiire.  flur  ineffectual  and  spuri- 
om  coercion  ia  morally  worn  out." — (3  San- 
tara,   [30iJ1011.2.) 

And,  Sir,  it  does  appear  to  me,  that  the 
distinction  is  a  broad  one  between  the 
two  kinds  of  coercion  to  which  I  referred. 
The  old  coercion  was  aimed  at  orime. 
The  new  coeroion— I  will  not  deny  that 
it  includes  crime  in  its  aim — but  it 
passes  beyond  the  aim  at  crime,  and  it 
aims  at  association.  Association  is  the 
only  weapon  whereby  the  many  and  the 
poor  can  redress  the  inequality  of  their 
struggle  with  wealth,  influence,  power, 
and  admin iatrative  authority.  Tbie  is 
a  broad  and  a  most  important  distinc- 
tion  to  which  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  further  on  in  terms  calculated, 
far  as  I  can  find  them,  to  make  it 
clear  to  the  House  and  to  the  country; 
but  my  first  contention  is  this — that  this 
Bill  has  been  introduced  and  has  been 
brought  to  its  preseat  stage,  and  will, 
no  doubt,  be  carried  on  through  what 
itill  remains  of  its  progress — has  been 
brought  in  without  anycase  whatever  to 
justify  the  introduction  of  it,  even  had 
it  b<jen  a  Coercion  Bill  of  the  ancient 
fashion,  directed  simply  against  crime. 
',  I  wish  to  found  myself  oa  that 
allegation,  not  upon  the  use  of  vague 
and  general  terms,  but  upon  statements 
which  the  House  can  check,  and  which 
it  is  in  the  power  of  opponents  to  con- 
fute if  thoy  be  untrue.  For  my  firat 
statement,  whiah  I  have  had  occasion  to 
make  at  various  times  during  the  events 
of  the  present  year,  is  one  that  cannot 
altogether,  I  think,  be  deemed  unworthy 
of  attention.  It  is  this — that  we  who 
are  inflicting  special  and  restrictive 
criminal  legislation  upon  Ireland  belong 
to  a  country  which  has  more  crime  than 
Ireland  has.  I  have  made  that  assertion 
ipeatedly,  and  an  hon.  and  learned 
Member  of  this  House,  who  has  treated 
with  a  moat  perfect  courtesy,  ad- 
dressed  a  letter  to  The  Timet,  in  which 
said  that  as  this  assertion  had  been 
repeatedly  made,  he  thought  it  was 
material  that  its  inaocuracy  should  be 
exposed,  and  that  bon.  Member   pro- 
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needed  to  expose  the  inaccuracy  by  com- 
pariag  crime  upon  a  basis,  which,  in  the 
first  place,  as  he  has  since  admitted,  in- 
cluded serious  or  gross  errors ;  and,  in 
the  second  place — when  no  other  refuge 
was  left — by  comparing  the  crime  ou 
a  basis  of  the  aggregate  number  of 
offences  committed  in  the  country,  in- 
cluding all  those  which  it  has  never  been 
usnal  to  include  in  the  records  of  perma- 
nent and  serious  crime — namely,  those 
which  are  not  indictable  offences.  I 
confine  myself,  as  has  been  inToriably 
done,  to  indictable  offences,  and  I  do  not 
look  to  those  acts  which  are  differently 
classided  in  different  conn  tries,  and 
which  generally  belong  to  the  depart- 
ment of  what  is  called  abroad  "correc- 
tional police  "  rather  than  to  the  cate- 
gory of  crime.  Speaking  of  crime 
proper,  I  find  in  round  numbers  that 
the  case  stands  about  thus  —  that  in 
England  the  convictions — of  which  I 
amnow  speaking  alone— would  represent 
eomethiDg  under  one  in  2,500,  in  (Scot- 
land something  nnder  one  in  2,000,  and 
in  Ireland  a  trifle  over  one  in  3,000. 
That  is  as  relates  to  convictions.  It  may 
be  said  that  the  law  in  Ireland  is  not  so 
effective  as  in  England.  Therefore,  I 
next  look  to  comtnittah,  and  the  state- 
ment relating  to  committals  as  under- 
gone the  ordeal  of  public  discussion,  be- 
cause an  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
replied  to  the  hon.  Uomber  who  had 
questioned  my  estimate  of  crime,  and 
the  truth  and  accuracy  of  his  statement 
lias  been  admitted.  With  respect  to 
committals,  the  case  as  I  understand  it, 
stands  thus — in  Ireland  there  were  2,155 

Eirsons  committed,  against  14,062  in 
Dgland  and  Wales.  That  proportion 
would  represent  the  number  of  54  for 
England  and  Wales  upon  a  given  popu- 
lation, against  44  for  Ireland;  or  in 
round  numbers,  still  more  simple,  the 
proportion  of  about  11  to  nine  in  favour 
of  Ireland.  Well,  then.  Sir,  it  may  be 
said  that  in  Ireland  crime  is  winked  at, 
and  many  persoae  who  commit  crime  are 
never  discovered  nor  committed  to  prison 
on  account  of  it.  Then,  Sir,  I  would 
take  the  amount  of  indictable  offences 
committed  in  the  respective  countries. 
There  I  find  they  stand  thus.  In  Ire- 
land 6,961  indictable  offences,  represent- 
ing, I  believe,  about  139  for  a  popula- 
tion of  10,000.  In  England  and  Wales 
43,692  indictable  offences,  representing 
169  in  a  population  of  10,000.  W«i 
3b:  W.  E,  Olaittmt 


thus  make  good  the  proposition,  wbich 
is  to  say  the  least  singiilap — namely, 
that  the  three  countries  which  are  more 
largely  afflicted  with  crime  are  invading, 
and  permanently  invading,  another 
country  where  crime  is  less  rife  than  it 
ia  with  us.  But  then  it  will  be  said,  and 
said  with  some  truth,  that  crime  in  Ire- 
land, crime  of  a  certain  kind,  has  a 
peculiar  character  such  as  it  does  not 
present  in  England ;  that  it  stands  in 
relation  to  popular  feeling  and  social 
order  in  a  manner  in  which  it  does  not 
stand  on  this  side  of  the  Channel.  Sir, 
that  is  true.  But  this  is  also  true;  that 
it  has  always  been  held  necessary  that 
in  order  to  justify  a  Coercion  Bill  there 
should  be  in  Ireland  a  state  of  excep- 
tional crime  and  outrage.  I  am  now 
quoting  the  phrase  which  was  used,  and 
well  used,  not  very  long  ago — I  think  at 
the  last  Election — by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  John  Manners).  He  said  there 
must  be  exceptional  crime  and  outrage 
to  justify  coercion,  and  that,  unless  the 
crime  and  outrage  be  exceptional,  you 
will  hear  nothing  of  a  Ck>erGion  Bill. 
Well,  Sir,  in  this  House  an  attempt  was 
made  to  interpret  these  words  aa  signi- 
fying that  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
character  of  Irish  crime  as  compared  with 
the  character  of  crime  elsewhere.  But 
that  is  not  the  basis  on  which  Coercion 
Bills  have  been  introduced  in  this  House. 
They  have  always  required,  and  Minis- 
ters have  been  required,  to  show  a  state 
of  crime  exceptional  for  Ireland — excep- 
tional as  compared  with  the  state  of 
crime  and  outrage  at  other  periods  in 
Ireland  itself.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
position  cannot  succeaafuUy  be  assailed. 
There  is  no  exceptional  state  of  crime 
and  outrage  whatever  in  Ireland  at  this 
time  which,  according  to  any  of  our  Par- 
liamentary traditions  and  the  well  under- 
stood doctrine  and  practice  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  can  constitute  a  warrant 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Ooeroion  Bill, 
even  in  the  old  sense  of  a  Coercion  Bill 
— namely,  a  Bill  directed  against  crime. 
No^r,  Sir,  what  is  the  state  of  crime  at 
the  present  time?  In  the  year  1835 
there  were  916  agrarian  outrages  spe- 
cially reported  by  the  Constabulary.  In 
1886  there  were  1,025.  I  have  to  regret 
that  on  a  former  occasion  I  stated  that 
the  number  of  outrages  waa  the  same, 
and  I  was  taken  to  task  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour)  for  having 
BO  Btated  it.  I  do  not  think  I  owe  anj 
apology  to  the  right  boa.  Gteutlemaa  on 
this  ground.  He  began  by  noglecting 
his  duty  altogether.  Ho  failed  to  lay 
before  the  House  what  it  has  been  the 
eatabliehed  ouatom  of  this  House  for  the 
Irish  Miuiater  to  do — namely,  to  produce 
an  authentic  and  official  etatement  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland  with  reepeot  to  the 
number  of  crimes  and  outrages  when  the 
plea  is  made  for  the  introduction  of  a 
Coercion  Bill.  Having  done  that,  we 
were  left,  as  he  kindly  told  us,  to  hunt 
up  for  ourselves  and  make  up  our  own 
statistical  accounts.  A  friend  rery  kindly 
performed  that  office  for  me,  and  gave 
me  a  return  which  represented  two  years, 
which,  were  as  nearly  identical  as  pos- 
sible. Having  some  suspicion  of  my 
statistics,  I  signified  that  I  should  be 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  would  correct  me  if  I  were  wrong. 
But  he  deliberately  refrained  from  cor- 
recting me,  and  had  the  good  taste  and 
iogeDUOUsnesB  in  his  reply  to  charge  me 
with  having  laid  these  inaoourate  figures 
before  the  House.  I  take  these  Bgures 
as  they  are,  and  I  say  they  constitute  no 
case  whatever  for  the  introduction  of  a 
Ooercioa  Bill,  even  in  the  old  sense  of 
coercion.  An  increase  of  10  or  11  per 
cent  in  the  year  1686  as  compared  with 
the  year  ISSd  is  not  an  augmentation 
which  h&s  ever  been  alleged  as  consti- 
tuting an  exceptional  state  of  ciroum- 
stances,  still  less  can  it  be  alleged  when 
we  recollect  that  the  year  1886  was  a 
year  of  exceptional  pressure  and  dis- 
tress, and  that  exceptional  pressure  aud 
distre3a,otherciroumstanoeBDeing  equal, 
was  morally  certain  to  produce  an  in- 
crease of  crime;  and,  for  my  own  part, 
I  think  va  have  every  reason  to  feel  well 
satisfied  that  the  increase  of  agrarian 
crime  in  1886  compared  with  1885  was  so 
small  an  increase  in  the  circumBtanoes  of 
distress  andprefsure  that  prevailed  in  the 
country.  Well,  Sir,  but  no  attempt  has 
been  made  to  reply  to  the  statement  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ke  wcastle  -upon.  Ty  ne  (Mr.  John  Morley ), 
who  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  very  eigniBoant  circumstance;  in 
the  last  five  months  of  1S86  the  Party 
now  in  power  were  in  power.  In  those 
five  mouths  they  did  not  deem  the  state 
of  Ireland  to  be  such  as  to  make  it  their 
duty  to  introduce  a  Ooeroion  Bill.  In 
the  first  five  months,  and  in  much  the 


greater  part  of  those  five  months— 
namely,  until  the  time  of  the  Election— 
they  were  in  every  way  disparaging 
ooercioa,  and  taking  much  credit  to 
themselves,  which  I  had  every  disposi- 
■        J  give  1 
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months  of  1887  they  find  a  necessity  for 
introducing  a  Ooeroion  Bill — a  Ooeroion 
Bill  of  euoh  a  character  as  has  never 
been  known  to  this  House.  Was  there, 
then,  a  great  increase  or  any  increase  at 
all  of  crime  in  the  first  five  months  of 
18%7  as  compared  with  the  last  five 
monthsof  U85  ?  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  a  decline  in  the  latter  period  as 
compared  with  the  former  in  1885,  when 
they  did  not  find  a  Coercion  Bill  neoes* 
sary.  In  the  five  months  of  1885  there 
were  474  offences.  In  1887,  when  they 
did  find  a  Coercion  Bill  neoessary,  the 
o&enccs  were  387. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUIt :  Which  montha 
oftheyear?  We  brought  in  the  Coercion 
Bill  before  those  five  months  had  ex- 

^'mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  first 
five  months  of  1887  and  the  last  five 
months  of  1885.  I  believe  the  com- 
parison of  months  is  a  fair  comparison, 
because  I  am  not  aware  of  anything  that 
periodically  bears  on  the  increase  of 
crime  except  the  length  or  shortnees  of 
the  day.  Therefore,  Sir,  instead  of  an 
increase  of  crime,  we  have  a  decrease  of 
crime  in  the  periods  which  alone  we  can 
compare  in  a  manner  to  throw  light  upon 
the  views  and  policy  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  crime  and  coercion,  and 
this  comparison  exhibits  the  astounding 
change  that  has  taken  place  in  their 
views.  With  respect  to  the  two  years, 
that  small  increase  in  1866,  as  compared 
with  188S,  was  an  increase  which  might 
reasonably  have  been  expected  from  the 
increase  of  distress,  and  is  altogether 
insignificant  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal to  make  it  the  basis  of  a  Ooercioa 
Bill.  Then,  Sir,  the  Government  have 
one  other  refuge,  and  that  is  to  fall  back 
upon  the  year  1870,  and  show  that  in 
the  year  1870  the  number  of  reported 
agrarian  crimes  in  the  preceding  year 
was  smaller  than  the  number  reported 
in  1886.  That  is  quite  true.  In  1886, 
as  I  have  said,  the  number  reported  was 
1,025,  and  in  1869  the  number  reported 
was  only  767.  What,  then,  were  the 
circumatapies  in  which  the  Ooeroion  Bill 
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againet  crime  was  introduoed  in  1870? 
Sir,  they  were  these  —  that  af^ariaa 
crime  a  short  time  before— and  I  muat 
say  that  I  am  rather  surprised  that  no 
Member  of  the  OoTentment  should  have 
tamed  these  figures  to  account,  or 
thought  to  exhibit  the  real  state  of 
facts  b;  showing  the  rate  of  increase  of 
Clime  at  that  time — has  been  almost  ex- 
tiuct,  but  had  begun  to  grow  with  fearful 
xapidity,  and  that  growth  was  observ- 
able, not  only  from  year  to  year,  but 
from  quarter  to  quarter,  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  might  well  and  reasonably  alarm 
the  friends  of  social  order.  There  is  a 
question  raised  as  to  the  different  modes 
in  which  the  Gonstabulary  have  reported 
crime  at  one  period  and  at  another 
|»eriod.  I  do  not  think  it  has  any  bear- 
ing upon  the  argument  I  am  now 
making,  because  the  crimes,  I  believe, 
are  taken  according  to  the  responsible 
statements  made  to  Parliament,  which 
exhibit  with  accuracy  the  grounds  upon 
which  Parliament  adopts  a  certain  course 
of  legislation.  The  point  in  1870,  as  I 
have  said,  was  not  simply  the  height  to 
which  agrarian  crime  nad  reached,  but 
the  rate  at  which  it  was  increasing ;  and 
what  was  that  rate  ?  I  bare  shown  that 
this  year  there  is,  as  compared  with  the 
timewhen  the  sameset  of  politicians  were 
in  Office  and  did  not  think  coercion  ne- 
cessary, a  large  decrease.  What  was 
the  case  in  1870  ?  In  1866  the  number 
of  reported  agrarian  ofEenoes  was  87. 
That  was  increased  rapidly  in  1867-6-9. 
In  1869  the  number  was  767,  or  nearly 
ninefold  what  it  had  been  in  1866  ;  and 
even  in  1869  itself  the  movement  was 
most  remarkable,  because,  while  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1869,  from  January  to 
March,  there  were  101  reported  agrarian 
offences,  in  the  last  quarter,  from  Oc- 
tober to  December,  irhich  may  fairly  be 
compared  with  the  same  quarter,  there 
were  040  such  offences.  Thus  ihe  in- 
crease of  agrarian  crime  was  more  than 
fivefold  within  the  course  of  a  single 
year.  What  plea  or  shadow  of  justifi- 
cation do  these  facts  afibrd  for  the  ia- 
troduction  of  the  present  Bill,  which  is 
introduced  upon  a  stationary  condition 
of  crime  at  a  time  when  there  ie  less  in- 
crease of  crime  than  there  was  at  the 
period  when  the  Government  thought 
there  was  not  sufficient  ground  for  pro- 
posing coercion  P  What  were  the  facts 
of  the  case  in  1870?  The  House  of 
Commons  almost  unanimously  passed 
Mr.  W.  E.  OMelme 


that  Act.  There  were  many  Members 
from  Ireland  at  that  time  representing 
popular  constituencies.  Yet  many  of 
them  supported  the  Bill,  while  not  above 
1 2  of  them  voted  against  it.  It  was  an 
accepted  Bill ;  but  this  Bill,  for  which 
such  urgency  has  been  pleaded  and  all 
the  liberi:ies  of  the  House  of  Commons 
suppressed,  is  opposed  by  a  large  mino- 
rity of  this  Honse,  and,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  a  minority  not  likely  to  decrease. 
I  say  that  it  is  plain  by  the  most  une- 
quivocal and  conclusive  evidence,  that 
if  we  have  any  sort  of  regard  to  the  tra- 
ditions of  liberty  or  of  Parliamentary 
usage,  there  is  not  to  be  alleged  in  sup- 
port of  the  present  measure,  even  if  we 
consider  it  as  a  Coercion  Bill  of  the  old 
stamp — there  la  not  to  be  alleged  any  of 
thejustification  which  has  always  by  pre- 
vious Parliaments,  and  even  by  previous 
Governments,  been  considered  essential 
to  warrant  the  invasion  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people,  and  to  warrant  a  slight — if 
not  an  insult— to  Ireland.  Had  this  Bill 
been  simply  a  Crimes  Bill.  I  venture  to 
give  a  confident  opinion  that  the  40  odd 
nights  which  have  been  spent  upon  it 
would  have  been  reduced  by  three- 
fourths.  But  it  is  not  a  Crimes  Bill  to 
which  this  persistent  opposition  has 
been  offered.  It  is  a  BiU  of  the  new 
fashion,  of  the  new  coercion,  which  has 
now  received,  for  the  first  time,  the  sup- 
port of  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  must  confess  I  resent  the 
statements  sometimes  made,  impugning 
our  conduct  aa  opponents  of  the  Bill, 
that  we  have  done  tlie  same  thing  our- 
selves. We  have  not  done  the  same 
thing  ourselves.  I  do  not  raise  the 
question  whether  what  we  have  done  is 
right  or  wrong.  Fifteen  months  ago  I 
publicly  confessed  in  the  House  the 
failure  of  what  ve  did,  and  I  urged 
Parliament  to  take  a  better  and  a  wiser 
course.  If  there  be  those  who  have  been 
parties  to  former  Bills,  and  who  think 
those  Bills  to  be  of  the  same  character 
as  the  present  BiU,  they  are  perfectly 
justified  ia  saying  so;  but  we  are  en- 
titled to  lodge  an  earnest  and  warm 
protest  against  that  assertion,  becanse 
the  BiU  we  have  now  before  us  is  of  a 
character  entirely  different.  But,  now, 
to  some  extent  the  admission  is  made 
that  the  Bill  is  of  a  different  character. 
The  answer  made  by  the  Government  is 
this — "  True,  we  have  put  forward  some 
rather  staggering   proposals,  but  then 
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look  at  our  Bafeguarda."  Now,  what 
are  these  safeguards  ?  One  of  tiie  most 
extraordinary  and  unprecedented  pro- 
posals ever  made  to  Parliament  in  this 
country — such  a  proposal  as  I  beliere 
no  Tory  Government  ever  rentured  to 
make  in  the  days  before  the  passing  of 
the  Beform  Act — is  that  which  makes 
the  Yiceroy  of  Ireland — that  is  to  say, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the 
Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland— if  he  is  a 
Cabinet  Minister  and  thp  Viceroy  is  not, 
which  makes  the  Chief  Secretary  the 
master  of  the  whole  law,  and  of  the 
right  of  associatiou  in  Ireland.  It  if 
alleged  that  there  is  an  Bdmirable  safe- 
guard, and  the  safeguard  is  that  there 
may  be  an  appeal  to  this  House.  Well, 
the  House  most  be  summoned  if  it  woi 
not  sitting.  That  argument  may  have 
some  effect  with  those  who  ore  greatly 
satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
majority  of  the  House  has  estimated  the 
value  of  Irish  liberties.  This  appeal 
appears  to  us  to  be  of  a  veiy  moderate 
value  indeed ;  but  whatever  it  is,  it  is 
nothing  but  a  partial  remedy  applicable 
to  ihe  proposal  in  its  altogether  novel 
form,  and  constituting,  it  appears  to  me, 
an  outrage  on  the  principle  of  public 
freedom.  I  am  surprised  at  the  bold- 
ness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chiof  Secretary,  though  I  am  bound  to 
admit  that  his  boldness  has  modified 
very  oonsiderably.  I  was  surprised 
when  he  daimed,  as  a  very  important 
safeguard,  the  fact  that  some  of  the 
provisions  which  Parliament  adopted  in 
1881,  and  put  in  motion  directly  and  by 
its  own  authority  over  Ireland,  are  now 
made  dependent  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  making  them  necessary. 
That  is  a  difference  which  the  right 
boD.  Gentleman  may  think  important, 
but  which,  in  my  opinion,  was  hardly 
worth  being  even  mentioned  in  debate. 
It  is  admitted,  then,  that  this  Bill  con- 
tains the  gravest  novelties.  How  stands 
the  cose  ?  I  have  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  as  I  took 
them  down  at  the  time ;  and  I  at  once 
made  them  the  subject  of  notice  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Hember  for  South  Hackney 
(^r  Charles  Bnasell).  I  said  to  them— 
We  hava  now  g;ot  an  adntiswon  which, 


at  any  rate,  is  of  the  greatest  valuo. 
The  words  were  these— 

"  There  is  no  offence  puniihable  nnder  this 
Act  except  nich  as  is  already  a  felony  or  mis- 
demeanour— " 

that  is  what  I  should  have   called   a 
Crimes  Act — 

"  or  as  is  oonitatnted  an  offence  nnder  the  2Dd 
ClaQ«e  of  this  Bill  dealing  with  intimidatioD." 
I  am  not  absolutely  certain  as  to  the 
word  "second;"  but  it  ia  immaterial, 
as  the  second  clause  did  deal  with 
intimidation.  We  therefore  have  it 
upon  the  declaration  of  the  Government 
— at  last  the  clear  and  unequivocal 
declaration  of  the  Government — that 
offences  are  constituted  under  the  clause 
of  this  Bill  dealing  with  intimidation 
which  were  not  criminal  offences  before. 
Therefore,  ourori^nal  allegation  gainst 
the  Bill  was  justified.  What  was  the 
defence  setup  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-, 
man  the  Chief  Secretary?  It  was  a 
defence  with  regard  to  which  I  hardly 
could  have  supposed  for  a  moment  that 
it  would  impose  upon  any  portion  of  the 
House,  and  it  was  a  defence  entirely 
destructive  of  the  position  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Colleague,  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  because 
it  amounted  to  a  denial  of  what  that 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
Boid.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  late 
Attorney  General  had  told  us  that  there 
were  acts  which  were  constituted  offences 
under  the  clause  of  this  Bill  dealing  with 
intimidation.  He  used  those  words. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Bauouk  dissented.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head, 
but  I  hare  witnesses  to  austain  me  in 
my  allegation,  and  the  right  boa.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General,  though  the  matter  has  been 
debated  in  Parliament,  has  had  the 
^ood  sense  and  good  faith  not  to  deny 
it.  New  offences  are  conititntod.  We 
have  it  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  and  it  is  too  late  to  make 
denial.  What  was  the  expedient  to 
which  the  right  hon .  Gentleman  resorted  ? 
He  said  that  certain  words  in  the  be- 
ginning of  the  clause  enacted  that  the 
conspiracy  must  be  a  conspiracy  of  a 
nature  now  punishable  by  law,  and  be 
actually  relied  upon  those  words  to  over- 
turn his  own  Attorney  General,  Does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose 
that  we  are  aware  that  there  are  two 
things  in  question,  one  the  nature  and 
[Firtt  NigM.1 
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T  of  the  agreement  which  is  the 
oonapiracj,  and  the  otiier  the  nature  of 
the  acts  to  which  the  agreement  refers. 
The  nature  of  the  agreement,  I  grant 
you,  must  be  the  same  as  under  the 
present  law,  and  that  is  the  effect  of 
the  words  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; but  the  Acts  with  reapeot  to 
which  the  agreement  is  to  be  made  are 
changed  by  this  Bill.  And  what  are 
they?  They  are  acts  of  ezolusive  deal- 
ing, which  are  thus  defined — 

"  To  compd  or  indoce  any  person  or  penoni 
eitlier  not  to  fulfil  hiior  theiTeqnal  obligations, 
or  not  to  let,  hiie,  me,  or  occupy  nny  land,  or 
not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  bire  any  person 
or  poraoM  ia  tlie  onUaaiy  nxine  of  trade,  bu*U 
aean.  oc  accap*tioD,  or  to  interters  vith  the  ad- 
■"  n  of  the  Imw." 


Now,  theae  words  are  a  comprehensire 
dMCiiption  of  what  is  known  as  "  ex- 
cliisiT«  dealing."  Exclusive  dealing,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  is  very  largely  prao- 
tisad  in  this  country,  and  ezolnsiTe 
dealing  is  also  craelly  practised  in  Ire- 
land towards  a&y  Protestant  who  is  dis- 
ried  to  show  himself  a  Home  fiuler. 
short  time  ago  I  gars  an  instanoe  of 
an  Iri»h  clargyman  who  was  reduced  to 
beggary  for  the  offence  of  being  a  Home 
Kuler,  and  after  I  mentioned  that  case 
I  Imtnadialoly  received  in  my  oorrespon- 
dancft  olferi  fWim  Ireland  to  make  me 

•Ouualiktad  with  tlia  luirtinuUni  nf  many 
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Legielative  Assembly  of  its  own;  bnt 
ought  to  ODJoy  equal  rights  with  the 
rest  of  the  Kingdom  under  a  United 
Parliament.  I  wish  to  apply  this  test 
of  equal  rights  under  a  united  Parlia- 
ment to  the  matter  that  is  now  before 
UB.  I  say  that  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Wales  any  man  is  free  to  induce  as 
much  as  he  likes,  and  to  oomhine  with 
others  in  inducing  other  persona — 

"  Not  to  fulfil  big  or  their  legal  obligatiauK, 
or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or  occupy  any  land,  or 
not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  an;  person 
or  perBOOB  in  the  ordinary  contse  o(  trade, 
baiineu,  or  Qccupation." 

These  are  rights  of  Englishmen,  Scotch- 
men, and  Welshmen,  which  you  are 
going  to  deny  to  Irishmen,  and  having 
denied  them,  you  are  going  to  say  that 
Ireland  ought  not  to  have  a  separata 
Legislative  Assembly  of  her  own  be- 
cause she  is  blessed  with  the  privilege 
of  enjoying  equal  rights  with  those  en< 
joyed  by  the  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Now,  this  touches  a  point 
which  it  is  important  should  bo  mads 
clear.  An  Amendment  was  moved  with 
the  object  of  extending  the  immunities 
granted  to  trades  unions  in  England  to 
tenants  in  Ireland.  It  was  proposed  to 
grant  the  Irish  tenant  in  respect  of  his 
holding  the  same  description  of  irnmu* 
nity  as  is  now  enjoyed  by  a  member  of 
a  trade  union  if  he  does  not  fulfil  his 
obligations  to  his  employer  in  the  course 
of  any  dispute  connected  with  his  trade. 
I  am  at  present  making  no  complaint  of 
the  rejection  of  that  Amendment,  be< 
cause  I  admit  that  there  are  certain  dif- 
ferences between  the  cases  of  the  tenant 
in  Ireland  and  the  workman  ia  England. 
But  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
late  Attorney  Qeneral  moved  an  Amend- 
ment providing  that  no  person  or  persoes 
doing  any  of  the  things  mentioned  in 
the  clause  should  be  chargeable  with 
conspiracy  in  respect  of  any  such  act 
unless  such  act  would,  if  done  by  cos 
person  alone,  bo  punishable  as  a  crime. 
This  is  the  right  enjoyed  by  every  mem- 
ber of  a  trade  union  in  Englsjid  and 
Sootlaod  in  regard  to  labour  contracts, 
and  I  say  that  this  same  right  ought  to 
be  extended  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
But  this  right,  whioh  was  deUberately 
and  I  believe  at  last  unanimously  given 
to  England  and  Scotland,  is  now  denied 
to  Ireland.  I  now  desire  to  refer  to 
Olauaea  6  and  7,  which,  with  Olanse  3, 
make  up  the  parts  of  a  great  plu— I 
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much  leaa  are  there  facta  to  jastif;  the 
new,  which  creates  new  crime,  for  I 
wonid  rather  have  a  hundred  new  crimes 
than  haye  even  one  new  crime  carried 
over  to  the  secret  and  irreaponeible  cog- 
nizance of  the  Minister  sitting  in  secret, 
subject  to  all  the  political  influencea 
which  must  naturally  aot  upon  him  and 
convert  him  into  a  substitute  for  the 
judicial  tribunals  oi  the  country  and  the 
rights  enjoyed  by  ub  all  before  those 
tribunals.  I  beg  to  remind  the  House 
of  what  I  have  said— so  far  at  least  as  I 
am  able  to  judge,  this  Coercion  Bill  is 
the  alternative  to  a  large  measure  of 
autonomy  for  Ireland.  We  are  not  going 
to  have  a  Ooeroion  Bill  in  Ireland  be- 
canae  Ireland  is  disturbed,  but  because 
we  have  refnaed  to  give  Ireland  the 
management  of  strictly  and  properly 
Irish  affairs.  I  understand  that  basis 
of  fact.  You  have  refused  it,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  constituencies— that  ia  to 
say,  of  the  English  constitnenoea — out- 
numbering the  rest  and  constituting  the 
lawful  and  Constitutional  majority  in 
Parliament ;  but  do  not  disguise  the  con- 
sequences. We  predicted  at  the  time 
when  the  Irish  Government  Bill  of  last 
year  was  introduced,  according  to  the 
best  of  our  forethought,  that  there  was 
no  alternative  but  coercion,  and  no  alter- 
native but  a  new  and  sterner  form  of 
coercion.  Many  of  those  who  conscien- 
tiously objected  toour  course  indignantly 
denied  the  justice  of  that  prediction,  and 
declared  in  this  House  while  announcing 
their  objections  to  that  measure  that 
they  retained  all  their  old  and  all  their 
rooted  aversion  to  Coercion  BiUs  for 
limiting  Irish  liberty  and  crimes.  What 
has  become  of  all  tbose  protestations  ? 
With  the  single  exception  of  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  and  one  or  two  other  bon. 
Members  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  pre- 
dictions have  been  fulfilled  not  only  in 
the  degree  but  very  far  beyond  the 
degree  in  which  I  could  have  supposed 
it  possible  that  they  would  have  received 
fulfilment,  and  the  country  will  have  to 
be  made  to  understand  that  the  real  and 
the  true  and  the  only  option  before  it  is 
between  a  just  and  liberal  autonomy  for 
Ireland,  wisely  regulated  in  details  but 
founded  on  the  great  principles  that  you 
have  applied  throughout  your  Empire, 
and  a  system  of  coercion  on  the  other 
side  more  grievous  than  any  that  haa 
yet  been  put  forward— more  grievous, 
Sir,  not  only  by  the  creation  of  nev 
E  \Fir»t  Kight.l 
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am  inclined  to  call  it  a  great  conspiracy — 
against  the  right  of  association  in  Ire- 
land. The  right  of  association  to  induce 
exclusive  dealing  is  struck  at  by  Clause 
3,  and  the  right  of  association  for  almost 
any  public  purpose— so  large  and  elastic 
are  the  words  of  Clauses  6  and  T — ie 
placed  in  the  hand  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  opposite.  If  I  were  an  Irish- 
man and  I  joined  a  political  association 
it  would  be  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  whether  I  became  a  criminal  by 
that  Act.  I  am  not  to  be  permitted  to 
bring  him  into  Court,  to  challenge  him 
to  a  contest  in  which  he  would  have  all 
the  advantage  of  public  administrative 
authority ;  I  am  not  to  be  permitted  to 
obtain  even  publicity  for  the  motives  of 
his  proceedings  which  may  remain 
hidden  away  in  his  own  breast ;  it  is  for 
him,  dispensing  with  Judge,  jury, 
counsel,  and  witnesses,  to  say  wb  ether  I 
am  a  criminal  or  not.  Am  I  then  not 
jnetified,  after  what  I  have  said,  in 
stating  that  there  are  two  kinds  of  coer- 
cion— the  old  and  thenew— and  that  the 
new  coercion  is  in  the  term  of  art,  no 
doubt,  a  vast  improvement,forit  ismore 
crafty,  it  ia  more  insidious,  it  is  more 
searching  and  far  reaching?  It  goes 
beyond  ul  the  wits  that  were  ever  pos- 
aeased  by  the  frsmers  of  the  old  Coercion 
Bills ;  and  it  strikes  at  the  very  root  of 
pablio  right  in  that  one  grand  subject  of 
association,  which  is  the  heart  and  pith 
of  public  right  for  a  country  like  Ireland, 
and  to  widdraw  which  is  fatal  to  its 
pnhlio  liberty.  My  contentions,  then, 
are  these — There  are  no  facts  at  all  to 
justify,  in  the  slightest  degree,  one  even 
of  the  old-fashioned  Coercion  Bills, 
which  is  no  more  to  be  compared  with 
the  present  Coercion  Bill  than  a  watch 
of  the  time  of  Queen  Elizabeth  ia  to  be 
compared  with  the  best  watch  manu- 
factured by  Mr.  Dent  to-day  or  yester- 
day, or  than  a  coach  of  the  time  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  is  to  be  compared  with 
the  beet  coach  manufactured  at  the  pre- 
sent day.  There  are  no  facts  to  justify 
one  of  the  old-fashioned  Coercion  Bills ; 
and  if  that  process  is  to  be  performed  by 
the  Oovemment  which  has  been  spon- 
taneonaly  performed  by  every  previous 
Government  at  the  earlier  stages  of  the 
discussions  on  those  painful  matters,  it 
has  got  to  be  performed  by  them  now 
under  challenge  and,  for  the  first  time, 
on  the  third  reading.  If  there  are  no 
facts  to  jaatify  the  old  Coercion  Bills 
YOI*.  OCOXTn.    fiBiBD  BJtEras."! 
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orimee,  not  only  by  substituting  Execu- 
tive discretion  or  indiscretion  for  the 
regular  and  public  action  of  the  tribunals 
in  respect  of  the  most  sacred  rights,  but 
likewise  by  that  vhich  of  all  others  is 
most  odious  among  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  the  stamp  of  pormaneiicy  which 
you  have  chosen  to  institute,  thereby 
adopting  the  principle  of  what  on  all 
former  occasions  has  been  recognized  as 
B  painful  and  a  temporary  necessity,  of 
which  Parliament  would  not  allow  the 
existence  except  for  the  shortest  period, 
and  with  a  regular  provision  for  re- 
suming its  consideration.  But  now  the 
rule — the  established  state  of  things  for 
Ireland— is  to  be  this  permanent  Bill,  as 
an  exemplification  of  the  equal  laws  and 
equal  rights  enjoyed  by  Ireland  under 
the  blessed  Bill  now  before  us.  Why, 
Sir,  are  we  to  make  this  grievous  mis- 
choice?  Isthestateof  theoouotry  suchas 
you  now  have  it,  such  as  you  are  assert- 
ing it  by  the  overwhelming  force  of  a 
Oovemment  majority,  so  precious  and 
so  valuable  in  your  eyes  P  what  I  con- 
ceive to  be  the  principle  of  old  Oonstitu- 
tional  struggles  is  that  the  resisting 
Party— what  would  then  be  called  the 
obstructing  Party— were  usually  fighting 
for  something  that,  at  any  rate,  even  if 
the  time  had  come  for  it  to  pass  away, 
was  more  or  less  great  and  noble  in 
itself.  Sometimes  it  was  the  Protestant 
religion,  sometimes  it  was  the  establish- 
ment of  Church  and  State.  On  the  first 
BeformBill,  wise  men,  many  very  wise 
men,  said— "Beware  how  you  interfere 
with  the  representative  system,  which 
has  maintained  more  uniformity  than 
you  find  in  any  other  country  in  the 
civilized  world."  Perhaps  America  had 
not  at  that  moment  fully  accomplished 
their  view.  Even  in  the  miserable  con- 
troversy, as  we  may  now  call  it,  on  the 
Com  Laws,  multitudes  of  advocates  of 
the  Com  Laws  when  that  controTersy 
began  conscientiously  believed,  however 
erroneously,  that  they  were  maintaining 
a  system  by  means  of  which  the  scale  of 
subsistence  and  of  remuneration  for  the 
British  labourer  was  maintained  at  a 
higher  rate,  and  that  he  would  lose  these 
advantages.  There  was  always,  at  any 
rate,  some  decent — sometimes  even  some 
honourable  or  some  glorious — illusion 
for  which  those  opponents  were  contend- 
What  are  you  contending  for? 


case  between  England  and  Ireland  for 
700  years  of  British  mastery  is  any- 
thing but,  upon  the  whole,  a  discredit, 
misery,  and  shame?  {^Che»rt  and  erut 
o/"No!"]  That  is  a  curiosity  which  1 
should  like  to  store  ^P^  &  museum. 
Are  there  any  ia  the  House  who  con- 
sider that  the  great  and  noble  political 
genius  of  England,  which  has  spread 
her  fame  throughout  the  world,  which 
has  earned  for  her  honour  and  praise 
even  from  enemies,  which  has  made  her 
a  rallving  point  for  those  who  are 
struggling  for  their  freedom — that  this 
great  ana  noble  genius,  which  every- 
where but  in  Ireland  has  achieved  such 
glorious  works,  may  likewise  point  to 
Ireland  and  say — "  In  a  case  where  the 
strong  had  to  deal  with  the  weak,  where 
Ireland  was  at  no  time  strong  enough  to 
assert  herself  against  me,  where  I  had 
my  own  way  so  far  as  Imperial  power 
oould  give  it,  bow  well  can  I  look  at  the 
result  ?  "  In  the  whole  Empire,  spread 
throughout  the  world,  there  is  but  a 
portion— I  will  not  enter  now  into  a 
controverted  question  with  respect  to  the 
great  mass  of  our  Oriental  fellow-sub- 
jects, though  for  my  own  part  I  should 
be  ready  to  make  the  assertion  for  tbem 
— but  there  is  not  a  piece  of  the  Queen's 
Dominions,  not  so  much  as  a  square 
yard,  which  she  holds  by  force,  but  she 
holds  Ireland  by  force.  After  700  years 
of  mastery  you  have  not  yet  learnt  that 
mastery  carries  with  it  responsibility. 
If  I  am  to  descend  from  higher  motives, 
I  own  there  are  two  oonsiderations  of  a 
very  practical  character  which  come 
home  to  my  mind,  and  they  appear  to 
me  perfectly  undeniable ;  hrst  of  all,  that 
the  present  system  of  Irish  government 
is  the  cause  of  enormous  charge  to  this 
country.  I  have  had  something  to  do 
with  the  finances  of  this  country,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  millions 
a- year  are  to  be  saved  by  substituting  a 
sound  for  an  unsound  system  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland — that  is,  by  grant- 
ing to  Ireland  a  free,  though  a  guarded, 
liberty  of  managing  her  own  coucems. 
The  expenditure  of  vast  sums  of  money 
might  be  saved  which  ia  now  used  for 
the  purpose  of  earning  and  s^gravating 
discontent,  which  grows  year  by  year 
with  the  increase  of  civilization  and  with 
the  general  decrease  of  crime.  I  do  not 
understand  why  it  is  so  precious  in  your 


la  there  one  who  will  rise  from  that   eyes.     I  do  not  suppose  that  anyoDfl 
Bench  who  will  say  that  the  state  of  the  I  will  deny  that  Ireland  and  Irish  affairs 
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are  the  great  cause  of  tbo  melanoholy, 
lamentable,  aod  disgraceful  paralyus  of 
Farliamant.  There  I  imagine  we  are 
all  aaaiiimoua,  but  you  cliag  to  that 
miserable  mischief  as  if  it  were  a  trea- 
sure and  a  delight.  I  cannot  under- 
stand it.  Ton  know  that  the  literature 
of  the  world  is  against  you.  f£ViM  of 
"  No ! "  and  chmrt.']  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, whom  I  hare  not  the  honour  of 
seeing,  have  the  kindness  to  mention  to 
me  a  single  author  in  European  litera- 
ture who  has  reviewed  the  relationn 
between  England  and  Ireland,  and  the 
history  of  those  relations,  and  who  says 
that  their  condition  is  honourable  to 
England  ?  I  do  not  understand  him  to 
answer  the  challenge.  But,  perhaps, 
what  he  means  is  not  that  the  bterature 
of  the  world — which  is  the  ezpiesstonof 
its  permanent  judgment  in  these  matters 
—is  not  against  us,  but  that  the  litera- 
ture of  the  world  is  quite  wrong.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  have  the  faculty  of 
wrapping  themsslTes  up  in  a  self-content 
of  that  nature.  To  me  I  confess  it  is 
one  of  the  most  grierous  and  painful 
considerations  that  I  know.  I  do  not 
Speak  of  newspapers,  because  I  presume 
that  upon  all  subjeots  there  wiUoe  great 
varieties  in  the  mere  momentary  opinion 
of  the  day.  I  have  not  intentionally 
exaggerated ;  I  have  sought  to  inform 
myaelf,  and  so  far  as  lam  abletojudge, 
whereas  there  were  men  who  would 
have  defended  the  conduct  of  Austria  in 
Italy,  and  whereas  there  were  even  men 
who  would  have  defended  the  oonduot  of 
BuBSia  in  Poland,  yon  will  hardly  find — 
I  have  neror  known  yet  that  you  would 
find  in  a  single  case — a  writer  worthy  of 
bearing  that  name  who  has — as  I  have 
said — reviewed  the  case  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  who  is  ready  to 
f've  you  the  benefit  of  his  support. 
here  is  a  broad  and  marked  distinction 
between  this  case  and  the  other  great 
Constitational  struggles  in  which  the 
Party  opposite  has  in  numberless  times 
past  gallantly  engaged  and  has  uni- 
formly been  defeated — there  is  this  one 
very  broad  and  marked  distinotioo,  that 
in  this  oase  I  do  not  understand  what  it 
is  they  profess  to  be  fighting  for.  I  see 
that  they  profess  to  be  fighting  for  one 
thing  at  least — namely,  the  union  of  the 
Empire— in  which  we  are  most  desirous 
to  join,  and  in  which  we  think  it  as 
ridiculous  to  charge  disunion  upon  us  as 
they  think  it  riduculous  to  charge  dis- 
noioo  npon  them.    In  these  things  we 


ought  to  be  united.  In  this  present 
controversy  they  appear  to  me  to  be 
fighting  for  something  which  means 
nothing  but  hatred  between  the  two 
countries,  which  means  nothing  but  to 
produce  waste  of  public  treasure,  which 
means  nothing  but  stopping  the  trans- 
action of  your  own  vital  and  necessary 
business;  and,  finally,  which  means 
nothing  but  incurring  the  judgment  and 
condemnation  of  the  civilized  world. 
Sir,  these  things  cannot  last.  In  the 
faith  that  they  will  not  last,  and  in  the 
faith  that  every  single  manful  protest 
will  tend  to  bring  them  nearer  the  day 
of  their  doom,  I  move  tfae  rejection  of 
thisBiU. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  three  months."— (Jfr.  ffT  H.   Glad- 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  chief  SEOEETAItY  Foa  TEE- 
LAND  (Ur.  A.  J.  BAtroTJa)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  who  has  'just  sat  down  con- 
cluded his  speech  by  asking  a  question. 
He  asked  us  what  was  the  cause  for 
which  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
were  fighting,  and  he  drew  a  parallel 
between  the  Unionist  Party  of  to-day 
and  the  Conservative  Party  of  previous 
times,  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Unionist  Party  of  to-day.  I  will  tell 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  I  conceive 
ourselves  to  be  fighting  for.  We  may 
be  under  an  illusion ;  but  it  is,  at  all 
events,  an  ungenerous  illusion.  We 
believe  that  in  passing  this  Bill  we  are 
doing  that  whioh  is  necessary,  whethw 
Home  Bule  be  granted  or  be  not 
granted,  for  preserving  the  rights  of 
minorities  in  Ireland — of  preserving 
those  elementary  principles  of  law  with- 
out which  Irelana,  be  it  associated  with 
this  country  or  be  it  divorced  from  this 
oountry,  never  can  be  a  prosperous 
country.  And  we  believe  more  than 
that;  we  believe  that  by  passing  this 
Bill,  which  is  a  necessary  preliminary  to 
all  other  measures  for  the  amelioradon 
of  the  condition  of  Iceland,  we  are 
taking  an  essential  and  a  necessary  step 
towards  preserving  a  united  Empire,  for 
which  tlie  right  hou.  Gentleman  pro- 
fesses to  have  so  great  a  regard.  Now^ 
I  am  afraid  I  am  put  up  at  rather  an 
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ineODTenient  time;  but  it  ie  neceasarjr 
for  me,  in  following  tbe  rigbt  hon.  Oea- 
tleman,  to  proceed  step  b;  step  through 
the  speech  to  whioh  we  have  just  lis- 
tened. The  right  hon.  Qsntleman  began 
by  telling  us,  to  my  great  surprise,  that 
the  policy  we  are  pursuing  ie  an  alter- 
satire  policy— a  policy  alteraative  to 
Home  Rule  ;  and,  tberefore,  lie  himself, 
by  anticipation,  answered  the  question 
which  he  put  at  the  end  as  to  what  it 
wae  we  were  fighting  for.  If  it  be  true 
that  this  policy  is  an  alternative  policy, 
there  is  no  further  recommendation  re- 
qiured  to  oommend  it  to  the  favourable 
attention  of  the  House.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  bring  in,  as 
if  it  was  relevant  to  the  issue  before  the 
House,  the  general  crime  in  England  as 
compared  with  the  amount  in  Ireland. 
I  am  not  going  to  follow  him  through 
his  figures  on  that  point ;  but  it  appears 
to  me  the  whole  quotation  is  perfectly 
illusory  and  totally  irrelevant.  When 
some  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  and  tells  us  that 
in  agricultural  Eegland  intimidation 
exists  in  the  sense  in  which  it  exists  in 
Ireland;  when  be  tells  us  that  in 
agricultural  England  crime  cannot  be 
punished  because  witnesses  ore  intimi- 
dated ;  when  crime  cannot  be  punished 
because  juries  refuse  to  do  their  du^ — 
when  he  can  get  up  and  point  to  such 
lists  of  ^rarian  cnme  as  those  which 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  the  last  two  years,  then  it  will 
be  time  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
get  ap  and  ask  us  why  in  common  con- 
sistency ws  do  not  pass  a  Coercion  Bill 
for  England  ;  but  until  that  time  cnme, 
how  foolish  it  is  to  ask  us  to  abandon  a 
remedy  which  we  think  suited  to  the 
evils  of  Ireland,  or  to  apply  it  to  Eng- 
land, for  which  we  think  it  is  not  suited 
by  reason  of  any  evils  existing  in  this 
country. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  said 
that  you  dared  not  apply  it  to  England. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  attacked  me  for  the 
method  in  which  I  have  dealt  with  etatis- 
tios,  and  he  told  me  I  have  not  followed 
a  praodoe  univeraal  with  all  my  Frede- 
oessors,  and  did  not  bring  forward  spe- 
cial statistios  in  order  to  justify  a  Ooer- 
oion  Bill,  I  must  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  what  I  have  before  had  to 
tell  the  House.  The  existing  system  of 
•tatlstics  in  Ireland  was  adopted  in  1881, 
Jfr.  A.  J.  Bal/avr 


and  iu  1S82  it  was  considered  adequate 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  facts 
BO  furnished,  and  I  conceive  myself  not 
departing  from  the  Hue  of  my  duty  if  I 
follow  tbe  precedent  which  he  set  with 
regard  to  special  statistics.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  accuse 
me  of  personal  discourte^  to  himself, 
because  I  had  not  corrected  htm  across 
the  floor  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
some  statistics  which  be  erroneously 
gave  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Not  a 
single  figure.  Ton  did  not  correct  me 
when  I  begged  jou  to  do  so. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  entirely 
forget  the  incident  to  which  the  right 
bon.  Gientleman  refers;  but  I  may  re- 
mind him  of  the  facts  connected  with 
that  error,  which  was  that  the  figures 
were  not  correct,  and  if  I  did  not  correct 
them  across  the  floor  of  the  House 
they  were  corrected  by  a  Oabinet  Mi- 
nister ;  and  yet,  after  that  correction, 
the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  again  came 
down  to  the  House  and  again  repeated 
the  inoorrect  figures.  The  error  in  the 
amount  of  crime  was  about  106  agrarian 
offences.  Now,  106  serious  crimes  may 
not  seem  much  to  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Not 
agrarian. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken.  They  were 
agrsrian.  But  106  is  very  much  in 
excess  of  the  total. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  109. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  109  is 
very  much  in  excess  of  tbe  total  amount 
of  agrarian  crime  existing  in  Ireland 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  began 
that  series  of  Irish  reforms  of  which  he 
is  BO  proud.  While  I  am  on  statistics,  I 
must  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  use 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  of  statistics,  which  I  think  has 
created  very  serious  misconception  in 
the  country.  The  House  may  recollect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
down  here  and  gave  us  some  figures 
with  regard  to  evictions  in  Ireland 
during  tne  present  Reign — allegations 
founded  on  the  authority  of  a  gentleman 
whom  he  described  as  an  eminent  statis- 
tician. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  gave 
his  name. 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right;  he  gara 
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the  authority,  and  tho  authority  wbb  a 
oertain  Mr.  Mulball.  I  was  astounded 
at  those  figures ;  they  were  such  as  I 
think  nohody  the  least  acquainted  with 
Irish  atatieticB  would  have  known  to  be 
correct.  I  have  examined  this  point, 
and  will  the  House  believe  me  when  I 
wy  that  in  those  figures  Ur.  Hnlball's 
method  of  proceeding  had  been  his.  He 
has  taken  the  Gkivemmeat  Betum,  which 
gave  him  in  two  columns  the  number  of 
families  and  the  number  of  persons 
evicted.  He  has  deliberately  selected 
the  column  containing  the  number  of 
persons ;  he  has  treated  that  column  as 
if  it  consisted  of  families,  and  be  has 
chosen  to  assume  that  the  Irish  family 
consists  of  seven  persons,  and  he  has 
multiplied  the  number  of  evictions  by 
seven  in  consequence.  And  those  are 
the  figures  whicb,  on  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  are  now  quoted 
in  newspaper  after  newspaper ;  they  re- 
ceive a  currency  which  they  never  would 
otherwise  obtain,  and  they  are  used  in 
every  quarter  of  England  to  excite  pre- 
judice u;ainst  the  landlord  class  and  to 
throw  additional  weight  of  disgrace  upon 
English  rule  in  Ireland.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  went  on  to  attack  the 
statisiioal  defeats  of  our  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  perfectly  aware 
that  while  I  have  always  maintained 
that  we  have  a  justification  for  our  Bill 
founded  on  atatistics  alone,  we  have 
never  relied  upon  these  chiefiy  or  prin- 
dpaily.  We  have  always  relied  in  large 
meosuro  upon  that  condition  of  social 
disorganization  and  tyrauny  to  wbiob 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  so  far 
as  I  cao  recollect,  made  not  a  single 
allusion  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
But,  Sir,  what  is  the  case  upon  the 
figurea?  On  a  previous  occasion  I 
pointed  out  that  if  we  had  no  justifi- 
cation on  the  figures  for  our  Bill  the 
case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1S70  muBt  have  been  bod  indeed.  The 
actual  figures  of  grave  crime  were,  in 
1869,  370. 

Mn.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE:  Is  that 
]fr.  Fortescne'e  statement  ? 

Ua.  A.  J.  BALTOim:  I  believe  it 
was.  I  may  eay  (in  reference  to  Hi. 
W.  £.  Gladstone's  frequent  interrup- 
tions) that  I  refrained  very  carefully 
from  interfering  with  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
I  believe  that  the  figures,  according  to 
Vr.  Forteacue's  statement,  ore  exactly 
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these — In  1869  (excluding  threatening 
letters),  370,  while  in  1 886  they  amounted 
to  767.  So,  if  our  case  is  bad,  how  bad 
must  tho  cose  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  have  been  when  he  passed  the 
Coercion  Bill  in  1870?  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we  do  not 
found  our  ai^uments  on  the  positive  . 
statistics,  hut  on  the  increase  in  the 
relative  amount  of  crime.  He  would 
say  that  we  should  be  justified  in  intro- 
dudng  a  Bill  in  1870  because  crime  was 
increasing,  but  tbat  we  were  not  justi- 
fied now,  because,  altbough  there  has 
been  an  increase,  it  has  not  been  very 
great.  I  traverse  altogether  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  bun.  Qentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  be  in 
the  frame  of  mind  that  all  the  Irish 
criminals  have  got  to  do  is  not  to  increase 
the  amount  of  crime,  and  that  if  they  do 
not  increase  it  the  amount  must  be  con- 
sidered normal,  and  ought  not  to  be 
considered  by  English  statesmen.  We 
do  not  take  that  view.  We  take  the 
view — and  I  think  it  is  justified  by 
common  senee — that  if  agrarian  crime 
exists  to  tbis  extent,  combined— as  it  is 
combined — with  intimidation  and  dis- 
organization, it  requires  the  instant  at- 
tention and  care  of  the  Legislature, 
whether  crime  be  increasing  or  not. 
Obaeive  to  what  absurdity  the  opposite 
contention  lands  you;  1870  was  a  year 
in  which  the  great  reforms  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  had  time  to 
operate.  The  Irish  Oburch  Bill  was 
passed  the  year  before,  and  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  was  passed  the  same  year ; 
but  they  could  not  have  produced  their 
full  ameliorative  effects.  The  Land  Bill 
of  1881  was  in  the  dim  and  distant 
future ;  and,  therefore,  the  contention  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  amounts  to 
this,  that  in  1870  an  amount  of  crime — 
not  much  more  than  half  what  it  is  now 
— was  not  to  be  tolerated,  but  that  now, 
when  this  House  haa  been  occupied  in 
passing  measure  after  measure  for  the 
amelioration  of  Ireland,  we  are  quietly 
to  acquiesce  in  a  state  of  things  incom- 
parably worse  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman supposed  tbat  he  was  justified  in 
legislating  for  in  1870.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemnn  went  on  to  make  an 
observation  which  he  has  made  in  public 
before,  and  which  deserves  the  serious 
attention  of  the  House.  He  told  ns  that 
there  would  have  been  no  obstruction  to 
Uiis  Bill  if  we  had  consented  to  modify 
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it  is  the  direction  vhicb  suited  him- 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not 
ea.3  thai. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  think  the 
rig^bt  hon.  Gsntleman  said — "  If  we  bad 
oonsented  to  omit  certain  provisiona,  to 
which  he  took  strong  exception." 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No,  no ! 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR :  You  did  not 
say  that  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  said,  if 
the  Government  bad  brought  inaCrimes 
Bill,  and  not  a  Bill  against  aesociation?, 
in  my  opinion  they  would  not  have  spent 
more  that  a  fourth  part  of  the  lime  they 
have  now  spent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  think  i 
the  statement  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man differs  tmm  what  I  said.  If  we 
reduced  the  Bill  to  the  condition  of  a 
Orimea  Bill  by  omitting  certain  prO' 
vlBions  to  which  he  objects,  and  if  we 
omitted  those  provisions,  he  pFomises  us 
that  we  should  have  got  the  Bill  through 
the  House  much  earlier.  If  a  threat  of 
ObBtrnction  is  to  be  used  in  that  manner, 
a  more  deadly  blow  is  struck  at  tbe  in- 
dependence and  usefulneBB  of  this  House 
than  has  ever  been  umed  at  it  before. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 

Suot«  a  statement  which  he  says  he 
eard  from  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland — Mr.  Justice  Holmee.  I  do 
not  think  he  gave  the  date,  but  that 
not  material.  The  statement  which  he 
has  put  in  the  mouth  of  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes  is  that  under  Section  2  of  the 
Act  new  orlmes  are  created.  I  feel  cer- 
tain that  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  never 
made  any  assertion  of  the  kind,  and  the 
reason  I  say  so  is  that  I  was  in  constant 
consultation  and  communication  with 
that  Gentleman  throughout  every  stagi 
of  this  Bill.  He  has  over  and  over  again 
assured  me  in  private  of  what  thi 
present  Irish  Attorney  General  (Mr 
Gibson)  will  assure  the  House — that 
under  Section  2  of  the  Bill  no  new  crime 
is  created.  It  is  true  that  in  a  certain 
technical  sense,  which  I  explained  be- 
fore to  the  House,  Clause  6  does  create 
a  new  offence.  It  creates  a  new  offence 
exactly  in  tbe  same  manner  as  the  pro- 
olamation  of  tbe  Biot  Act  creates  a  new 
offence,  and  in  no  other.  I  do  not  speak 
from  my  own  legal  knowledge,  but  I  am 
advised  by  those  in  whom  I  have  con- 
fidence that  under  Clause  2  no  new 
offence  is  created.  The  right  hon. 
Xr.  A..  J.  Bal/om- 


'  Gentleman  appears  to  draw  a  very  wide 
distinction  between  this  Bill  and  the 
previous  Bills  which  he  has  had  a  hand 
in  passing  ;  and  he  made  a  very  power- 
ful and  eloquent  reference  to  tbe  fact 
that  the  whole  execution  under  Clause  6 
would  rest  in  the  Executive  of  Ireland, 
embodied  in  my  person,  and  that  he  had 
a  very  moderate  amount  of  confidence  in 
the  way  it  is  to  be  exercised.  I  am  not 
going  to  defend  beforehand  the  manner 
in  which  the  powers  of  this  Bill  are  to 
be  exercised ;  but  I  deny  that  in  giving 
the  Executive  powers  of  that  kind  any 
new  departure  is  made  in  exceptional 
criminal  legislation  for  Ireland.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  before 
making  this  statement,  ought  to  have 
revived  his  recollectiDu  as  to  the  contents 
of  previous  Coercion  Acts.  Under  the 
Act  of  1870,  it  actually  is  in  the  power 
of  any  magistrate,  on  suspicion,  to  com- 
mit a  man  for  six  months'  hard  labour 
because,  being  out  in  enspicious  circum- 
stances, he  does  not  choose  to  give  an 
account  of  himself.  Does  any  provisiiDn 
in  this  Bill  approach  the  severity  of  an 
enactment  of  this  kind?  But  that  is 
not  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
wben  he  talks  of  special  criminal  legis- 
latioQ  for  Ireland,  has  only  taken  ac- 
count of  the  Act  of  1882.  Has  be 
forgotten  the  Act  of  1881  f  That 
Act  was  a  simple  and  short  Statute, 
which  put  in  the  hands  of  tbe  then  Irish 
Executive  the  power  to  imprison  whom 
they  liked  for  what  they  liked  on  sus- 
picion,   and    for    such   time    as    they 

Mb'.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  pur- 
pose was  strictly  defined. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Without  cause 
shown,  it  rested  on  Mr.  Forster  to  im- 
prison whom  he  liked  under  the  Act  of 
1881 — a  power  not  only  in  excess  of 
that  given  to  us  by  this  Bill,  but  so  far 
in  excess  that  there  is  no  common 
ground  of  comparison  between  the  two. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  both  in  and 
out  of  the  House,  has  told  the  people  of 
the  country  that  we  are  departing  abso- 
lutely from  all  Liberal  traditions  in  the 
matter.  He  says  the  things  we  propose 
to  do  under  this  Bill  have  never  been 
done  by  a  Tory  Government.  No,  Sir, 
but  they  have  been  done  by  a  Liberal 
Government,  the  head  of  which  was  the 
igbt  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Ma.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co..  N.): 
And  you  aupported  hiq. 
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Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  it  ie  per- 
fectly true  that  io  those  days  the 
minority  of  the  House  were  ia  the  habit 
of  supporting  the  Qovernment  of  the 
day  in  the  maintenanos  of  law  and 
order.  Then  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
went  on  to  draw  a  comparison  between 
trades  onions  and  the  oombi nations  of 
tenants  in  Ireland.  I  oaDQot  conceive  a 
greater  insult  to  the  trades  unions  of  this 
country  than  to  compare  them  with  the 
organisations  of  which  he  apoke.  Those 
organizations  are  half  political  in  their 
object — that  is  a  emnll  matter ;  but  the 

folitloal  object  at  which  they  aim  is  the 
ismemberment  of  the  Empire.  One  of 
the  political  means  by  which  tbey  seek 
to  attain  that  end  is  the  avowed  destruc- 
tion of  a  particular  class  in  the  com- 
munity, and  they  are  supported  by  money 
obtained  from  persons  living  in  America, 
of  whom  the  beet  thing  that  can  be  said 
is  that  they  are  hostile  and  bitter 
enemies  of  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  tells  us  that  Boycotting  is 
allowed  to  the  trades  unions  in  this 
country. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  never 
mentioned  Boycotting. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  IHs  perfectly 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Qsntlemaa  de- 
scribed it  OS  "exclusive  dealing,"  but 
he  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  use  the 
more  familiar  expression  of  "  Boy- 
cotting." He  says,  in  effect,  that  Boy* 
ootting,  or  exclusive  dealing,  was  not 
forbidden  by  law  to  trades  unions.  I 
■m  iuforoied,  however,  that  conspiracy 
to  Boycott  is  an  offence  at  common  law 
by  the  law  of  this  country  as  well  as  by 
the  law  of  Ireland.  It  is,  therefore, 
actually  illegal  at  this  moment.  But 
notice  this  great  difference  between  the 
ease  of  the  trades  unions  and  the  case  of 
the  Irish  tenants.  Trades  unions  are  for- 
bidden by  law  to  do  certain  things  in 
the  way  of  coercing  fellow  workmen — to 
picket  and  annoy.  In  Ireland  Boy- 
cotting corresponds  to  picketing  and 
annoying  ;  and  if  we  carry  out  the  Act 
of  1875  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  tenants, 
there  waa  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
the  I^egislature  would  think  it  necessary 
to  prohibit  Boycotting  in  their  case  as 
picketing  and  annoyance  were  forbidden 
in  the  case  of  trades  unions.  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  for- 
jp)tten  some  of  his  own  statements.  On 
May  24,  1882,  the  right  bon.  Qentleman 
used  these  words— 


"What  l»  meant  by 'Boycotting;  i"  Inthe 
first  place,  it  is  combined  intimidHtion.  In  tho 
lecond  place,  it  is  combined  intimidattoa  made 
DEe  of  tor  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  private 
lilwrty  of  choice  by  fear  of  min  and  etsrva- 

Db.  TANNER(CorkOo.,  Mid):  Hear, 
hear.  It  was  done  to  me,  Sir,  and  so  I 
know  all  about  it. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say— 

"  In  the  third  placo,  that  being  what  '  Boy- 
cotting" it  in  Itself,  we  moat  look  to  thi»~ 
tbat  the  creed  of  '  Boycotting,*  tike  every 
other  creed,  require!  a  sanction  ;  and  the  sana- 
tion of  '  BoycottioKi'  that  which  standi  in  the 
rear  of  '  Boycotting,'  and  by  which  alone 
'  Boycotting  '  con  in  the  long  run  ba  made  tho- 
roughly efFucLive — is  the  murder  vhich  is  not 
to  be  denouncod,"— (3  Hantard,  [169]  1561.) 
There  is  a  further  passage  of  great 
interest.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

' '  I  may  have  said,  and  I  say  now,  that  I  have 
a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  ona  mac  rather 
than  another,  and  oven  to  tell  people  that  T  om 
doing  so ;  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with 
combined  intimidation  exercised  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inflicting  ruin  and  driving  men  to  do 
what  they  do  not  want  to  do,  and  preventing 
them  from  doing  what  tbej^  have  a  nght  to  do. 
That  is  illegal,  and  that  is  the  illegality  re- 
commended by  the  hnn,  Qentleman ;  and  it  is 
plain  that  those  who  recommend  and  sanction 
anch  illegality  are  responsible  for  other  ille- 
galities, even  thongU  they  do  not  directly 
sanction  them." — {Ibid  tf>S2.) 

I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  the  moral  of  the  last  sentence. 
But  what  do  we  think  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attitude  in  this  case  F  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  it 
right  entirely  to  alter  his  policy  on  the 
Irish  Uuestion.  Of  that  I  make  no  com- 
plaint ;  let  him  do  that  if  he  pleases, 
and  let  him  also  drag  the  whole  of  his 
Party  with  him  in  that  remarkably 
sharp  curve  which  he  has  described. 
Tbat  is  a  matter  to  be  settled  between 
him  and  his  followerB.  But  wh^  I 
complain  of  is  that  when  he  thinks  fit  to 
change  his  opinion  the  whole  system  of 
morality  under  which  we  live  is  to  be 
changed  also,  and  that  what  was  wrong, 
immoral,  and  illegal  in  1882  is  to  become 
legal,  moral,  and  right,  and  to  be  sedu- 
lously and  religiou^y  preserved  by  the 
United  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  I  may  remind  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  while  on  the  subject  of 
statistics,  that  while  in  the  two  months 
of  the  beginning  of  this  quarter,  with 
regard  to  which  the  statistics  haveb    ~ 
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laid  on  the  Table,  a.  decided  improve- 
rnent  is  visible  in  Ireland,  due,  I  be- 
lieve, entirely  to  the  bringing  in  of  tbia 
CoeroionAct.  Unfortunately  in  the  month 
that  has  juet  ended,  and  for  which  the 
BtatisticB  are  not  on  the  Table,  there  has 
been  a  relapse,  due  almost  entirely  to 
the  inflammatory  speeches  of  Mr. 
Dftvitt.  The  actual  figures,  broadly 
speaking,  are  these — During  the  lt< 
months  which  immediately  succeeded 
the  dropping  of  the  Grimes  Act  of  1885 
the  average  per  month  was  52  serious 
crimes.  The  monthly  average  during 
the  June  quarter  was  48,  Zoning  a 
very  small  improrement.  But  during 
this  June,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  serious 
Crimea  have  risen  to  6'2,  or  10  in  excess 
ol  the  monthly  average  between  1885 
and  1887.  And  while  in  last  June  the 
number  of  serious  crimes  was  62,  in  the 
June  which  preceded  the  Act  of  1870 
the  number  of  serious  crimes  was  six. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  tells  ua  we 
are  interfering  with  the  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people  by  passing  unequal  laws 
which  we  dare  not  extend  to  England. 
Well,  an  appeal  to  liberty  has  been  from 
time  immemorial  the  stock  peroration 
among  baffled  statesmen.  But  before 
we  take  in  vain  the  most  honoured  name 
in  the  whole  political  vocabulary  it  would 
be  well  fo  ask  what  is  the  kind  of  free- 
dom that  we  are  supposed  to  interfere 
with.  Is  it  the  freedom  whose  progress 
is  marked  by  general  security,  by  the 
increase  of  pnbhc  credit,  by  the  decrease 
of  pauperism,  by  the  decrease  of 
poverty,  by  the  decrease  of  crime,  by 
the  increase  of  mutual  goodwill,  by  the 
exercise  of  each  man's  right  to  do  that 
which  it  is  his  lawful  right  to  do,  and 
by  the  unrestricted  reign  of  law  ?  Is 
that  the  liberty  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  recommends,  or  is  it  that 
mis-called  liberty  which  is  dogged  by 
crime,  which  controls  lawful  action ;  is 
it  the  freedom  of  the  Moonlighter  to 
pursue  his  midnight  assassinations,  and 
whiob  is  marked  by  the  impotence  of  the 
law  and  the  omnipotence  of  terrorism  ? 
That  is  the  freedom  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  asks  us  to  bow  down  to,  and 
to  pay  worship  to.  But  we  cultivate 
that  other  freedom  whose  fruits  are  pros- 
perity, individual  liberty,  and  social 
harmony ;  and  it  is  as  a  contribution  to 
that  cause  that  we  ask  the  House  now 
to  read  this  Bill  a  third  time. 
Mr.  A,  J.  Batfour 


Mh.  0.  H.  SPENCER  (Northampton, 
Mid]  said,  he  must  protest  as  strongly 
as  he  could  against  a  Bill  which  he  con- 
sidered, notwithstanding  the  speech  of 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  to  be  absolutely  un- 
necessary and  unjust.  The  right  bon. 
Qentleman  attributed  the  decrease  of 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  to  the  intro- 
duction of  tbii  Coercion  Gill ;  hat  he 
(Mr.  C.  B.  Spencer)  believed  the  quiet 
state  of  the  country  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  people  felt  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  English  people  were  in 
unison  with  them,  and  that  Uiey  had  the 
support  of  the  popular  constituencies  of 
this  country.  In  I8B1  there  was  a  very 
large  amount  of  crime  in  Ireland,  as 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  himself  ^ad- 
mitted; and  when  the  Liberal  Party 
had  to  pass  a  Grimes  Act  at  that  period 
it  was  with  sorrow  and  not  with  jubila- 
tion, and  also  because  they  felt  that  it 
safeguarded  liberty  as  muoh  as  possible 
under  the  circumstances,  while  at  the 
same  time  it  was  only  of  temporary 
duration.  No  doubt  Bills  of  great 
stringency  had  often  been  introduced 
for  the  government  of  Ireland ;  but  he 
believed  this  was  the  first  which  was  un- 
limited in  duration,  and  he  had  heard 
no  good  reason  assigned  why  it  should 
be  made  perpetual.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  people  of  this  country  would 
approve  an  exceptional  Act  of  that  cha- 
racter being  ap|3ied  to  Ireland  for  ever. 
He  had  seen  something  of  the  working 
of  a  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland,  and, 
although  he  believed  that  it  had  been 
justly  and  fairly  carried  out,  he  did  not 
feel  that  such  legislation  had  done  good 
in  the  long  run  for  Ireland.  He  felt 
that  something  must  be  done  for  Ire- 
land in  the  way  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  sketched 
out. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditob, 
Hoxton)  said,  be  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  when  the  Cloture 
Resolution  was  under  discussion  he  sup- 

tiorted  an  Amendment  upon  that  Beso- 
ution,  which  had  for  its  object  to  ex- 
clude from  its  operation  any  alteration 
or  amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law,  He 
remembered  on  that  occasion  that  the 
argnments  which  were  used  by  those 
who  took  that  view  were  that  the 
security  and  safety  of  the  country,  as 
depending  upon  ita  Criminal  Law,  was 
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a  thing  which  should  not  be  lightly 
or  raahl]'  interfered  with,  aad  jet  the 
first  and  the  only  application  of  the  clo- 
Burs  syatem  in  tliat  Houae  had  been  to 
carry  through  a  measure  of  a  very 
draatio  character,  effecting  a  consider- 
able alteration  in  the  Oriminal  Law  of 
Ireland.  The  present  Bill  was  a  Bill 
which  largely  dealt  with  the  condition 
of  jury  trial.  Now,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  Bill  which  they  were  now  paas- 
ing  was  one  which  in  America  and  many 
Other  Legislaturea it  would  beimpoaaible 
for  the  Legialature  to  peea,  or,  if  it  were 
to  pass,  it  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
law.  In  the  6th  amended  Article  of 
the  American  Constitution,  it  was  said 
that  in  all  oriminal  prosecations  the 
accused  should  enjoy  the  right  of  a 
speedy  and  public  trial  by  an  impartial 
jury  of  the  State  and  district  wherein 
the  crime  should  be  committed.  They 
were  about  to  deprive  Ireland  by  this 
Bill  in  perpetuity  of  certain  rights  by 
means  of  the  operation  of  a  Closure 
Bule  which  went  on  the  basis  of  other 
Legislatures,  but  which,  when  operating 
npon  the  (Mminal  Law,  without  the 
safeguards  such  aa  he  had  indicated  in 
the  American  Constitution,  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly dangeroua  thing.  There  were 
three  charaoteriatics  of  the  Bill  which 
were  wholly  objectionable.  In  the  first 
place,  it  struck  at  association,  and  in 
the  case  of  Irish  tenants  made  action 
punishable  which  would  not  be  punish- 
able in  thecase  of  English  trades  unions. 
The  words  were — "To  induce  any  per- 
son not  to  work  for  any  pereoa  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade."  This  which 
was  thus  rendered  criminal  in  the  Irish 
tenant  was  exactly  what  was  permitted 
to  the  English  trades  unionist.  It 
waa  remarkable  that  when  the  trades 
nnions  outrages  took  place  in  this  coun- 
try, precisely  the  same  language  was 
used  with  respect  to  trades  unions,  which 
then  were  not  legalized,  as  was  need 
now  of  the  Irish  Kationaliet  Party  and  of 
the  National  League.  The  next  evil  of 
the  Bill  was  that  it  made  the  Criminal 
Law  in  any  portion  of  Ireland  depen- 
dent upon  the  discretion  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  In  this  there  was  great 
danger,  for  the  Qovernment  would  have 


consisted  in  the  substitution  of  definite 
law  for  discretion ;  yet  here,  at  the  ab- 
solute  discretion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  was  to  say,  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Ifr,  Balfour)  an  action 
might  be  oriminal  or  not,  and  the  method 
of  procedure  by  which  the  accused  was 
tried  might  be  this  one  day  and  that  the 
other.  ThethirdgreateviloftheBill  was 
that  the  changes  which  it  effected  in  the 
law  were  not  to  be  temporary,  but  per- 
manent. This  Bill  proposed  to  hand  over 
not  the  women  of  Kegent  Street,  but  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland  to  police  evi- 
dence and  police  magistrates.  With  re- 
gard to  riotous  meetings,  he  believed  it 
would  be  dangerous  toentruat  the  Resi- 
dent Uafrietrates  with  the  powers  con- 
ferred on'them  by  this  Bill.  Their  de- 
finition of  "riotous"  was  not  to  be 
trusted.  In  Dungannon  a  gentleman 
had  been  prevented  from  addressing  a 
meeting  from  his  own  doorsteps,  and 
what  was  a  perfectly  peaceable  meeting 
waa  proclaimed.  Sometime  afterwards 
he  went  to  a  meeting  at  Omagh,  and 
found  the  walla  placarded  by  the 
Loyalists,  calling  on  their  supportere  to 
assemble  in  their  tbousanda  to  oppoae 
the  rebels  and  assassins.  It  was 
deemed  unadvisable  bi  prevent  an  Eng- 
lish gentleman  from  addressing  a  meet- 
ing there,  and  so  a  meeting,  attended 
by  12,000  people,  was  held  without  any 
disturbance  whatever,  though  400  police 
and  about  200  soldiera  were  stationed 
in  the  town.  It  would  have  been  pro- 
claimed, he  believed,  if  no  English  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  had  been  present,  for 
its  circumstances  did  not  differ  from 
that  proclaimed  a  few  days  previously 
at  Dungannon.  This  Bill  attempted 
to  grapple  with  Boycotting.  It  was 
quite  impossible  for  any  law  to  do  so 
successfully.  In  Ulster  there  was  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  Boycotting  of  Home 
Bulers,  and  no  attempt  would  be  made 
by  the  Government  to  put  this  down 
under  the  power  conferred  by  the  Bill. 
A  friend  of  bia  had  told  him  that  he  had 
in  his  linen  factory  four  overseers  who 
were  Orangemen.  In  the  course  of  bis 
buainesB  it  was  necessary  to  take  ap- 
prentices to  those  overseers,  and  he 
took  one  of  the  most  promising  boys  in 
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any  of  tliese  Fapiafs  a  trade."  The  em- 
ployer iiiBisted  on  hia  keeping  the  boy, 
and  the  result  wae  that  all  four  over- 
seei^  went  away  from  Belfast  and  left 
their  employer  in  the  lurch.  Did  not 
that  sort  of  Boycotting  deaerve  procla- 
matioQ  and  paniahment  aa  much  as  any 
other  ?  Did  it  not  aa  much  aa  any  other 
deprive  ita  victim  of  the  opportunity  of 
earning  a  living  ?  He  did  not  believe 
either  could  be  prevented  by  lav.  They 
would  probably  betold  that  by  this  debate 
on  the  third  reading  they  were  obstruct- 
ing the  reforms  wmob  the  Government 
wwhed  to  introduce ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  ahow  them  their  reforms, 
they  would  help  to  carry  them  through 
the  House,  aa  they  had  done  in  the  oaae 
of  the  Coal  Hinea  Regulation  Bill.  The 
fact  waa  all  that  the  Government 
really  wanted  to  carry  was  this  Coercion 
Bill.  On  that  side  of  the  House  they 
opposed  the  Bill  because  they  wanted  to 
get  at  the  Bueinesa  of  England ;  they 
did  not  believe  that  the  eternal  queslion 
of  Ireland  would  be  got  rid  of  merely 
by  passing  this  Bill.  They  had  opposed 
this  Bill  in  the  hope,  which  had  now 
proved  vain,  that  they  would  induce  the 
Government  to  abandon  a  policy  which 
had  failed  for  nearly  a  century,  and 
m^ht  induce  it  to  bring  in  remedial 
measures  (or  Ireland,  which,  even  though 
they  might  not  solve  the  Irish  question, 
might,  at  least,  aecure  a  breathing  time 
for  English  reforms.  They  baaed  their 
claima  for  justice,  with  regard  to  Eng- 
lish .legislation,  on  the  representative 
system  of  England,  and  they  could  not 
ignore  the  representative  eyatem  of  Ire- 
land, and  hoped  that  their  own  would 
not  alao  be  ignored.  The  Govern- 
ment had,  by  their  policy,  driven  tiie 
people  of  this  country  into  greater  soli- 
aarity  with  the  people  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause the  former  perceived  that  they 
could  not  get  justice  for  themselves  so 
long  as  they  refused  justice  to  the  Iriah 
people.  The  Government  might  auijceed 
Dy  thia  Bill  in  stifling  Ireland's  voice  of 
complaint,  although  he  doubted  it ;  but 
they  would  not  succeed  in  eilenoing  the 
organized  uttera^cea  of  England's  sym- 
pathy with  Ireland,  which  now  aurged 
and  roae  like  the  voice  of  many 
watera. 

8iE  EGBERT    FOWLEE  (London) 

said  that  having  taken  no  part  in  the 

long  debates  on  this  Bill,  he  begged  to 

congratulate  the  Chief    Secretary  for 

JUr.  Jamet  Stuart 


Ireland  upon  the  pereeverance  and 
ability  with  which  he  had  conducted  this 
measure  through  the  House,  and  the 
mote  eapecially  waa  he  pleaaed  with  the 
result,  as  he  underatooid  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  imply  on  former  oocasiona 
that  no  legislation  should  take  place 
while  the  present  Government  were  in 
Gffice.  ["No,  no!"]  He  maintained  that 
thia  was  not  a  Coercion,  but  a  Peace  Pre- 
servation, Bill,  and  on  that  ground  ha  had 
given  the  Government  a  loyal  support  in 
their  endeavour  to  pass  it.  In  1881  he 
and  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  had 
supported  the  measure  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember 
for  Mid  Lothian,  because  he  had  always 
held  that  when  a  Government,  on  ita 
reBponeibility,  came  down  to  the  House 
and  aaid  that  they  wanted  power  to 
maintain  law  and  order,  it  was  the 
duty  of  every  Memter  to  support 
them  under  such  circumstances.  The 
way  in  which  the  present  Government 
had  been  treated  by  the  Opposition  con- 
trasted very  unfavourably  with  the  treat- 
ment accorded  to  the  Government  of  six 
years  ago.  Times  had  changed,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  now  opposed  the  prin- 
oiples  they  advocated  in  1881 ;  but  the 
Party  he  belonged  to  was  a  loyal  Party, 
who  would  give  their  aasistance  to  the 
Government  of  the  day  in  support  of  law 
and  order,  no  matter  how  much  they 
might  differ  with  them  in  other  respects. 
He  thanked  the  Government  that  they 
had  under  the  greatest  difficulties  per- 
severed in  carrying  this  Bill  to  its  third 
reading. 

Me.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Oueen'a 
Co.,  Oasory)  aoid,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir  Bobert 
Fowler)  had  told  them  that  the  Party 
opposite  was  a  loyal  Party,  Well,  there 
were  two  points  of  loyalty — loyalty  to 
the  Crown,  andloyalty  to  theConstitution. 
He  began  to  think  that  those  who  eat  on 
the  Irish  Benches  were  as  loyal  to  the 
Grown  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
because  they  were  loyal  to  the  British 
Constitution  which  the  Tories  by  the 
methods  they  had  puraued  in  that  House 
and  by  that  Bill  had  abrogated.  There 
was  a  feeling  on  those  Benohea  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  hated  them,  and  there 
was  much  in  their  conduct  to  give  rise 
to  that  feeling ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  there  were  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men among  the  Conservatives  in  Eng- 
land, and  also  on  the  Benches  opposite, 
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who  did  not  believe  the  falsslioods  which 
had  been  circulated  concerning  the  Irish 
Members,  and  who  believsa  in  their 
secret  hearts  that  the  Irish  Members  in 
opposing  that  Bill  hod  been  acting 
throughout  from  a  sincere  desire  to  do 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  best  for 
their  constituents  and  the  country.  He 
believed  that  ns  (he  result  of  thia  Bill 
serious  crime  would  be  increased,  and 
that  the  power,  influence,  and  preitigt 
of  what  Lord  Hartington  had  called  the 
Revolutionary  Party  in  Ireland  would  bo 
augmented,  and  he  would  tell  them  why. 
The  Irish  tenants  had  been  taught  by 
the  Parliamentary  Party  to   look  for 

ErotecUon  from  unjust  evictions  to  com- 
ination  ;  but  by  that  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment were  seeking  to  do  away  with  com- 
bination. As  sure  aa  they  prevented  the 
tenants  from  being  able  to  combine  ao 
surely  would  crime  and  the  old  state  of 
things  before  the  National  League  was 
atarted  and  the  present  Party  arose  be 
revived  and  intensified.  The  Govern- 
ment hadlud  the  meshes  of  their  Billeo 
carefully  that  some  Members  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  would  be  entangled 
and  wonld  be  sent  to  prison.  Did  they 
suppose  that  was  the  way  to  make  the 
Sill  succeed  ?  The  only  result  wonld  be 
that  a  halo  of  gloiy  would  be  thrown 
around  those  men,  and  their  influence 
would  be  increased.  It  was  a  high 
moral  duty  for  the  Members  of  his  Parly 
to  make  this  Bill  a  failure.  They  in- 
tended to  carry  on  this  agitation  for  their 
righte  as  a  nation,  no  matter  bow  mach 
they  might  curtail  their  liberties.  When 
titey  appealed  to  the  people  of  this 
country  they  would  remind  them  of  all 
that  Ireland  had  suffered,  and  the  re- 
sponse vhioh  the  Government  would 
receive  to  their  Coercion  Bill  would  be 
very  dieappointing  indeed.  The  Tories 
sot  very  long  ago  had  stated  that  coercion 
was  unnecessary,  and  yet  they  were 
passing  the  most  drastic  Coercion  Bill 
ever  introduced  into  the  House.  It  re- 
mained for  the  Irish  Members  to  drive 
the  Oovemment  one  step  further  and 
make  them  acknowledge  that  they  oonld 
not  govern  Ireland  byooercion,  and  that 
the  only  method  to  govern  that  country 
was  by  conciliation  and  good  will. 
Another  reason  they  shonld  oppose  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  because  it  abrogated 
the  rights  and  privilegea  of  the  British 
Constitution,  which  they  were  onzioua  to 
ntain. 


Mb.  DE  LISLK  (Leicestershire,  Mid 
said,  that  astonishment  had  sometimea 
been  expressed  that  he,  aa  a  fiomaa 
Catholic,  should  be  found  amongst  the 
opponents  of  Home  £ule  ;  but  Cardinal 
CuUen  was  just  as  much  opposed  as  ho 
was  to  Home  Rule,  as  was  evident  from 
a  passage  from  Uie  writings  of  the 
Cardinal,  in  which  be  said  that  the 
movement  for  Home  Rule  sprang  from 
the  same  spirit  of  revolution  which  the 
Holy  See  had  condemned  when  it  mani- 
fested itself  in  Italy,  and  in  which  more- 
over he  went  on  to  predict  that  if  ever 
theliberty  and  the  interests  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  were  attacked, 
it  would  be  by  an  Irish  Parliament.  He 
(Mr.  De  LieleJ  had  reason  to  believe  that 
many  Irish  Bishops  and  priests  held  the 
same  view  as  Cardinal  Oullen,  and  he 
had  also  reason  to  believe  that  his  (Mr. 
I>e  Lisle's)  opinion  was  shared  by  the 
great  majority  of  educated  Roman 
Catholics.  That  House  was  now  going 
to  pass  a  Coercion  Bill  as  it  was  called. 
Well,  in  a  certain  sense  it  was  a  Guercioa 
Bill,  for  so  long  as  the  Irish  endeavoured 
to  realize  a  separate  Irish  Nationality, 
he  should  always  stand  up  for  coercion 
Eo  far  as  to  prevent  Irishmen  from  vio- 
lating the  laws  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  right  bon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
{Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  said  that  he  was 
fighting  for  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  and 
asked  what  they  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  fighting  for  ?  He  (Mr.  De 
Lisle)  would  never  disguise  his  senti- 
ments. What  were  they  fighting  for?  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  they  were 
fighting  merely  for  the  unity  of  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Empire.  The  federation  scheme 
might  embody  a  very  good  principle ; 
but  at  present  they  were  fighting  for  the 
unity  of  the  United  Kingdom.  They 
believed  it  was  essential  for  the  welfare 
of  England  that  only  one  Parliament  and 
one  Executive  should  exist  in  these 
Islands.  So  long  as  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment was  the  aim  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hid  Lothian  and 
the  Party  who  followed  bim,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  receive  his  most 
earnest  opposition.  The  hon.  Member 
then  referred  to  a  manifesto  put  forward 
by  an  Irish  Roman  Catholic  ecolesiaatic, 
declaring  it  to  be  the  fir«t  and  most 
sacred  duty  of  an  Irishman  to  rebel 
against  the  "Rpgligh  Government.  As  a 
reward  for  these  sentimentB  he  had  been 
promoted  to    the  responsible   position 
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Sister  Country,  lie  intended  to  give  hie 
moat  cordial  support  to  Her  Majesty's 
QoTemment  in  this  matter. 

Mk.  W.  O'BEIBN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
notion  of  endeavouring  to  criticize  the 
performance  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  enlivened  the  prooeedings  of  the 
House.  I  can  aaaure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  my  own  part,  that  I  do  not 
hate  him,  as  he  seems  to  suppose ;  but  on 
no  account  whatever  can  I  so  love  him 
as  to  treat  him  as  a  very  serions  or  for- 
midable opponent.  However  we  may 
regard  him,  ws  may  very  well  give  to 
what  he  has  oallsd  the  superior  race  the 
credit  of  having  produced  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  of  bavingproduced  the  argil* 
meats  to  which  he  has  treated  the  House. 
Sir,  I  rise  becanse  I  do  not  like  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  without  saying  some 
few  words  in  protest.  I  may  aay  from 
the  point  of  view  of  those  in  Ireland  on 
whom  I  dare  say  the  weight  of  this  Bill 
is  intended  to  fall — and  before  I  say 
anything  on  the  subject  I  will  first  of  all 
say  that  I  believe  there  is  nothing  in  the 
wholecareerof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  which  will  have  made  a 
deeper  impress  upon  the  Irish  heart 
than  bis  brave  and  steadfast  defence  to 
the  last  hour  to-night  against  this  die- 
graceful  Bill.  It  was  impossible,  Sir, 
to  listen  to  the  speech  of  tite  right  hon. 
Gentleman  without  feeling  upon  which 
side  in  this  quarrel — In  this  controvesy 
— is  the  magnanimity  and  the  greatness, 
which,  I  confess,  if  I  were  an  English- 
man, I  should  like  to  see  characterizing 
the  statesmen  of  a  powerful  Empire  like 
this.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  assailed  almost  as  sourrilously  as  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  people- 
assailed  because  he  would  not  hold  hii 
arms,  and  because  he  did  not  attempt 
to  tie  our  arms  also  while  the  liberties 
of  the  Irish  people  were  being  outraged 
in  this  House  in  every  way  they  liked, 
and  as  infamously  as  th^  liked,  by  a 
majority  of  not  100  men  of  this  House, 
who  were  elected,  I  say,  not  to  rush  a 
Coercion  Rill  through  the  House,  but  to 
prDve  that  coercion  was  unnecessary. 
Yea ;  I  say  these  men  undertook  to  prove 
to  England  that  Ireland  could  be  go- 
verned by  this  Parliament  upon  equal 
and  upon  sisterly  terms  with  England. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
attacked   for    his   r«sistano9    to   thi* 


of  president  of  Thurles  seminary  by 
Archbishop  Groke.  Thurles  was,  next 
to  Chaynooth,  the  largest  ecclesias- 
tical college  in  ^lanif.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  had  also  bean  spoken 
of  by  an  Iiish  Boman  Catholic  eccle- 
siastic as  almost  emanating  from  Divine 
inspiration;  and  probably  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  obtained 
an  Irish  Parliament,  its  walls  would  he 
decorated  by  a  picture  representing  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
receiving  the  Divine  offialut.  He  himself 
was  one  of  those  who  held  that  before 
any  remedial  measures  could  be  effectu- 
ally applied  to  Ireland  they  must  re- 
store law  and  order  and  social  morality 
in  that  country.  Addressing  the  Grand 
Jury,  Mr.  Justice  O'BrieD  only  the  other 
day  had  given  a  very  grapbio  description 
of  the  condition  of  Uie  County  of  Glare 
He  said — 

"All  accoaats  concur  in  representdag  that  no 
kind  of  impTovement  wbatBoever  has  taken 
place.  All  theae  reports  lead  me,  I  regfret  to 
say,  to  the  inevitable  coDclnjion  that  this 
County  of  Clare  posBBssoa  the  bad  distiaction  of 
bdng  the  worat  part  of  all  Irelacd  in  respect  of 
social  diaturbance  aod  disorder." 
If  that  was  so,  County  Clare  would  pro- 
bably also  have  the  distinction  of  being 
the  first  county  to  be  proclaimed  under 
that  Bill.  The  learned  Judge  went  on 
to  say  the  Beports — 

"  Lead  me  to  the  further  concltuion  that  the 
County  of  Clue  it  worae  at  present  than  it  has 
been  at  any  time  before.  The  record  of  the 
actual  crime  is  not  the  irorst  evil  you  have  to 
deal  with.  Tou  know  there  is  another  and  a 
neater  evil  that  stares  yon  in  the  face  every 
day,  and  that  is  the  evil  of  inUinidation,  open  or 
unexpressed,  that  permeates  the  whole  of  this 
community." 

The  objeot  of  that  Bill  was  to  get  rid  of 
that  constant  and  cruel  petty  tyranny 
which  made  life  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land absolutely  unbearable.  The  authors 
of  the  miseries  which  the  Irish  people 
were  now  undergoing  were  those  who 
for  political  purposes  were  making  war 
upon  the  landlords.  The  object  of  those 
persons  was  to  ruin  the  Irish  landlords, 
and  with  the  Irish  landlords  they  would 
ruin  all  classes  in  the  country.  Such 
persons  were  the  greatest  eoemies  of 
their  own  fellow  -  countrymen.  He 
thought  that  he  had  said  enough  as  an 
Englishman  and  a  Oatholic  to  establish 
the  position  he  had  taken  up.  In  the 
most  earnest  bope  that  peace  and  pros- 
parity  would  be  restored  to  our  unhappy 
Mr.J>$lAtU 
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BUI;  bat  I  tell  yon  that  if  the  ob- 
ject of  thii  Bill  ia  not  merely  one 
to  trample  down  our  nnfoTtunate  people 
—if  the  object  of  this  legielation,  as 
those  who  promote  it  pretend  it  is.  to 
bring  peace  and  goodwill  between  these 
two  countries,  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  his  brave  resistance  to 
this  Bill,  will  do  more,  and  has  done 
more,  to  tranquillize  Ireland — to  drive 
enmity  to  England  from  Irish  hearts — 
has  done  more  in  that  way  than  this 
OoerdoD  Bill  could  do  if  every  clause 
of  it  could  be  administered  with  a  rod 
of  iron  for  the  next  100  years  in  Ire- 
land. Sir,  if  this  Bill  is  received  in 
Ireland  without  any  ontbieaks  of  pas- 
Non  or  despair,  you  will  have  to  thank 
the  stringency  of  its  provisions— not  the 
string^ency  of  your  cloture — you  will 
have  to  thank  the  thorough- going  and 
determined  resistance  the  Liberal  Party 
gave  the  Bill  through  every  stage  of  its 
course  through  the  House ;  and  I  will 
tell  you  why,  because  it  has  brought 
home  to  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people 
that  there  is  now  a  great  Party — a 
great  English  Party  in  this  House 
that  will  not  stand  by  and  see  our  nn- 
fortunate  people  trampled  down  and 
crushed  down  under  the  heel  of  every 
huidlord  whipper  -  snapper.  {^Ironical 
ehttri.]  I  hear  hon.  Members  opposite 
jeer — they  seem  to  imagine  that  the 
cloture  is  an  invention  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Tory  Party;  but,  Sir,  I 
Tould  tell  them  that  the  friends  ve  have 
got  in  this  House  now  are  the  Party 
uat  has  been  in  power  in  this  Em- 
pire for  the  greater  part  of  the  cen- 
tury, and  it  is  not  altogether  impos- 
sible that  they  may  be  in  power 
again.  The  Spalding  election,  at  all 
events,  shows  this  much,  that  Eng- 
lishmen have  now  begun  to  insist 
apoQ  examining  this  question  and  in- 
quiring into  this  (question  themselves; 
and  they  are  beginning,  the  moment  they 
have  begun  to  examine  it  seriously,  to 
revolt  against  the  lying  stuff  —  the 
poisonous  stuff— that  has  been  poured 
into  their  ears.  The  Irish  people  recog- 
nize that  a  spirit  of  friendliness  towards 
Ireland  is  arising  in  English  minds,  and 
they  reciprocate  it  honestly ;  and  what- 
ever trouoles  there  may  be  before  ns  in 
Ireland — and  there  are  a  good  many  in 
the  way  of  petty  tyranny  and  suffering 
and  oppresnon — but  whatever  there  may 
l>e  before  us  in  Ireland  we  are  glad  to 


find  that  Englishmen  are  willing  to  risk 
sometbiog,  to  sacrifice  something,  in 
order  that  the  two  peoples  maytmake 
hands  in  friendship,  and  our  answer  is 
— so  are  we  ready  to  meet  them  half- 
way, and  more  than  half-way;  and, 
whatever  may  be  the  riginti  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Dictator  for  Ireland 
within  the  next  fewmonths,  no  amount  of 
provocation,  no  amount  of  defamation 
from  Th  Timts  newspaper,  will  drive  us 
from  that  position.  I  do  not  know  whe> 
ther  I  should  be  in  Order  in  referring 
very  briefly,  as  I  should  like  to  do,  to 
my  own  experiences  within  the  last 
month  or  two  among  the  men — [^Inltr- 
ruptioni'j — If  hon.  Gentlemen  oppowte 
heard  me  out  they  would  perhaps  econo- 
mize their  jeers.  I  should  like  to  say 
something  of  my  experiences  among  the 
men  of  the  great  and  powerful  nation 
whom  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Obamberlain)  is  so  fond  of  speak- 
ing of  as  foreign  conspiietore.  I  hope  I 
may  be  in  Order  in  doing  it,  because  I 
believe  it  has  a  most  vital,  powerful,  and 
direct  bearing  upon  this  Bill ;  and 
I  tell  you,  if  you  only  knew  the  men, 
the  millions  of  men,  who  are  branded  as 
foreign  conspirators,  and  whom  English- 
men are  taught  to  regard  as  murderers 
and  assassins,  that  opinion  of  them 
would  soon  vanish.  I  admit  they  are 
foreign,  technically ;  who  made  them 
foreigners  ?  If  they  have  bean  conspi- 
rators for  Ireland,  it  is  legislation  like 
this  that  has  made  them  conspirators, 
and  it  is  legislation  of  this  sort  that 
would  keep  them  so,  and  that  would 
rankle  the  sense  of  bitterness  that  runs 
in  these  men's  hearts.  I  tell  you  this — 
and  I  think  we  may  fairly  claim  that  we 
have  not  disguised  our  thoughts  from 
friends  or  foes,  whether  they  were  plea* 
sant  or  unpleasant  to  hear — I  tell  you 
here  to-night,  with  solemn  sense  of  the 
responsibility,  that  if  you  want  to  make 
friends  of  that  great  Irish-Amerioan 
nation— [iiMyAi«r] — and  in  spite  of  the 
jeers  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  I  will 
say  that  truer  or  nobler  or  sincerer 
friends  never  poured  out  their  lives 
and  substance  in  any  good  cause — 
I  tell  you,  if  you  want  to  conciliate 
these  men  —  to  make  them  friends 
and  not  to  insult  them  and  revile 
them — the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  placed  it 
in  the  power  of  England  to  do  it.  How 
IFirtt  Ifight.'i 
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long  that  may  lie  tru9  while  tbia  brutal 
Coercion  Bill  is  in  fores  I  do  not  under- 
take to  ansver — I  am  not  sure  I  can 
answer  even  for  myself ;  but  with  my 
life  I  answer  that  it  ia  true  to-day  ;  and 
I  only  wish  tfaathon.  Oentlsmen  oppoaite, 
it  they  are  not  utterly  blinded  by  Party 
interest — I  will  not  say  baser  considera- 
tions— would  only  go  out  there  and  see 
these  men  for  themaelTes,  and  not  trust 
to  the  foul  and  miserable  and  infamous 
libels  that  are  circulated  here  in  Eng- 
land for  th?  purpose  of  poisoning  and 
aggravatine  the  Borenesa  between  the 
two  Countries.  That  is  the  point  you 
hare  reached  to-day  in  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  Countries ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Mid 
Lothian  may  esteem  it  one  of  the 
proudest — aye,  the  proudsst  achieve- 
ment of  his  life,  for  it  is  a  point 
which  no  English  conqueror  ever 
reached  before  in  Ireland  with  all  your 
armies  and  all  your  Coercion  Acts— you 
have  conquered,  you  have  won  the  good 
opinion  and  the  goodwill  of  many  a 
million  of  Irishmen  who  three  years  ago 
could  scarcely  bear  to  hear  the  name  of 
England  without  a  curse,  and  I  say  it 
would  be  a  miserable  day's  work  and  an 
unhappy  day's  work  for  the  two  Coun- 
tries if  by  the  operation  of  this  wretched 
Bill  you  sacrifice  and  destroy  all  the 
work  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
done.  If  yon  do  that,  and  you  may 
easily  do  that — iiyou  do  that  for  what  ? 
Let  roe  ask  you  for  what?  To  enable 
something  like  a  couple  of  dozen  of  land- 
lord desperadoes  in  Ireland — men  like 
Lord  Clanricarde  and  Colonel  O'Gal- 
laghan  ;  profesuonal  firebrands  like 
Hamilton,  who  is  carrying  oat  evictions 
at  Ooolgreany  to-day— all  to  enable 
these  men  to  boast  that  they  can  enforce 
their  rights  against  our  poor  people — 
their  legal  rights  which  your  own  legal 
tribunals  have  branded  as  dishonest,  and 
which  your  own  Tory  Prime  Minister  the 
other  night  in  the  House  of  Lords 
disclaimed  and  reprobated  and  felt 
ashamed  of.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not,  of 
course,  pretend  to  say  to  what  extent 
this  Coercion  Act  is  going  to  be  success- 
ful in  Ireland  i  I  can  hardly  help  think- 
ing that  the  taunts  that  are  sometimes 
addressed  to  us  on  the  subject,  when 
men  boast  of  the  powers  of  coercion  in 
Ireland,  that  they  are  not  very  brave, 
that  they  are  a  little  premature.  I  con- 
fess that  if  I  were  an  Englishman  I 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien 


should  be  a  little  ashamed  of  some  of  the 
taunts  that  are  levelled  at  us,  who  are 
fighting  against  and  struggling  against 
frightful  odds.  You  have  destroyed 
3,000,000  of  our  population  within  this 
generation.  You  have  weakened  us 
down  to  less  than  5,000,000  to-day.  Our 
own  people,  the  very  Bower  of  them, 
are  still  flying  from  the  unfortunate 
country  at  the  rate  of  2,000  a  week. 
You  have  40,000  bayonets  at  the  throats 
of  the  unfortunate  people  who  remain. 
[CWm  of  "No!"]  Tes;  and  our  only 
satisfaction  is  that  you  pay  for  them  too. 
You  have  disarmed  us  of  every  weapon — 
you  are  disarming  uenowof  our  organi- 
zation— you  are  disarming  us  of  the  poor 
weapons  of  our  tongues  and  our  pens. 
You  have  gagged  theBepresentativesof 
our  own  people  in  this  Parliament,  and 
even  with  all  that  apparently  your  minds 
are  not  very  much  at  ease.  Some  of  your 
foremost  statesmen  are  not  above  brag- 
ging with  all  these  savage  Coercion  Acts 
and  loyal  armies  and  spies  that  yon  will 
succeed  in  trampling  us  down.  [An 
hon.  Membbk:  Speak  up  !]  I  will — you 
will  hear  me,  I  promise  you.  I  am  com- 
menting upon  the  gallantry  of  some  of 
your  Party  in  bragging  as  of  a  great 
achievement  that  would  redound  to  the 
honour  of  England — that  you  will  bo 
able  by  all  these  Bills  to  show  our  un- 
fortunate people  that  they  are  to  be 
plundered  oy  rack-renters  like  Lord 
Clanricarde  and  Colonel  O'Callaghan  of 
rackrents  which  I  will  say  not  a  man  of 
you  could  stand  up  honestly  and  defend. 
That  may  be  all  very  gallant.  I  do  not 
say  it  may  come  to  pass ;  possibly  it  may. 
I  do  not  dtink  it  wQl.  I  do  not  intend 
entering  here  to-night — it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  enter — into  the  reason 
why  I  believe  that  decimated  though  we 
are,  and  poor  though  we  are,  and 
crushed  though  we  will  be  under  this 
Bill,  that  the  Irish  people  will  be  a 
match  for  this  Coercion  Bill.  That,  at 
all  events,  is  my  belief.  I  do  not  believe 
you  are  going  to  crush  us.  I  cannot 
preteud  to  have  the  smallest  appreheo- 
sion  that  you  are  even  going  to  crush 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  nor  to  talk  of 
urushing  the  spirit  and  organization  and 
power  of  the  Irish  race  throughout  the 
world.  You  cannot  do  it.  You  are  not 
going  to  coerce  us  into  crime,  and  I  oon- 
f  ess— I  do  not  know — I  suppose  it  would 
be  out  of  Order,  perhaps,  for  me  to 
speak  my  full  mind  about  the  subject, 
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but  I  oonfeBB  I  hardly  think  tliat  it  would 
not  be  a  fit  title  for  this  Bill— of  course 
I  do  not  impute  that  it  was  so  intended 
hj  the  men  who  framed  it,  but  I  sa;  it 
18  the  inKerettt  and  innate  tendency  of 
this  Bill — that  it  is  a  Bill  to  coerce  us 
into  crime,  which  does  not  exist— a  Bill 
to  bolster-up  the  forlorn  and  disgraceful 
libels  and  forgeries  of  The  Timii — a  Bill 
to  play  the  game  of  these  Tirtuoua 
politicians  who  have  nothing  liut  words 
of  insult  upon  their  lips  for  us  non 
who  two  years  ego  or  less  were  not  abi 
bargainiog  for  our  votes— aye,  and 
one  memorable  instance  aspiriag  to  be 
our  National  apostle.  You  are  dealing 
with  a  spirit  which  is  beyond  the  powers 
of  such  men  as  these,  and  perhaps  a 
little  beyond  their  com  prehension.  You 
are  not  dealing  merely  with  a  handful 
of  us  here,  nor  with  a  few  thousand  dl  _  _ 
tenants  in  Ireland,  but  you  are  dealiog 
with  a  spirit — well,  somehow  I  cannot, 
without  Bomething  like  a  chill,  speak  in 
this  place,  before  this  audience,  of  what 
is  sacred  to  us,  but  this  much  I  will  eay, 
that  you  are  dealing  with  a  spirit  which 
has  its  life  iu  the  hidtory  of  ages  long 
gone  by,  and  which  will  live  as  long  as 
there  is  blood  in  the  heart  of  one  Irish- 
man. You  are  dealing  with  a  spirit 
which  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
already  half  conciliated — which  it  will 
conciliate  altogether  if  you  let  it,  but 
which  I  tell  you  you  will  never  suppress. 
There  is  only  one  thing  I  feel  almost  as 
well  asBured  of,  and  that  isthatthesooner 
this  Act  is  put  in  force,  and  the  more 
savagely  administered  by  Sergeant  Peter 
O'Brien,  of  Dublin,  the  sooner  honest 
men  and  generous  men  in  England  will 
rise  up  and  drive  that  Qovemment  from 
their  wicked  and  dishonouring  work  in 
Ireland,  and  will  hack  the  man  who  re- 
pudiated tbis  Bill,  and  I  say  it  here  to- 
night, who  has  closed,  and  closed  for 
ever,  the  heart-rending  and  shameful 
stoty  of  thia  Qovemment,  and  hatred 
and  wrong  between  the  two  countries. 

OoiAKXi.  8AUNDKRS0N  (Armagh, 
M.)  said,  that  last  year  he  ventured  in 
the  Hoaae  to  state  that  he  had  Sd  rea- 
sons for  objecting  to  Home  Rule  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  those  85  reasons  sat  below 
the  Qangway  opposite.  He  would  ask 
any  right-minded  man  who  had  listened 
to  the  speech  which  had  just  been  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
£aat  Oork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  whether  the 


Irish  Loyalists  had  not  some  ground  for 
objecting  to  placo  themselves  under  a 
Qovemment  in  Ireland  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  forNorth-EastCork  would 
be  a  prominent  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  occupied 
a  distinguished  position  in  the  Suparatist 
Party.  He  was  now  one  of  the  principal 
lieutenants  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone).  His  words,  therefore, 
must  have  considerable  weight  from  the 
fact  that  he  occupied  that  position.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  and  his  Friends  had  the 
habit  of  telling  them  that  if  they  only 
passed  a  Home  Bule  Bill  and  placed  the 
Government  of  Ireland  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  and  similar  persons  Ireland 
would  become  a  loyal,  a  peaceful,  and  a 
happy  country,  devoted  to  the  British 
Crown.  These  observations  were  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  and  to  the 
English  constituencies.  It  was  the 
English  edition  of  Home  Bute,  but  ho 
(Colonel  Saundereon)  did  not  believe 
that  the  commonsense  and  the  patriotism 
of  either  the  House  of  Commons  or  the 
English  constituencies  would  be  carried 
away  with  such  a  muddy  flood  of  sapo- 
naceous lather.  It  was  bis  duty  as  an 
Irish  Loyalist  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  of  the  coun- 
try not  to  speeches  made  within  those 
walls,  nor  to  those  made  within  the 
borders  of  the  Englieh  constituencies, 
but  to  the  harangues  made  in  their 
native  country  by  the  patriots  sitting 
below  the  Gangway  opposite,  and  he 
was  happy  to  know  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  had  fur- 
nished him  with  a  specimen  of  the  love 
which  he  bore  to  the  Party  which  he 
hoped  would  soon  have  supreme  autho- 
rity in  England.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  just  come  back  from  America,  and 
in  his  speech  he  asked  whether  he  would 
bo  in  Order  if  he  gave  some  of  his  ex- 
periences in  that  country.  He  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  he  heard  nothing  whatever  of  those 
experiences.  The  only  thing  which  the 
hoD.  Member  told  the  House  was  that 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  there 
was  a  powerful  race  which  once  lived  in 
Ireland  but  were  nowlivingin  America; 
and  then  he  went  on  to  say  that  we  had 
hunted  the  3,000,000  Irishmen  from 
their  native  country  to  become  exiles  in 
IFmi  Ifight.] 
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a  foreign  land.  When  an  Engliahman 
left  hia  oonntry  he  was  called  an  emi- 
grant, but  vhen  an  Irishman  left  his 
country  ho  was  called  an  exile.  He  had 
never  heard  that  in  the  German  House 
ofBepresentativestheOermauB  attacked 
their  (^oTemment  because  an  enormous 
number  of  emigrants  left  Germany  every 
year  to  seek  increased  prosperity  ia 
Amerioa  and  other  lands.  Would  the 
hon.  Uember  wish  to  bring  back  these 
8,000,000  of  more  or  leas  prosperous 
Irishmen  out  ff  the  United  States  and 
place  them  in  the  wilds  of  Oonnemara, 
Gftlway,  and  Cork  ?  Would  he  get  up 
and  say  deliberately,  loviog  his  country- 
men as  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  did, 
that  he  would  have  them  leave  their 
thriving  occupations  in  the  United  States 
and  come  back  again  to  the  mud  cabins 
of  Oonnemara?  The  hon.  Member  went 
on  to  say  that  ho  and  his  Friends  were 
ready  to  meet  the  Loyalists  half-way. 
He  would  like  to  say  what  that  half-way 
bouse  was.  Coming  back  from  America 
the  hon.  Member  landed  in  Cork  and 
the  first  thing  he  did  was  to  make  a 
speech  which  he  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
would  proceed  to  quote  from.  The  paper 
from  which  he  would  quote  was  UniUd 
Inland,  whose  authority  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  dispute.  The  hon. 
Member  said — 

"  The  last  night  I  dapt  in  America  one  of  the 
last  maaaagei  I  had  wtu  a  meBsaRB  to  Charles 


n  America ;  thi»  u  their  pledge.     I  hate 


a  pledge  ii 
md  I  do  ii( 


this,  and  I  do  not  fear  to  repeat  it  here  to-day, 
that  come  what  will,  whatever  little  wretched 
terrors  of  coercion  like  Mr.  Balfoar — whatever 
bogies  or  terrorg  of  coercion  he  may  shake  In 
oor  facet,  I  pledged  for  yon  in  America  and 
yon  will  redeem  the  pledge— I  promise  here 
to-day  that  this  cause  will  go  on  and  that  all 
this  great  Army  of  Irish  freemen  will  march 


There  they  were.  Parenthetically  he 
might  remark,  and  the  House  would 
understand,  that  Irish  landlords,  at  any 
rate,  objected  to  that.  He  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  would  have  the  House 
mark  what  followed — 

"  And  nntil  we  have  haiiled  down  the  flag  of 
Orange  ascendancy  and  of  Bnglish  role  tor 
evonnore  from  the  highest  pioDaoIe  in  this 

Mk.  W.  O'BBIEN  :  The  words  that  I 
used  were  Eoglish  miemlo. 

Voluul  Sawiderioii 


proprietor  of  the  journal  from  which  hfl 
quoted,  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
have  exercised  more  accurate  supervision    i 
in  the  management  of  his  paper. 

Mb.  W.  O'BBIEN :  Perhane  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  will  allow  me  to 
say  that  owing  to  my  absence  I  have 
not  been  of  late  able  to  interpose  in  an; 
way  in  the  management  of  Dmiled 
Ireland. 

CoLOMEL  SAUNDEB80N  said,  that 
he  would  accept  at  once  the  correction 
of  the  bon.  Member.  Still,  at  any  rate, 
the  hon.  Member  hoped  in  the  imme- 
diate future  to  trample  all  Loyalists  "in 
the  last  ditch "  and  to  haul  down  the 
flag  of  £ngUud  and  Ireland.  That  was 
the  love  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for   Mid  Lothian  by  his 

g)lioy  had  aroused  in  the  breasts  of  hon. 
entlemen  below  the  Gangway.  He 
would  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  When  he 
heard  that  the  right  hon.  Qentlemsn 
proposed  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  be  did  not  try  to  imagine  what  he 
would  say,  for  no  mortal  man  could 
imagine  that ;  but  he  imagined  what  he 
would  not  say,  and  he  was  absolutely 
correct  in  the  supposition  he  arrived  at. 
He  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  an  eloquent  speech — he 
always  did  that — and  he  knew  that  be 
would  allude  to  the  various  difficulties 
of  government  in  Ireland.  But  he  knew 
also  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  say  one  single  word  about  the  Na- 
tional League,  or  about  the  terrorism 
and  coercion  which  it  exercised  in  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  ihe 
course  of  his  oration,  gave  no  indication 
why  it  was,  and  when  it  was,  that  he 
changed  his  opinion  of  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  who  were  now  bis 
Friends,  and  of  the  organization  which, 
in  the  immediate  past,  be  had  blasted 
with  all  the  force  of  his  eloquent  denun- 
ciation  trumpeted  throughout  the  coun- 
try. Neither  in  that  House  nor  in  the 
country,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  learn, 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  indi- 
cated why,  or  when,  it  was  that  this 
wonderful  change  took  place  which  he 
imagined  must  have  taken  place  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to 
place  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
in  supreme  authority  in  Ireland — with 
a  Parliament  in  Dublin — and  to  believe 
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that  tbe  creation  of  tbe  National  League 
Futj  would  tend  to  the  happiness  and 
prosperit;  of  Ireland.  The  right  ban. 
G«ntlemKn  was  a  master  of  the  art  of 
political  shuntinff,  and  he  turned  the 
attention  of  the  Houae  and  the  country 
from  the  main  leaue,  which  he  objected 
to  and  did  not  like  to  confront,  to  a  side 
issue  which  he  found  more  to  hie  taste 
and  which  could  be  more  easily  dealt 
with.  Thus  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spent  a  large  portion  of  bia  speech  to- 
night, not  in  dealing  with  the  main 
issue,  but  in  dealing  with  crime  and 
etatistios  of  crime,  which,  he  said,  alone 
could  justify  a  Coercion  Act.  He 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  had  never  heard 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  eay  that  it  wae  the  amount  of 
crime  in  Ireland  that  justified  the  intro- 
dnction  of  this  Bill.  Nobody  who  knew 
Irishmen  believed  for  a  moment  that 
they  were  naturally  a  criminal  people. 
He  believed  that  they  were  naturally 
averse  to  crime;  but  it  was  when  they 
were  maddened  into  excitement  that 
crimes  were  committed  which  would 
Bully  the  annals  of  any  land.  That  was 
not  the  issue  to  be  decided.  It  wae 
rather  tlHs— What  authority  was  to  rule 
in  Ireland  t  Hon.  Uemhers  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  hoped  to  get  rid  of 
the  landlords,  and  by  getting  rid  of 
them  eettiug  rid  also  of  that  dual 
owner^ip  which  was  supposed  to  be  a 
curse  to  Ireland.  There  was  something 
worse  than  the  dual  ownership  of  land  ; 
the  dual  ownership  of  Ireland  wae  at 
stake;  it  was  owned  by  the  National 
Leagne  and  by  the  Queen ;  and  what 
Parliament  bad  to  deal  with  was  an 
organization  which  bad  usurped  the 
authority  of  the  law  of  the  land,  eetab- 
lisbed  its  Oonrts  all  over  the  country, 
summoned  before  its  Courts  those  who 
did  not  obey  its  edicts,  and  asserted  its 
superiority  to  the  Law  Courts  of  the 
land.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
felt  that  unless  they  adopted  the  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
liOthian,  which  was  surrender  to  the 
National  League,  it  was  absolutely  im- 
perative on  the  House  of  Commons  to 
reinforce  the  law  of  the  land  and  to  make 
it  supreme  in  Ireland.  So  long  as  the 
Irish  remained  a  law-abiding  people,  so 
long  the  Bill  would  remain  a  dead  letter. 
He  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Geotlemaa  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  hoping  to  hear  some 
VOL.  CCCXVII.    Lthtbd  awBiES.") 
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instance  of  bow  the  Bill  would  interfere' 
with  any  law-abiding  man;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  never  touched 
upon  that  point,  but  contented  himself 
with  saying  that  the  Government  was 
passing  a  Bill  for  Ireland  which  they 
would  not  dare  to  propose  for  Eoglaud 
or  Scotland.  That  assertion  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  denied ;  for  if  the  same 
organization  existed  in  England  that 
existed  in  Ireland,  if  the  English  tenantry 
bad  their  cattle  killed  and  houghed  in 
the  field,  if  their  houses  were  burned 
and  their  lives  were  not  safe,  Parlia- 
ment would  quickly  pass  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  such  a  state  of  thioga.  That  was 
all  the  Government  proposed  to  do  in 
Ireland.  The  BiU  would  not  interfere 
with  any  real  liberty  except  the  liberty 
of  the  criminal  to  commit  crime,  except 
the  liberty  of  the  political  agitator  to 
preach  treason,  wmob  would  be  put 
down  by  the  strong  hand  in  England, 
in  Ireland,  or  in  Scotland.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  tenants  to  enjoy 
the  gifts  Parliament  had  already  con- 
ferred on  them,  to  enable  them  to  buy 
and  sell  without  let  or  hindrance.  The 
BiU  would  not  be  used  for  trampling 
down  the  liberties  of  Irishmen,  or  inter- 
fering with  them  in  the  ordinary  busi- 
nesd  of  life ;  but  it  was  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  an  organization  which  bad  proved 
to  be  the  ourse  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  never  mentioned  the  Na- 
tional League ;  but  he  spoke  euphemis- 
lically  of  combination.  He  did  not  men- 
tion Boycotting ;  but  he  spoke  of  exclu- 
sive dealing.  Yet,  when  he  was  Prime 
Minister,  he  had  said  that  the  path  of 
the  former  League  had  been  tracked 
with  blood,  murder,  and  outrage;  he 
treated  it  as  a  criminal  organization, 
and  he  put  it  down.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  never  mentioned  the  present 
organization,  founded  for  treasonable 
and  felonious  purposes,  maintained  by 
money  sent  by  the  avowed  enemies  of 
England  in  America;  but  he  proposed 
to  place  Ireland  under  its  authority. 
Lord  Spencer  once  said  at  Newcastle 
that  remedial  measures  for  Ireland  had 
been  passed  that  were  so  strong  that  it 
strained  the  loyalty  of  many  English 
Members  to  carry  them ;  and  yet  the 
effective  operation  of  these  remedial 
measures  was  prevented  by  those  who 
wanted  to  get  the  government  of  the 
country  into  their  own  bauds.    The  pre- 
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Bent  QoTornment  intended  that  those 
measuree  should  be  allowed  to  take 
effect ;  they  intended  to  prevent  any 
organizations  setting  its  foot  upon  Her 
Majesty's  sabjects  and  depriving  them 
of  their  just  right  to  enjoy  the  remedial 
measures  paes^  by  Parliament.  It  was 
the  object  of  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
prevent  attention  being  concentrated  oi 
the  issue  whether  Parliament  or  tbi 
National  League  was  to  be  supreme 
they  wanted  to  divert  the  gaze  of  the 

Eublic  to  the  Irish  landlords,  whom  they 
new  to  be  a  rather  unpopular  class. 
They  had  ohosen  two  test  easee — Glen- 
beigh  and  Bodyke.  At  Glenbeigh  an 
arrangement  was  progressing  between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenants  when  a 
League  meeting  was  held,  and  the  parish 
priest  was  bo  disgusted  by  what  followed 
that  he  called  the  people  slares.  It 
tnrned  out  that  an  English  lawyer  into 
whose  hands  the  property  had  fallen  had 
made  a  most  generous  offer — namely,  to 
accept  one  half- year's  rent  for  six  years' 
arrearaduo.  AtBodykethebon. Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  informed 
them  the  people  did  not  adopt  the  Plan 
of  Campaign. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  eaid.  tho 
statements  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
were  very  inaccurate.  What  he  bad  said 
was  that  he  did  not  interfere  nntil  he 
was  sent  for  to  Bodyke,  five  months  ago, 
and  the  tenants  adopted  the  Flan  of 
Oampaign  on  his  advice. 

Colonel  8AUNDERS0N  aaid,  that 
made  his  argument  the  stronger.  He 
wished  to  show  that  the  Bodyke  estate 
was  chosen  to  test  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. It  was  not  his  business  to  do- 
fend  Colonel  O'Gallaghan.  He  believed 
Colonel  O'Oallaghan  went  as  far  as  the 
law  would  permit  in  asserting  his  rights. 
But  there  were  redeeming  qualities  in 
him  which  had  not  been  mentioned. 
When  he  came  into  his  property  there 
were  £6,000  of  arrears  due  which  he 
wiped  off.  Then  there  were  the  Bodyke 
evictions.  Now,  he  bated  evictions,  and 
tried  to  avoid  them.  But  these  evictions 
were  on  the  judicial  rents,  and  he  was 
astounded  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  hold  up  to  execra- 
tion the  whole  class  of  Irish  land- 
lords beoanee  one  of  them  chose  to 
hold  by  the  bargain  which  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  himself  had  made.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ewd  that 
OoU>nel  U'Callaghan  was  a  typeof  Irish 
Colon  f I  Saundfrtm 


landlords.  He  (Colonel  Ssnndenos', 
might  just  as  well  say  that  the  ligtit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dertj 
was  a  favourable  specimen  of  EngtiBh 
statesmen.  He  hoped  for  afavoonble 
result  from  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  would  relieve  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  from  the  grinding  tyranny  nf 
the  National  League.  He  bad  before 
alluded  in  that  House  to  the  men  Tioj 
who  gave  evidence  on  the  Cowper  Com- 
mission, but  who  were  afraid  to  f^m 
their  names  ;  but  bo  soon  as  this  Bill  had 
been  Introduced  they  at  once  conwnted 
to  their  names  being  mentioned  in  thit 
House.  He  had  recently  had  a  letter 
from  one  of  these  men,  in  which  he 
said  tliey  wrote  a  letter  appealinf  for 
justice,  or,  if  not,  for  meroy,  to  an  hon. 
Member  of  that  House  who  was  Secre- 
tary of  the  Laud  League  in  Dublin,  and 
got  no  answer. 

Me.  T.  0.  HAREINQTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth 
in  the  statement  that  these  men  evet 
wrote  a  letter  Ui  me. 

Colonel  8 ATJNDEESON :  Howdoea 
the  hon.  Member  know? 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  does  not  be- 
lieve my  word,  I  can  tell  him  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  will  believe  my  word 
before  they  will  believe  that  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman. 

Colonel  SAUNDER80N  aaid,  he 
would,  of  course,  take  tfae  hon.  Mem- 
ber's word  that  he  did  not  receive  such 
a  letter ;  but  the  letter  might,  neverthe* 
lees,  have  been  written.  The  men  said 
they  wrote  it,  and  he  believed  them. 
At  any  rate,  they  got  no  justice  from 
the  National  League — who  would  listen 
to  no  appeal— by  which  they  had  been 
fined  and  ruined.  It  was  with  cases  of 
that  sort  that  this  Bill  would  deal.  The 
tenants  were  ground  down  and  tyran- 
nized over  by  the  League  much  more 
than  by  landlords,  and  the  Bill  would 
relieve  them  from  that  tyranny.  Now, 
he  wanted  to  ask  a  most  serious  ques' 
tion.  How  was  it  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  came  to  change 
his  mind?  How  was  it  that  as  his 
alternative  scheme  for  the  government 
of  Ireland  he  proposed  to  place  in 
supreme  authority  men  whom  he  bod 
previously  branded  in  his  speech  at 
Edinburgh  as  unworthy  of  confidence  ? 
The  right  hon,  Qentleman  in  thatspeech 
had  urged  the  danger  of  a  state  of  thinga 
in  whiui  it  would  b«  in  Uie  power  of  toe 
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NationaliHt  Party  to  say  to  the  Liberal 
Party — "  Do  thie,  or  do  that."  It  would 
not  be  safe,  he  said,  to  enter  ioto  oon- 
Bideration  of  the  prinoiples  of  a  mea- 
sure at  every  step  of  Which  the  Irish 
Party  might  threaten  to  turn  them  out 
to-morrow.      Tet,  when  he  g^ot    into 

Eover,  the  rig^ht  hon.  Qentleman  was 
imself  the  first  to  fall  a  victim  to  this 
temptation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  a  recent  letter  addressed  to  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Dright),  said 
that  his  position  was  exactly  the  same 
as  it  was  on  the  8th  of  April,  1886. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  geo- 
graphically in  error.  His  mind  might 
be  in  the  same  position,  but  his  seat 
was  now  on  the  other  side  of  the  Table. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  went  on 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  ParQell)  and  his  coadjutors  were 
able,  as  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Irish 

Jeople,  to  demand  in  the  name  of  the 
rish  people  a  measure  which  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  show  that  he  had  erer 
condemned.  Why,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  have  forgotten  all  his 
speeches  for  six  years  when  he  was  thus 
whitewashing  the  men  whom  he  bad 
subjected  to  such  terrible  denunciations 
a  few  years  ago.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  were  an  worthy  of  confidence, 
were  marching  through  rapine  to  the 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire  a  few 
years  ago,  when  there  were  only  40  of 
them  working — now  there  were  86  of 
them— did  he  forget  absolutely  those 
terrible  denunciations?  All  be  could 
say  was  that  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ideas  of  morality — especially  political 
morality — were  absolutely  diverted,  and 
were  not  such  as  he  could  accept.  Had 
the  Nationalist  Party  changed  in  their 
methods  and  their  objects?  To  show 
that  they  had  not  he  would  quote  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  and 
another  celebrated  Leader  of  the  Party, 
Mr.  Davitt.  At  Bodyke  Mr.  Davitt 
showed  that  he  had  not  changed  one 
iota  since  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man uttered  those  words.  Mr.  Davit 
said — 

"  I  tnut  every  joung  man  here  to-day  nilL 
liaTe  regutored  in  his  heart  a  tow  which  I 
made  30  years  *go,  to  bear  in  m j  heart  towards 
Kagland  and  Engliah  gOTemmeot  all  the  oon- 
centmted  hatred  of  my  Iriih  natore." 

It  that  Parfy  was  unchanged,  he(Oolonel 


Sannderson)  confessed  he  ooald  not 
reconcile  the  course  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  with  loyalty  to  the  Grown,  with 
loyalty  to  the  Empire,  and  with  loyalty 
to  the  Union.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  persuaded 
himself,  from  his  point  of  view,  that  he 
was  taking  a  conscientious  and  patriotic 
oourse,  and  he  admitted  that  many  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  followers 
probsbly  held  the  same  opinion ;  but  he 
believed  that  they  were  led  away  by  the 
glamour  of  a  great  name  and  great  slo- 
quence.  He  believed  that  when,  per- 
haps, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wont  to 
another  and  more  peaceful  scene — \_Crtft 
af  "  Oh,  oh  !  "  and  "  Order !  "]— he  was 
not  speaking  of  Heaven  ;  he  was  speak- 
ing of  the  House  of  Lords,  then  he 
believed  the  cause  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  maintained  in  the  House 
of  Commons  would  die  a  natural  death. 
Far  be  it  from  him  to  wish  any  evil  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  true 
that  they  were  political  opponents,  but 
he  hoped  the  right  bon.  Qentleman  might 
long  be  spared  to  sit  on  the  Opposition 
Bench.  He  looked  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  the  sheet  anchor  of  the 
Unionist  Party.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  persuade  himself  that  he 
was  taking  a  patriotic  course  in  pursuing 
a  policy  which  he  (Colonel  SaunderBon] 
regarded  as  being  destructive  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  country  ;  but  it  was  his 
duty  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  in  his  view,  and  in  the  view  of  those 
who  sympathized  with  him,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  pursuing  a  course 
which  indicated  that  he  was  willing  to 
betray  and  to  sell  his  country. 

Sir  EDWARD  BEED  (CardifO  :  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  before  this 
Bill  is  read  a  third  time.  It  is  not  a 
very  happy  sign  of  the  times  that  the 
speech  which  we  have  just  listened  to  is 
so  entiroly  satisfactory  to  the  bulk  of 
the  Party  opposite  that  they  do  not  re- 
quire to  hear  any  more  upon  the  sub- 
ject. In  my  opinion,  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  listened  is  of  a  kind 
and  description  which  is  fast  passing 
out  of  date  and  losing  its  power,  and 
some  better  reason  for  the  pressing  of 
a  Coercion  Bill  through  Parliament  will 
have  to  be  found  than  any  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  has  adduced.  It  is  rather 
an  extraordinary  circumstance  in  itself 
F  a  If^tl  Jfiyht.'] 
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tbat  the  very  reaaona  which  are  adduced 
by  the  QoTemment  for  the  pressing  for- 
ward of  this  Bill  are  precisely  the  reaaone 
why  I  am  most  strenuoualy  opposed  to 
it.  Now,  »e  are  told  that  this  Bill  has 
been  brought  into  theHouse  and  preaeed 
forward  in  the  interests  of  Imperial 
unity — of  the  unity  and  power  of  the 
Empire.  I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that  the  power  and  unity  of  this  Empire 
reet  upon  the  power  and  greatneaa  of 
this  Parliament.  I  am  of  opinion— and 
it  is  now  passing  beyond  the  region  of 
opinion,  and  becoming  with  me  a  matter 
of  fact — that  the  measures  which  have 
been  neoeaaary  in  order  to  carry  thia 
Bill  through  this  Parliament  have  been 
Buch  aa  to  strike  a  permanent  blow  at 
the  authority  and  tnfiuenoe  of  thia 
House.  And  if  I  were  asked  to  find 
out  one  among  all  the  disintegrating 
influences  wbich  are  operating  on  this 
Empire  at  the  preaent  time ;  if  I  were 
required  to  point  to  that  which,  in  i 
judgment,  is  doing  the  most  harm 
the  Imperial  power  of  this  country,  I 
ahould  point  to  the  debasement  of  thia 
Parliament  which  thia  Bill  haa  made 
neceaeary  in  order  to  secure  its  passage. 
I  oonnot  help  asking  myself  sometimes, 
how  far  ahead  have  the  Qovemment 
looked  in  connection  with  thia  matter  7 
I  myself  am  one  who  would  not,  aa  a 
lover  of  Imperial  power  and  unity,  yield 
one  iota  to  any  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
hon.  Qentleman  on  the  oppoaite  aide  of 
the  House.  I  am  one  of  thoae  who 
listen  to  apeeches  like  the  one  we  have 
just  listened  to,  and  who  witness  the 
hilarity  which  baa  been  exhibited  by 
the  Tory  Party  over  that  speech,  with 
regret  and  alarm  and  with  shame,  for 
I  regard  such  speeches  as  matka  of  the 
deterioration  of  this  House.  Now,  let 
me  ask  the  Tory  Party  opposite  whether 
they  have  considered  what  will  be  the 
consequence  in  future  days  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  closure,  and  of  the  other  mea- 
sures which  we  have  had  put  into  force 
in  the  preaaing  forward  of  this  Bill? 
When  a  democratio  majority  comes  into 
this  House,  and,  aa  possibly  may  be  the 
case,  seeks  to  cany  a  meaaure  inimical 
to  the  righta  of  property  of  the  country, 
what  precedent  will  they  require  for 
forcing  their  measure  through  Parlia- 
mentbtttthisprecedentwhiohthe  Govern- 
ment have  set  them  in  pressing  forward 
thia  Bill  ?  The  power  they  will  use  ia  the 
power  thia  Qovemment  haa  placed  in 
Sir  Edward  £eed 
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their  hands.  BeforethelateGovemment 
fell,  and  when  the  question  of  Home 
Eule  for  Ireland  was  before  the  country, 
I  waa  aaked,  why  are  you  going  to  vote 
for  that  Bill  ?  and  the  answer  I  gave 
was — "I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  Biltin 
the  interests  of  Parliament  and  the 
country,  and  of  all  the  Empire."  I  gave 
that  reply  for  this  reason — that  it  was 
a  palpable  necessity  that  you  ahould 
either  give  a  system  of  government  to 
Ireland  which  would  satisfy  the  Irish 
Representatives  in  all  that  waa  reason- 
able and  proper,,  whether  they  remained 
in  this  House  or  went  out  of  it,  or 
resort  to  measures  which  can  only  he 
carried  by  an  invasion  of  Parliamen- 
tary freedom,  and  of  all  that  haa  made 
the  Parliament  of  England  memorable, 
venerable,  and  worthy.  I  ahould  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Ur.  W.  H.  Smith) 
whether,  when  he  leaves  Office,  when 
his  Government  ia  overthrown,  he  will 
leave  this  Parliament  in  the  same  con- 
dition as  be  found  it  in  when  he  entered 
Office  ?  This  Parliament  haa  been,  in 
my  judgment,  degraded  and  weakened 
to  a  most  frightful  extent  by  the  prac- 
tices resorted  to.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  existed  in  this  Parliament  possi- 
bilities of  obstruction,  and  methods  and 
habits  which  were  exceedingly  injurious 
to  the  credit  and  power  of  Parliament. 
Do  not  imagine  I  for  one  moment  con- 
ceal that  fact  from  myaelf ;  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  of  it.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
during  recent  Parliaments  could  not 
have  been  maintained;  it  must  have 
been  got  rid  of  in  one  way  or  another ; 
and  the  question  was,  whether  the 
change  was  to  be  brought  about  consti- 
tutionally, and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  or  to  be  brought 
about  unconstitutionally,  and  to  tbe 
injury  and  hurt  of  Parliament  and  the 
Empire  f  I  should  like  to  know  what 
the  ^reat  Colonial  Parliaments  are  be- 

finning  to  think  of  this  Parliament? 
SlinitUrial  ironical  chevri.']  Yes  ;  but 
Jet  me  point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite who  treat  that  remark  derisively 
that  they  are,  by  their  present  taotios, 
creating  issues  which  they  have  not 
yet  had  to  face.  For  example,  it 
may  well  happen  in  the  pureuanoe  of 
your  preaent  methods  that  you  may 
be  silencing  the  voice  of  the  fiapre- 
sentativea  of  the  great  towns  in  this 


>v  Google 
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oounti_ 

opportunities ;  bat  I  have  hnd,  before 


now,  no  opportunity,  although  repreeent- 
inff,  I  believe,  more  people  than  any 
other  borough  Bepreeentative  in  this 
House — I  have  had  no  opportunity  of 
saying  a  word  on  this  Bill.  If  you  adopt 
methods  by  which  the  Represent atives 
of  the  peat  boroughs  ana  counties  of 
this  country  aro  silenced  in  this  House, 
what  will  bo  theconsequenceB?  Thoy 
will  appeal  to  their  conHtituente,  and 
tiiey  will  do  more,  they  will  decline  to 
be  silenced.  I  maintain  that  it  is  not 
within  the  Constitutional  right  of  the 
majority  of  this  House  to  silence  the 
minority  whenever  they  please ;  and  if 
they  attempt  to  do  so  it  will  lead  to  re- 
bellion each  aa  we  have  never  bad  in  this 
country,  because  it  is  the  function  of  Par- 
liament to  meet  together  to  discuss,  with 
whatever  fulness  tne  B«preBeDtatiTes  of 
the  people  desire,  all  questions  which 
come  before  them.  Now,  I  should  lite 
to  revert  to  one  or  two  points  which  have 
been  incidentally  mentioned  in  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened.  I  must 
confess  that,  of  all  the  extraordinary 
doctrines  to  which  I  have  listened  in  the 
debate  on  this  Bill,  the  most  extraordi- 
nary is  that  this  Bill  will  hurt  nobody 
but  those  who  break  the  law.  But  this 
consideration  neglects  some  of  the  funda- 
mental facts  of  human  nature  and  life. 
Suppose  it  to  be  true,  as  I  believe  it  to 
be,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Oladttone]  pointed  out  to-night,  that 
the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people  are  to 
depend  upon  the  will  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant — suppose 
you  put  me  in  that  position,  and  tell  me 
that  all  the  time  I  do  not  break  the  law 
I  am  safe,  but  that  I  hold  my  freedom 
and  liberty  at  the  will  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  I  shall  not  care  whether  I 
am  a  law-breaker  or  not.  I  should  re- 
gard such  a  state  of  things  as  an  in- 
fringement on  my  natural  right  to  free- 
dom ;  and,  whatever  you  say  about  law 
and  order,  I  should  fight  against  any 
man's  individual  will  as  my  law.  There- 
fore, I  maintain  that,  in  pressing  such 
moBSUTes  as  this  forward  in  the  interest 
of  what  you  call  law  and  order,  you  are 
really  assailing  the  very  foundations  of 
Inv  and  Older,  because  you  are  removing 
^^^■gj^Mto  t^  inducsment  the  people  have 
j^^^^^HHUlt  Uw  aad  presarve  oraer,  but 
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!'ou  are  raising  their  spirit  against  the 
aw.  The  reason  I  have  not  much  fear 
about  this  Bill  being  worked  very  mis- 
chievously, or  Issting  very  long,  as  some 
people  imagine  it  will,  is  that  I  am  per- 
fectly sure  this  Bill  and  its  advocates 
will  bo  swept  away  from  power  in  the 
country  because  of  this  Bill  and  legis- 
lation of  this  kind.  It  has  been  boldly 
asserted  to-night  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  (Colonel  Saunderson)  that  it 
the  people  of  England  felt  similar  dis- 
satisfaction, and  resorted  to  the  same 
means  as  some  people  of  Ireland  show 
and  resort  to,  such  a  Bill  as  this  would 
passed  for  England.  Why,  every- 
body knows  that  the  English  people 
would  never  submit  for  a  day  or  an  hour 
to  any  Bill  of  this  description  under  any 
conditions  whatever;  andthelrishpeople 
would  never,  and  never  ought,  unless 
compelled  by  force.  What  obligation  are 
Irieihmen  under  tolive  under  the  condition 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  shall  be 
the  master  of  theii  liberty  and  freedom  ? 
What  obligation  has  any  Irishman  to 
live  peaceably  under  a  state  of  things  in 
wbico  it  rests  with  a  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
create  a  law  for  him,  control  him,  and 
to  judge  and  deal  with  him  as  he  pleases? 
The  only  justification,  in  my  judgment, 
for  each  a  Bill  as  this  would  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  the  Irish  people  were  base 
enough  to  submit  to  it  quietly.  If  I 
could  believe  that  any  free  people  in  this 
age,  with  a  free  Frees,  with  a  Parlia- 
mentary right,  could  submit  to  the 
situation  in  which  this  Bill  will  place 
the  people  of  Ireland,  then  I  should 
believe  they  would  have  demonstrated 
their  inferiority ;  and  if  they  do 
not  agitate  against  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this  during  every  hour  of  its 
existence,  in  my  opinion  thoy  will 
be  unworthy  of  their  ancestors,  and 
unworthy  of  the  present  generation. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  fear  of  this 
Bill  prevailing,  because  I  am  certain 
its  character  has  only  to  be  brought 
clearly  to  the  notice  of  the  constitu- 
encies of  this  country  and  the  constitu- 
encies will  sweep  it  away.  I  am  sure  the 
people  of  Englaud,  when  they  come  to 
understand  this  question,  will  never 
allow  such  an  Act  to  continue  in  opera- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  to  exaggerate  a 
single  case,  and  I  do  not  think  1  do  so, 
when  I  say  that  we  see,  from  recent  events 
in  Linoomshire,  that  the  people,  wheii 
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the;  became  ioformed  of  the  nature  of 
the  case,  will  not  permit  the  continu- 
ance of  this  Bill.  Mjown  opinion  is 
that  thie  Qoveroment  will  meet  its  fate 
because  of  this  Bill,  and  I  believe  it  will 
meet  its  fate  before  long.  I  do  not 
think  the  Head  of  the  Oorernment,  or 
the  mejoritTon  that  side  of  the  House, 
have  proved  themselTSs  lately  very  ^od 
judges  of  public  feeling  and  sympathy. 
There  have  been  signal  instancea  in 
which  thay  have  proved  themeelveB  in- 
capable of  discerning  even  what  the 
manifest  sense  of  the  House  was  ;  and  I 
believe  that  in  connection  with  thie  mea- 
sure they  are  blind  to  the  feelings  which 
it  will  arouse  in  the  country  when  the 
country  comes  to  understand  it.  I  be- 
lieve that  no  one  will  stand  a  shadow  of  a 
chance  on  a  Liberal  platform  who  does 
not,  in  any  future  election,  denounce 
this  Bill  as  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  people  of  a  great  poridon 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  That  is  my 
own  firm  conviction.  [^A  laugh.']  Tea ; 
I  have  not  trespassed  many  times  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  in  reference 
to  this  Bill,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
exactly  what  I  think  about  it.  An- 
other remark  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson),  or,  rather,  slipped  from  Mm,  was 
very  sign ifioant  and  true.  He  said  that 
this  Bill  is  to  be  used  to  put  down  poli- 
tical agitation.  It  is  true  that  he  added 
the  words  "to  promote  treason."  We 
know  what  that  means— to  promote 
what  he  calls  treason.  Now,  this  is  the 
age — this  is  the  Honse— in  which  it  is 
boldly  declared  that  a  measure  is  being 
passed  to  put  down  political  agitation ; 
and  the  Government  think  Uiey  are 
going  to  stand  for  long,  and  stand 
strongly,  on  such  a  basis  as  that?  I 
think  it  is  one  of  the  most  fntile  sugges- 
tions possible.  I  have  great  sympathy 
with  the  Government.  ["  Hear.hear!"] 
Yes,  I  have ;  because  I  know  the  Go- 
vernment have  to  deal  with  remarkable 
evils,  and  very  great  evils ;  and  in  what 
I  am  saying  I  am  merely,  aa  I  think 
the  House  will  admit,  pointiog  out  what 
will  be  the  conssquenoes  of  this  mea- 
sure. I  believe  the  Government  have 
made  an  entire  mistake  in  proposing 
such  legislation,  and  I  think,  from  the 
indications  I  have  observed,  they  are 
now  arousing  themselves  to  the  fact  that 
the  country  is  beginning  to  ask,  why  has 
all  this  time  been  traated  upon  a  measure 
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of  this  description?  They  say  it  is  on 
account  of  obstruction.  Well.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
any  man  upon  that  Bench  ever  doubted 
not  only  that  resislance  would  take 
place,  but  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Irish  Members  to  resist  to  the  utmost 
possible  extent  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
Why,  to  suppose  that  they  did  not  know 
that  Buch  a  measure  as  this  would  take 
many  months  to  pass  is  to  accuse  them 
of  an  amount  of  political  incapacity 
which,  I  believe,  it  would  be  libellous  to 
impute  to  them.  The  whole  pretence 
that  this  Bill  has  been  a  long  time  in 
passing  on  account  of  obstruction  is 
hollow  and  unreasonable.  The  marvel 
to  me  is  that  it  has  not  been  very  much 
longer  in  getting  through  its  stages, 
considering  the  presence  in  the  House 
of  85  Irishmen,  all  of  whom  would 
have  been  traitors  and  renegades  to 
their  country,  and  to  their  constituents, 
if  they  had  not  done  everything  in  their 
power  to  oppose  this  measure.  There- 
fore, the  Government  are,  and  they  must 
remain,ia  the  view  of  the  country  respon* 
sible  for  thewhole  time  which  this  Bill 
has  taken  up,  and  they  ought  to  be  very 
thankful  they  have  got  it  through  with- 
out any  greater  expenditure  of  time 
upon  it,  although,  I  believe,  they  ought 
to  very  much  lament  the  means  they 
have  resorted  to.  I  declare  it  appears 
to  me  that  no  evil  could  have  befallen 
this  Empire  comparable  to  the  evil 
which  has  befsllen  Parliament.  Mo- 
thing  the  Irish  people  could  have  done 
could  have  worked  the  Empire  more 
damage,  more  harm,  than  have  the 
tactics  resorted  to  in  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  There  is  one  other  remark  I  wish 
to  make,  and  if  I  am  not  very  consecu- 
tive in  my  observations,  I  hope  it  will  be 
attributed  to  the  fact  that  I  am  noticing 
a  speech  which  was  remarkable  for  its 
want  of  consecutiveness.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
thought  it  was  sufficient  to  say — he  said 
it  with  great  unction  and  force,  an  unc- 
tion and  force  which  seemed  entirely  dis- 
proportionate to  the  strength  of  hia 
argument — that  the  evictions  to  which 
he  was  referring  have  taken  place  under 
judicial  rents.  That  isthesort  of  argu- 
ment adduced.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
unfair  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews),  and  to 
refer  to  an  un^easant  incident  of  recent 
date ;  but  what  does  seem  to  me  is,  thati 
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the  Govemment  fail  to  look  beneath  the 
superfioial  aspects  of  questiona,  or  to  see 
the  reality.  The  other  night  the  whole 
House  felt  perfectly  well  ^at  the  Home 
Secretary  was  speaking  the  absolute 
truth,  and  laying  dowa  a  correct  legal 
doctrine,  though  the  speech  he  made 
failed  to  satisfy  the  House.  What  the 
right  hon.  Oeutieman  (Ur.  Matthews) 
failed  to  do  was  to  peer  through  the 
outside  teohnicalities  of  the  questioii, 
and  get  at  the  root  of  it.  This  is  what 
they  fail  to  do  who  say  that  these  evic- 
tions are  based  on  judicial  rents.  What 
does  that  matter  when  you  are  turning 
people  out-of-doors,  out  of  the  homes 
they  may  themselTes  have  built  ?  I  do 
not  think  meanly  enough,  not  only  of 
Irish  people,  but  of  anyone  in  this 
United  Eiagdom,  to  believe  that  they 
would  be  turned  out  willingly  or  with 
acquiescence  from  property  which  is,  in 
many  instances,  mote  their  own  than  it 
is  that  of  the  person  who  is  turning  them 
out.  I  believe  that  the  Government  will 
have  to  get  rid  of  theee  technicalities  and 
their  officialism,  and  deal  a  little  more 
practically  with  this  question.  I  say 
tbia  because  I  have  had  opportunities  of 
coming  into  contact  with  the  masses  of  the 
people.  The  position  I  have  always  taken 
up  with  the  approval  of  the  people  is  that 
the  BUI  itself  is  wrong ;  tbat  it  puts  the 
nation  in  a  wrong,  painful,  and  danger- 
ous position  ;  tbat  it  invites  disorder,  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  carried 
by  measures  injurious  to  this  Parha- 
ment,  and  likely  to  work  Immense  mis- 
chief to  the  very  people  who  have 
adopted  the  means  resorted  to.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  are  hollowing 
the  foundatioa  upon  which  they  stand; 
and  they  will  find  out,  and  that  very 
speedily  too,  that  when  the  people  of 
£ngland  awake  to  the  actual  situation 
they  will  decline  to  keep  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  in  power  as  tyrants  over 
any  partof  the  United  Kingdom.  They 
will  say,  make  such  arrangements  as  you 
oan  for  the  protection  of  interests ;  but 
you  shall  respect  the  fefllings  of  the 
people,  because  it  is  only  by  this  means 
that  you  can  keep  Parliament  and  the 
country  great  and  respected  among 
nations. 
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the  very  extraordinary  statements  made 
to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  MidLothiau  { Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone].  I  think  it  only  righs  tbat 
as  I  am,  to  a  certain  extent,  responsible 
for  what  has  been  said  to  be  the  legal 
aspect  of  the  question,  I  should,  without 
further  delay,  comment  as  authorita- 
tively as  I  can  upon  some  of  the  state- 
ments of  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  in  a  somewhat  peculiar 
position  a  few  nights  ago,  when  we  were 
discussing  the  question  of  the  perpetuity 
of  the  Bill — when  we  were  discussing  an 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  as  to  whether  the  Bill  should  be 
made  perpetual.  We  pointed  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  that  that  question  depended 
to  a  great  extent,  if  not  entirely,  upon 
the  question  of  the  evils  against  wbicb 
the  bill  is  directed ;  and  I  ventured 
myself  to  point  out  to  him  tiiat  it  was 
necessary  he  should  make  good  his 
words,  at  some  time  or  other,  that  this 
Bill  was  directed  against  political  asso- 
ciations  and  not  against  crime.  We 
have  heard  to-night  the  attempt  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  good  his 
position.  I  ask  those  who  listened  to 
his  speech,  and  who  followed  his  refer- 
ences to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  singu- 
lar and  vague  as  they  were,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  good 
in  any  sense  at  all  the  observation  he 
has  often  made  that  this  Bill  is  directed 
against  something  other  than  crime? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a 
very  extraordinary  statement,  or  to 
a  supposed  utterance  of  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes,  when  he  was  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  and  occupied  a  seat  tn  this 
House-  Now,  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
associated  with  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  for 
the  last  three  mouths  in  endeavouring  to 
put  before  the  House  the  legal  aspect  of 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill.  I  have  been  in 
consultation  with  him  repeatedly  outside 
the  House,  and  of  course  been  associated 
with  him  upon  this  Bench  night  after 
night ;  I  have  heard  his  statements  in  the 
House,  and  do  not  believe  that  any  such 
statements  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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oh ! "  will  kindly  give  me  the  date  npon 
which  the  Btatement  was  made— indeed, 
some  hon.  Members  have  aaid  thej 
will  endeavour  to  supply  us  with  the 
particulars;  hut  hitherto  they  have 
wholly  failed.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  hon.  Qentlemen  themselves 
have  admitted  that  upon  some  evening 
shortly  afterwards  Mr.  Holmes  denied 
the  use  of  the  words  attributed  to  him ; 
and  it  ts,  to  say  the  least,  unfortunate 
that  the  Btatement  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  bbeMomber  for  MidLothian 
should  have  been  made  at  a  time  when 
Mr.  Justice  Holmes  is  no  longer  in  the 
House,  and,  therefore,  is  unable  to  reply 
Now,  I  will  give  my  view  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  responsible  for  my  utterances,  and 
they  can  be  checked  by  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  say  there  is  no 
new  crime  created  by  this  Bill — I  say 
there  is  no  new  offence  created  by  this 
Bill ;  but  I  say,  and  I  have  never  denied 
it  for  a  single  moment,  that  the  mode  of 
punishment,  the  mode  of  detecting  crime, 
is  new — that  is  to  say,  new  provisions 
are  inserted  in  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  to-night  there  are  three 
classes  of  offences  which  are  touched  by 
this  Bill — felonies,  misdemeanours,  and 
then  he  used  the  words  triumphantly  as 
being  the  words  which  he  aUeges  were 
used  by  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  "  offences 
constitated  by  this  Bill."  It  certainly 
was  a  very  inapt  observation  for  any 
lawyer  to  have  used.  We  know  per- 
fectly well  there  are  sections  in  which  the 
words  "  offences  punishable  under  this 
Act  "  are  used,  and  in  which  distinction 
has  been  drawn  between  felonies,  mis- 
demeanours, and  offences  punishable 
under  the  Act.  But  if  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Holmes)  nsed 
the  expression  attributed  to  him,  I  am 
quite  certain  it  was  with  reference  to 
some  such  question  as  that  now  under 
discoBsion — namely,  the  way  in  which 
particular  clauses  should  bo  applied. 
He  never  nsed  them  for  the  purpose  of 
indicating  that  new  offences  were  created. 
But  I  do  not  want  to  shield  myself, 
under  the  responsibility  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Holmes).  I 
will  submit  to  any  hon.  Member  opposite 
whowillanswer  me  fairly,  from  alawyer'e 
point  of  view,  whether  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  are  not  exactly  in  accordance 
with  what  I  say  ?  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid Xothiau 
referred  to  Clause  2.  He  admitted  that 
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the  section  of  the  clause  which  he  con- 
sidered Mr.  Holmes  was  referring  to  was 
Section  2,  or  Clause  2  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  what  are 
the  sub-sections  of  that  clause  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  ? 
They  are  two,  and  I  do  crave  the 
attention  of  the  House,  because  I  wish 
these  matters  to  be  argued  out  fairly 
and  squarely.  The  Ist  snb-soctioti  re- 
lates to  criminal  conspiracies  now  punish- 
able by  law,  and  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  a  lawyer  in  the  House  who  valuea  his 
reputation  who  will  get  np  and  say  that 
the  whole  of  the  1st  sub-section  is  not 
governed  by  the  words  "  criminal  con- 
spiracy now  punishable  by  law."  How 
did  the  rizht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  deal  with  it?  In- 
stead of  taking  the  whole  sentence  and 
seeing  what  were  the  governing  words, 
he  read  out  the  irords — 

"  To  induce  bd;  person  or  persond  either  not 
to  falfil  his  or  their  legal  obligations,  or  not  to 
let,  hire,  or  usa,  or  occupy  soy  laod,  or  not  to 
deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  aaj  penon  or 
persona  in  the  ordinary  couna  of  trade,  buuaess, 
or  occapatdoQ." 

And  then  he  went  on  to  nee  the  argu- 
ment, which  I  do  not  think  anybody  will 
consider  valid — namely,  that  in  England 
anybody  may  induce  a  person  to  any 
extent  he  likes,  that  in  Scotland  any- 
body may  induce  any  person  as  much 
as  he  likes,  but  that  the  same  right  is 
denied  an  Irishman.  [Mr.  Brtok: 
Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  says  "  Hear,  bear !  "  Will  he 
get  up  and  say  that  the  whole  of  this 
sub-eection  is  not  governed  by  the 
words  "criminal  conspiracy  now  punish- 
able by  law  ?  "  No  one  has  a  right  to 
take  up  the  section,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  argument  break  it  up  into  two  parts, 
and  allege  that  the  offence  is  to  induce 
a  person  not  to  fal&l  his  obligations. 
The  offence  is  a  criminal  conspiracy  to 
induce  a  person  not  to  fulfil  bis  legal 
obligations.  I  am  perfectly  acquainted 
with  the  law  of  England,  and  I  have 
ascertained  what  is  the  law  of  Scotland 
on  this  subject ;  and  I  assert  it  is  wholly 
untrue  to  allege,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  to-night,  if 
he  means  to  refer  to  Clause  2,  that  in 
England  it  is  not  a  criminal  offence  to 
conspire  to  compel  persons  not  to  fulfil 
their  l^al  obligations.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: He  did  not  say  so.  J  I  agree  he 
did  not  say  so,  because  he  left  out  the 
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^Terniog  words  of  the  clauM,  "criminal 
oonapiraof  now  pnnieliable  b;  law."  I 
leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
whetlter  that  is  fair  argument.  The 
answer  to  the  obserrationa  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemaa  is  this — that  if  persons 
in  England  or  Scotland  at  the  present 
time  enter  into  a  conspiracy  which  is 
contemplated  b^r  this  sub-section  thej 
commit  an  offence  against  the  Orimintd 
Law.  When  it  was  suggested  that 
someone  might  think  of  a  new  kind 
of  crime,  what  did  the  GtoTomment 
do?  Thej  inserted  the  words  "now 
punishable  by  law,"  for  the  purpose 
of  ohowing  that  new  crimes  were  not 
contemplated,  bat  that  that  which  con- 
stituted a  criminal  conspiracy  should 
Btill  do  so.  I  pass  to  the  next  sub-section , 
and  here,  again,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man certainly  did,  to  my  miud,  fall  into 
a  moat  extraordinary  mistake.  He 
indicated  to  the  Hoase  that  intimidation 
of  the  character  contemplated  by  Sub- 
section 2  was  a  new  offence,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  that  was  the  new  offence 
which  was  contemplated,  or  which  was 
referred  to,  by  Mr.  Justice  Holmes. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  supported  his 
BZgiiment  by  some  analogies  drawn  from 
the  Trades  Unions  Statutes,  and  sug- 
gested that  what  we  are  endeavouring 
to  do  ia  to  place  on  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land greater  obligations  than  ve  are 
willing  to  put  on  the  people  of  England. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman  con- 
fused, for  a  moment,  the  OoDspirocy  8ub- 
aecuon  with  the  Intimidation  Sub-section. 
If  be  was  dealing  with  the  Conspiracy 
Sub-aection,  I  might  again  point  out 
that  the  whole  clause  is  governed  by  the 
words  "criminal  conspiracy  now  punish- 
able by  law ; "  bat  if  he  was  dealing 
with  the  Intimidation  Sub-section,  it 
ooonra  to  my  mind  he  cannot  very 
recently  have  read  Section  7  of  what  is 
oommonly  called  the  Trades  Unions 
Act,  or  the  Act  of  1B75,  with  reference 
to  the  Law  of  Conspiracy.  Sub-section  2 
aays — "Any  person  who  ahali  wrong- 
fully, and  without  legal  authority,  nse 
liolencs,  or  iotimidatioD,"  &o.  Now, 
Bection  7  of  the  Act  of  1875  lays  it 
down  thot  anyone  who,  with  the  view  of 
compelling  any  other  person  to  abstain 
from  doing  what  he  haa  a  legal  right  to 
do,  or  VMW  ttrtd,  uses  violence  or  intimi- 
dation towards  him,  or  hie  vrife,  or  his 
children,  ahall  be  liable  to  punishment 
under  anmmary  jurisdiotion  or  by  indiot- 
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ment.  That  was  the  section  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  when  he  apoke  to-night  of 
"picketing  end  molesting  " in  connec- 
tion with  trades  unions.  The  words  of 
the  two  sections  are,  practically  speak- 
ing, identical  from  the  point  of  view  in 
which  I  am  now  considering  the  question 
— namely,  the  naing  of  violence  or  iati' 
midation  to  or  towards  any  person  or 
persona.  If  you  bear  in  mind  that  in 
this  Bill  wo  are  simply  dealing  with 
the  object  of  the  intimidation,  with 
the  object  of  the  violence  which  we 
desire  to  put  an  end  to,  I  aay  that  this 
section  and  the  7th  section  of  the  Act  of 
IS75  are  practically  identical.  If  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  IiOthian  says  that  a  new  offence  ia, 
created  by  Sub-section  2, 1  reepectfully 
and  emphatically  deny  it ;  and  I  say, 
except  in  that  the  offence  of  ia- 
timidation  well  known  to  the  law, 
the  offence  of  using  Tioleoce  well 
known  to  the  law,  ia  properly  described 
in  relation  to  the  evil  intended  to  be 
met,  there  is  no  creation  of  new  crime. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Eriend  (Mr. 
Holmes)  can  no  longer  reply  in  this 
House  ;  but  I  assert  that  no  such  state- 
ment attributed  to  him  was  ever  made 
by  him.  Now,  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  one  or  two  other  points 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mta  Lothian,  because  I  am 
unwillingto  allow  any  doubt  or  any  un- 
certainty aa  to  what  is  our  view  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  In  support  of 
his  general  allegation  that  this  Bill  is 
a  Bill  not  againat  crime,  but  against 
political  associations,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  if  it  had  been  a  Bill 
against  crime  three-fourths  of  the  time 
taken  up  in  the  diaousaiaD  of  the  Bill 
would  have  been  aaved.  [Mr.  Brtce  : 
Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  cheers  that  statement ;  but 
haa  he  looked  through  the  Amendments 
we  have  been  disouaaing  for  the  last  few 
mouths  7  Has  he  got  in  his  mind  what 
the  character  of  those  Atneudments  wasF 
And,  what  is  more  important,  does  he 
remember  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  upon 
which  the  discuaaion  took  place  7  The 
Amendmenta  which  were  discussed  for 
weeks  and  weeks  were  directed  to  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  which  aclely  had  to  do 
with  the  pumahment  of  crime,  directed 
to  those  [mrts  of  the  Bill  which  the  right 
bon.  GenUeman  haa  to-night  said  were 
IFirit  ifij^f.J 
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perfectly  lentimAte.  But  wbat  he  says 
ifi  that  the  Bill  goes  beyond  the  punish- 
meot  of  crime,  and  in  some  myBterious 
wajBtepainta  the  region  of  whatis  called 
political  organization.  Whether  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  is  right  or  wrong, 
I  aesert — and  I  was  present  almost  con- 
stantly during  the  debates  upon  the 
Amendments  —  that  the  Amendments 
were  not  directed  to  the  part  of  the 
Bill  which  is  supposed  to  hare  to  do 
with  political  associations,  but  were 
directed  to  the  parts  which  hare  to  do 
with  crime.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  a  most  extraordinary  state- 
ment, vbioh  I  cannot  allow  for  one 
moment  to  pass  without  notice.  He 
said  that  the  Bill  was  such  that  it  put 
jnto  the  power  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
or  the  Chief  Secretary,  to  say  that  he, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  if  an  Irish- 
man, was  to  become  a  criminal  beyond 
recall.  The  imagination  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  is  most  extraordinary. 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Saanderson)  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  seems  to  reason  himself  into 
thinking  that  these  extraordinary  riews 
are  the  result  of  calm  and  impartial  con- 
sideration ;  but  to  say  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  or  tbeChiefSecretary,  sitting 
in  a  secret  chamber,  can  make  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  criminal  beyond  re- 
call is,  I  submit  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country,  language  of  the  grossest 
exaggeration.  What  are  the  powers  of 
the  Chief  Secretary?  Is  it  true  that 
this  Bill  enables  eiwer  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary or  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  make  a 
man  a  criminal  beyond  recall  at  his  own 
wijl  and  without  the  slightest  reaponsi- 
bilityor  publioil^  with  regard  to  the  act? 
Why,  Sir,  what  is  the  state  of  the  facts  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  a  Member 
of  this  House,  must  be  prepared  to 
justify  his  action,  because,  if  he  acts 
under  Section  6,  the  Proclamation  must 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  within 
a  very  few  days.  He  must  show  that 
be  has  been  satisfied  that  there  has  been 
an  association  formed  for  the  commission 
of  crimes,  for  carrying  on  operations  for 
or  by  the  commission  of  orimes,  or  for 
encouraging  or  aiding  persons  to  commit 
crimes,  or  tor  promoting  or  inciting  to 
acts  of  violence  or  intimidation,  or  for 
interfering  with  the  administration  of 
the  law  or  disturbing  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order.  Every  one  of  these 
Sir  Richard  WaUUr 


things  are  offences  now.  Erery  one  of 
these  things,  if  done  now  with  criminal 
intfint,  are  offences.  If  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant issues  a  Proclamation,  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  to  justify  the  action  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  this  House.  Doea 
anyone  suppose  that  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary,  or  any  Government,  would  be  eo 
ridiculously  absurd  in  their  conduct,  so 
ridiculously  misguided,  as  to  issue  a 
Proclamation  unless  they  were  prepared 
to  justify  it  by  facts  ?  [Laugkttr.']  All 
I  can  say  is  that  if  hon.  Members  oelow 
the  Gangway  think  that  a  Goremment 
which  would  so  behare  would  be  able 
to  stand  long  they  hare  not  very  much 
studied  the  histoiy  of  this  country.  May 
I  remind  the  House  what  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  was? 
The  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man was  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
being  substituted  for  the  judicial  tri- 
bunals of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  re- 
membering that  the  action  of  the  Lord 
Lientenant  has  to  be  justified  in  this 
House,  it  does  occur  to  me  that  it  is  not 
very  many  weeks  ago  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  declaiming  against  the 
Judges  and  juries  of  the  land,  and  tell- 
ing the  House  of  Commons  they  were 
not  fit  persons  to  be  entrusted  tg  enter 
into  inquiries  under  Section  G.  To  say 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  sabstituted 
for  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  land  is, 
again,  to  use  language  of  exaggeration. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  does  not  punish 
crime.  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  is 
responsible  to  the  Executire  Govern- 
ment, and  who  acts  under  the  advice  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Cabinet, 
thinks  it  right,  baring  information  be- 
fore him,  to  put  into  force  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  Chief  Secretary  must 
be  prepared  to  justify  the  action  of  the 
Iiord  lieutenant ;  but  the  punishment  of 
offences  rests  with  the  tribunals,  eithtr 
constituted  by  the  general  law  of  the 
land,  or  by  this  Bill.  Nobody  will  tell 
me  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  power  to  sit  in 
judgment  on  the  individual  whom  he 
has  caused  to  be  arrested.  Every  lawyer 
knows  perfectiy  well  that  anybody 
offending  against  this  Bill  after  a  Pro- 
clamation is  liable  to  be  tried  in  the 
ordinary  way.  To  suggest  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  is  substituted  for  the  ordi- 
nary judicial  tribunals  is  exactiy  the 
same  thing  as  to  say  that  the  magistrate 
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vbo  reads  the  Biat  Actis  eubsUttited  for 
the  tribunals  that  try  the  rioters  afCer- 
vards.  I  bare  endeavoured  to  make 
the  matter  clear.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  make  the  House  understsnd  that  it 
is  against  crime  this  Bill  is  directed; 
and  I  again  oballenge  those  who  may 
speak  in  this  debate  after  me,  as  I  have 
more  than  once  challenged  the  right  bon. 
Oentleman  (Hr.  W.  E.  Qladstone),  to 
point  out  that  the  Bill  is  directed  other- 
vise  than  against  crime.  Nov,  Sir,  let 
me  say  but  one  word  more  with  regard 
to  one  or  two  matters  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred.  Ho  told  ua 
that  the  state  of  facts  does  not  justify 
the  introduction  or  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  he  ad- 
mitted atatielice  showing  that  in  1836 
crime  was  in  advance  of  that  which,  in 
his  opinion,  justified  the  Coercion  Bill 
of  1B70.  Sir,  is  Iteland  more  populous 
in  1887  than  it  was  in  the  year  1869  ? 
le  Ireland  supposed  to  have  benefited  in 
any  measure  at  all  by  the  legislation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  F  If  things 
are,  on  the  admitted  figures  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  worse  and  far  worse  in 
1886  than  they  were  in  1869,  I  am 
justified  in  appealing  to  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whose  name 
has  been  already  mentioned — ULi.  For- 
tescue — who  said  in  1869  that  the  con- 
dition of  things  was  intolerable,  and  that 
no  step  ought  to  be  ep&rod  by  the  Go- 
Ternment  which  would  put  an  end  to  it. 
Furthermore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  told  us  that  not- 
withstanding all  which  had  been  done, 
I  think  he  said  during  the  last  700  years, 
certainly  for  the  last  100  years,  not«ith- 
standing  his  own  legislation,  this  coun- 
try held  Ireland  by  force,  and  I  believe 
that  statement  was  cheered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway.  We  have 
heard  of  slanders  on  the  Irish  people. 
We  are  said  to  have  slandered  the  Irish 
people  in  order  to  introduce  this  Bill.  I 
do  not  think  there  could  be  a  much 
greater  slander  upon  a  people  than  to 
speak  of  them  as  a  nation  that  is  only 
held  by  force.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mean  to  say  there  are  not 
hundreds  and  thousands  and  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  loyal  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  in  Ireland?  It  is 
known  perfectly  well  that  there  are;  and 
I  say  tnat  the  people  who  have  to  bo 
restrained  by  force  are  not  really  subjects 


of  the  Queen,  but  are  those  who,  as  I 
have  said  more  than  once  in  the  course 
of  these  discuesions,  would  go  a  very 
considerable  diafanoe  towards  declaring 
themselves  the  open  and  avowed  enemies 
of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen.  I  suppose 
it  will  not  be  denied  that  there  are  per- 
sons against  whose  acta  any  Ezecutirs 
Government  would  be  justified  in  taking 
most  stringent  measures  to  defeat  any 
design  which  may  take  the  form  of 
rebellion.  In  regard  to  the  supposed 
perpetuity  of  this  Bill,  I  have  pointed 
out  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  stated 
that  though  the  power  of  putting  the 

f)rovisions  of  the  Bill  in  force  has  no 
imit  of  time,  the  operation  of  the  Bill  is 
most  distinctly  limited  by  the  action  of 
the  Executive  having  regard  to  the  oon- 
dition  of  the  country.  If  previous 
Crime  Acts  have  failed,  it  has  been,  to  a 
very  great  extent,  because  they  were 
only  passed  for  a  short  period.  If  the 
Act  of  18B2  had  been  in  force  at  the 
present  time,  we  should  have  had 
probably  very  little  need  now  for  acting 
under  its  provisions ;  it  would  be  the 
means  whereby  of  itself,  so  to  speak, 
law  and  order  would  be  maintained. 
The  reason  why  the  former  Acts  failed 
was  not  because  of  anything  inherent 
in  the  Acts  themselves,  but  because 
when  Ihey  came  to  an  end  they  had  been 
allowed  to  expire  without  due  considera- 
tion of  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
allowing  tbem  to  elapse,  and  without 
considering  that  the  necessity  for  tbem 
would  again  spring  u[i.  If  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  this  Bill  is  directed 
against  crime,  the  whole  objection  to  the 
Bill,  ou  the  ground  of  its  perpetual 
duration,  is  to  a  great  extent  removed. 
I  have,  in  a  matter  of  fact  way,  placed 
before  the  House  what  is  our  view  of  the 
case,  and  no  one  can  say  afterwards  that 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  rests  upon  any 
supposed  admissions  or  assertions  made 
by  my  right  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. Now  Hr,  Justice  Holmes,  in  the 
course  of  discuBsion,  made,  in  effect,  the 
same  statements  as  I  have.  Those  state- 
ments I  have  made  on  my  own  responsi- 
bility, knowing  that  I  shall  have  to  sub- 
mit those  statements  to  the  judgment 
of  those  who  are  well  able  to  pronounce 
judgment  upon  them.  Wehave brought 
in  this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  what  we  believe  to  be  the  duty  of 
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the  Oovemmeat.  The  hon.  Member  for  I 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Eeed)  has  t>rophe- 
fiied  the  most  evil  things  respecting  us. 
He  has  told  ua  that  we  are  going  to  meat 
our  fate.  We  shall,  of  oourae,  meet  our 
fate ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
gone  so  far  as  to  tell  us  what  our  fate  is 
to  be,  although,  t  suppose,  he  means 
that  we  have  ruined  the  Goremment  b; 
introducing  this  Bill.  All  I  can  sajr  is 
that,  having  done  what  we  believe  to  be 
our  duty  in  introducing  our  Bill,  we  are 
ready  to  meet  our  fate  in  the  sense  indi- 
cated ;  but,  whatever  that  fate  m&y  be, 
I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member 
will  believe  that  it  has  been  brought 
about  by  introducing  this  Bill.  We 
have  determined  earnestly  to  grapple 
with  Clime.  [An  hon.  Member:  And 
Bomethiug  more.]  If  the  hon.  Member 
can  show  where  the  more  is,  it  is  not 
even  now  too  lata  to  amend  the  BilL  I 
repeat  that  it  is  not  too  late  to  alter  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  if  it  is  directed 
against  political  associations ;  but  we 
have  pointed  out  over  and  over  again, 
and  wearied  the  House  by  bo  doing, 
that  the  Bill  is  intended  to  be  put  in 
operatioQ  against  crime.  I  say  again 
that  we  have  determined  to  do  our  best 
to  put  down  crime ;  we  have  determined 
to  put  down  terrorism  in  Ireland  ;  and 
wim  those  intentions  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, if  they  are  called  upon  to 
meet  the  terrible  fate  pictured  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardifi\  will  do  so  with 
leaigoation  and  without  a  single  regret. 
I  say  it  will  not  in  any  way  cause  them 
the  slightest  feeling  of  hesitation  or  fear 
because  they  have  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  sudden  fate  impend- 
ing over  them.  We  do  not  suggest  oi 
believe  that  the  Bill  will  cure  all  the 
evils  existing  in  Ireland;  but  we  do 
believe  that,  without  the  salutary  effect 
of  such  provisions  as  these,  the  intro- 
duction and  successful  operation  ol 
remedial  measures  is  impossible,  and  it 
is  in  that  belief,  and  because  we  are  de- 
termined to  grapple  with  crime  and  to 
put  down  terrorism,  that  we  have  intro- 
duced this  Bill,  and  intend  to  press  it  to 
the  third  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
(Jfr.  Bryce.) 

Motion  agratd  to. 

Debate  a^ounui  till  'Xh-nerrow. 
Sir  Jiidard  Wtbittr 
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[bill  307.]     SECOJfD  aSADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  Aaade,  and  Queation  proposed, 
'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  K):  Sir,  al- 
though this  Bill  appears,  at  first  sight, 
of  but  small  importance,  it  is  one, 
having  regard  to  the  district  with  which 
it  deals,  of  the  greatest  importance.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  of  the  deepest 
conseijuence,  because  it  deals  with  a 
problem  which  has  been  admitted  by 
students  of  Irish  affairs  to  be  one  of  a 
most  perplexing  character.  Again,  it  is 
an  important  measure,  because  it  is  en- 
tirely revolutionary  and  unprecedented 
in  its  proposals ;  and  I  venture  to  say, 
although  I  do  not  intend,  for  reasons 
which  I  shall  lay  before  the  House,  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  that  the  Government  are 
entering  on  a  course  the  evils  of  which 
it  would  be  impossible  to  exaggerate. 
The  Bill  proposes  to  take  over  responsi- 
bility from  the  elected  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  in  Ireland  and  cast  it  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  Executive  Government 
— the  responsibility  for  the  greatest  and 
most  terrible  mass  of  festering  poverty 
that  ever  existed  in  Ireland.  I  think  it 
is  only  fair  that  we  should  warn  tho 
Executive  in  Ireland  of  that ;  and  in  the 
future,  if  this  Bill  passes,  or,  at  any 
rate,  until  we  get  Home  Bole  for  Ire- 
land, which  niU  not  be  long,  they  will 
have  entire  responsibility  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  in  this  immense  dis- 
trict, the  population  of  which  is  stated 
at  156,000  persons.  I  wish  to  refer 
briefly  to  the  details  of  the  measure 
before  I  sit  down ;  but  at  the  outsot  I 
shall  draw  attention  to  some  of  the  facta 
which  are  set  forth  in  a  Memorandum 
which  has  been  circulated,  together  with 
the  Bill;  and  with  regard  to  this  Memo- 
randum I  must  say  that,  although  it 
seems  to  me  irregular,  I  do  not  com- 
plain, seeing  that  a  fair  opportunity  has 
been  given  of  discussing  the  measure. 
But  I  do  say  that  it  was  a  great  bit  of 
sharp  practice  to  get  a  long  start  of  Mem- 
bers interested  in  the  district  by  means 
of  a  statement  in  detail  deeply  affecting 
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tlie  matter  of  argument,  seeing  that  for 
several  days  we  should  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  replying.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J,  Balfour)  hoa  acted  fairly  in  giving 
us  a  reasonable  opportunity  for  con- 
sidering this  Bill.  Here  you  have  a 
district  including  five  TTniona  in  the 
oounties  of  Oalway  and  Clare,  with  a 
population  of  1 56,000  persons,  and  which 
district  includes  in  its  area  I  think  all, 
or  nearly  all,  of  what  are  known  as  the 
poorest  districts  in  Ireland.  We  have 
had  the  admission  that  from  1879  to 
1885  there  has  been  expended  an  enor- 
mous sum  of  money  in  free  grants  and 
loans  which  have  not  been  repaid,  and 
in  charitable  donations  within  the  dis- 
trict. The  total  amount  of  this  is 
£317,000,  all  of  which  came  from  out- 
side the  district — largely  from  the  public 
funds  voted  by  this  House,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  charitable  funds,  which  amounted 
to  no  less  than  £85,000.  We  have  had 
the  admission  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  this  money  was  expended  in  order 
to  keep  the  population  alive,  and  there 
has  been  no  allegation  of  abuse  or  mis- 
application of  the  money,  except  with 
regard  to  one  portion  of  it.  But, 
notwithstanding  all  this,  from  the  very 

Klacee  where  the  poverty  is  the  deepest 
irge  sums  for  rent  have  been  sent  over 
to  this  country.  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  on  what  grounds  of  public  ex- 
pediency the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
seeks  to  defend  this  fact  which  cannot 
be  got  over — that  in  this  comparatively 
■mall  population,  and  with  this  enor- 
mous expenditure  from  public  and 
charitable  funds  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
enabling  people  to  keep  body  and  soul 
together,  these  rents  have  been  levied  in 
the  district  by  horse,  foot,  and  artillery. 
But  that  is  not  the  whole  of  my  charge, 
What  are  the  facts  with  regard  to  that 
district  ?  I  can  say,  from  my  own  kuaw- 
ledge  of  the  district,  that  the  land 
there  is  the  property  of  landlords  who 
never  set  foot  in  the  district,  but 
live  in  this  country.  During  the  time 
of  the  distribution  of  the  money  voted 
to  maintain  their  tenants  the  landlords 
deaerted  their  duties,  and  never  attended 
on  the  Boards  of  Qnardians,  of  which 
they  were  members  ee  ogieio,  and  we 
have  it  stated  in  the  Blue  Book  that 
doriiig  the  worst  periods  the  Boards  had 
bad  very  small  assistance  &om  m  o^eto 
ipembers,  whose  presence  might  have 


been  expected.  The  man  who  owns  the 
largest  part  of  the  district  is  Lord  Dillon, 
who  never  set  foot  there  during  the  time 
when  there  were  large  sums  spent  in 
keeping  his  wretched  tenantry  from 
starvation,  but  who  occupied  himself  in 
issuing  processes  and  civil  bills  against 
them.  The  very  money  that  was  in- 
tended for  the  relief  of  the  people  was 
used  for  issuing  processes  for  payment 
of  rent.  I  say  that  the  Executive  of 
Ireland,  not  having,  it  would  seem,  suf- 
ficient on  hand,  are  now  taking  over  the 
whole  responsibility  of  this  poverty- 
stricken  population,  who  aresinkingday 
by  day  into  further  misery;  and  you  are 
taking  ail  that  upon  your  shoulders, 
knowing  that  you  have  to  deal  with  a 
body  of  men  who  are  proved  by  the  Re- 
port in  that  Blue  Book  to  be  dead  to 
every  duty  which  a  landlord  ought  to 
acknowledge.  Allow  me  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  this— there  is  one  provision  in  this 
Bill  which  seems  to  me,  in  view  of  the 
facts  in  the  Blue  Book,  little  short  of  a 
mockery,  and  I  would  ask  you  whether, 
in  your  opinion,  it  is  not  a  mockery  ?  It 
is  said  that  these  Commissions  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  are  to 
take  over  all  the  duties  of  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  to  take  over  none  of 
their  debts,  which  are  to  be  left  behind 
— to  take  over  all  their  duties  and  all 
their  means  of  paying  their  debts,  but 
none  of  their  debts.  There  is  a  provi- 
sion from  which  the  creditors  of  the 
Unions  will,  I  should  think,  take  slight 
comfort— namely,  a  provision  to  the 
effect  that  everything  over  and  above 
the  rate  to  be  levied,  which  may  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  support  of  the  poor,  will 
be  handed  back  to  the  old  Boards  of 
Guardians  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
their  debts.  Well,  what  is  that  likely 
to  amount  to?  Well,  I  confess  I 
would  not  offer  a  halfpenny  in  the 
pound  for  the  whole  of  that  amount.  I 
believe  that  in  many  of  these  electoral 
divisions,  that,  so  far  from  having  any 
surplus  when  the  wants  of  the  poor  have 
been  supplied,  you  will  meet  with  a  de- 
ficit. You  do  not  know  as  I  do  the 
miserable  condition  of  these  people — 
you  do  not  know  what  position  you  are 
putting  the  Executive  in.  I  have  the 
keenest  desire  to  avoid  parading  the 
miseries  of  our  people  before  this  ^use ; 
but  when  you  and  the  Executive  are 
about  to  place  yourselves  in  the  position 
of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
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I  warn  yon  that  it  will  be  impossible  for 
ua  in  the  future  to  avoid  criticizing  your 
conduct,  and  placing  before  Parliament 
and  the  conntry  the  miserable  condition 
of  the  people— for  which  condition  you 
will  then  be  responsible.  So  great  is 
the  normal  poverty  of  the  people  that 
the  facts  we  ahall  be  able  to  bring  before 
this  House,  which  will  be  beyond  ques- 
tion, and  which  the  Esecutive  wiU  be 
bound  to  admit,  will  make  even  you 
Conservatives  consent  to  a  scale  of  relief 
nnder  this  Bill,  such  as  will  compel  the 
production  of  a  Budget  for  these  dis- 
tressed Unions  in  which  you  will  not 
have  a  surplus,  but  the  very  reverse 
surplus.  The  consequences  of  that  will 
be  that,  instead  of  saving  money  by  this 
proposed  scheme,  you  will  plunge  the 
Executive  of  Ireland  into  new  difficulties. 
We  have  evidence  here  of  the  gross 
maladministration  of  the  £20,000  of  the 
Irish  Church  money,  which  was  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament  last  year  for  use 
in  outdoor  relief.  I  do  not  stand  here 
to  defend  the  action  of  these  Guar- 
dians at  all.  On  the  contrary,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
will  remember  in  connection  with  that 
matter  that,  though  it  was  an  un- 
popular r6la  to  play  before  my  own 
constituency,  I  stood  up  here,  and 
warned  him  against  giving  large  grants 
to  the  Poor  Law  Quaraians  without 
check  and  control.  So  strong  was  the 
view  I  took  on  that  matter  that  I  urged 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Executive  Government  in  Ireland,  in 
which  I  then  had  the  most  absolute  con- 
fidence, Lord  Aberdeen  being  then  Lord 
Lieutenant,  should  have  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  money,  and  that  where 
they  thought  fit  they  should  administer 
it  by  Inspectors,  and  not  by  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  or  that  where  they  did  ad- 
minister it  through  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  it  should  be  under  the  im- 
mediate control  of  Inspectors.  What 
has  occurred  since  has  fully  borne  out 
the  correctness  of  my  view.  The  prin- 
ciple I  had  in  view  was  that  public 
money  granted  to  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  was  a  dangerous  gift,  and 
that  where  you  made  a  free  gift  to 
an  electoral  body  like  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  the  Executive  Government 
should  insist  upon  the  most  rigorous 
control  over  the  administration  of  the 
money.  I  regret  that  there  was  not 
Mt.  DiUon 


of  the  money  granted  by  Parlie 
last  year,  because  occurrences  have 
taken  place  which  are  most  painful  to 
everyone  interested  in  the  honour  of 
those  localities.  I  would  invite  the 
attention  of  those  who  wish  to  under- 
stand this  matter  to  the  Blue  Book. 
What  are  the  facts  ?  Why,  we  have  it 
related  here  that  the  Guardians  offered 
to  the  people  in  Swinford,  and  some  of 
the  surrounding  districts,  occupation 
on  the  relief  works  at  U.  a-day,  and 
here  are  the  statements  of  the  people 
who  were  examined — that  so  great  was 
the  rush  to  the  relief  works  to  earn  this 
1(.  a-day,  that  almost  the  entire  popu- 
lation was  put  on  them.  Is  it  not 
an  awful  state  of  things  to  see  such  an 
offer  as  this  drawing  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  the  place — and  it  must  be  home 
in  mind  that  it  was  not  for  the  whole  of 
the  week,  but  only  for  three  or  four  daya 
in  the  week  that  this  money  was  given. 
That  is  the  actual  state  of  things — 
that  an  offer  was  made  of  1(.  a-day, 
and  four-fifths  of  the  population  rushed 
and  strutted  to  get  it.  That  is  a  ter- 
rible fact,  and  one  tiiat  the  Government 
should  take  into  consideration  before 
they  proceed  with  this  proposal.  There 
are  two  other  facts  which  are  discloBod 
in  the  Blue  Book  to  which  I  must  direct 
attention.  Some  time  ago  I  directed 
attention  to  the  fact  which  is  too  much 
lost  sight  of,  hut  which  is  in  reality 
most  appalling;  and  it  is  that  in  Ireland, 
while  the  population  of  the  whole  country 
has  decreased  since  1641  from  about 
8,000,000  to  under  5,000,000,  the  popu- 
lation of  the  poorest  districts,  of  the 
bogs  and  bill-sides,  and  the  congested 
districts  of  the  West,  show  a  largely 
increased  population.  I  recollect  on  one 
sion  being  struck  by  these  foots  on 
lugh  observation  of  these  Western 
districts  in  the  course  of  my  own  expe- 
rience of  them.  I  went  into  parti- 
culars, and  took  up  the  matter  barony 
by  barony,  and  electoral  division  by 
electoral  division,  and  in  Connaught  I 
found  that  in  direct  ratio  the  baronies 
which  showed  good  soil  and  productive 
capabilities  were  thinly  populated,  while 
those  districts  where  the  land  was  barren 
and  of  little  value  were  thickly  popu- 
lated, and  in  those  districts  the  popu- 
lation is  multiplying  and  increasing  to 
this  day.  Now,  is  that  not  a  terrible 
state  of  things  ?    Has  the   right  hon. 
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Qentleman  opposite  really  conaiddred 
what  U  before  him  ?  I  beliere  that  the 
fact,  once  mastered  and  admitted,  is  a 
frightful  aondemnation  of  the  syHtem 
which  has  prevailed  in  Ireland  during 
the  last  40  years,  or,  I  may  say,  the  last 
100  years.  I  believe  that  that  problem, 
terrible  as  it  is,  would  take  even  those 
most  interested  in  the  welfare  of  Ireland 
not  one,  or  two,  or  three  years,  but  10  or 
12  years  of  patient  and  long-suffering 
endeavour  to  remedy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  apposite  may  ask  me  what 
remedy  I  propose.  Well,  Sir,  the  answer 
I  make  is  this.  I,  least  of  all  the  Irish 
BepreaentativeE,hare  never  said  anything 
to  minimize  or  make  little  of  that  pro- 
blem. I  have  been  brought  face  to  face 
with  it  itoxa  childhood,  and  I  know  the 

Savity  of  it ;  and  if  to-morrow  we  Irish 
embers  had  to  take  upon  ourselves  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  it,  we 
should  do  so  with  the  full  knowledge  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  c^e,  but  we  should 
be  perfectly  prepared  to  accept  the  re- 
sponsibility, and  we  should  find  a  remedy 
with  great  patience.  But  I  tell  you 
frankly  that  I  believe  it  is  impossible 
for  anybody  who  does  not  enjoy  the  love 
and  oonfidenca  of  the  Irish  people  to 
touch  that  problem  without  making 
matters  ten  times  worse  than  they  are  at 
present.  The  first  step  you  have  got  to 
take,  before  you  commence  to  deal  with 
a  congested  district,  is  to  open  the  hearts 
of  the  people  to  you.  Until  you  do  that 
— while  you  coma  to  the  people  as  an 
enemy — every  time  you  approach  them 
you  will  be  farther  away  than  ever  from 
the  snccessful  dealing  with  a  problem 
which,  I  admit,  will  task  the  patience 
and  experience  and  skill  of  even  an 
Irish  Government.  The  Chief  Secretary 
knows  very  well  the  figures  with  regard 
to  the  increases  and  decreases  which  are 
oconrring  in  connection  with  our  popu- 
lation. Sut  the  facts  are  so  extraordi- 
nary with  reference  to  some  of  the 
poorest  districts  that  I  will  iuet  men- 
tion one  or  two  of  them.  Here  is  an 
example  of  the  horrible  state  of  things 
which  exists  in  some  of  the  most 
wretched  districts — an  example  of  the 
iDcrease  of  population  where  the  valua- 
tion  is  frightfully  low.  In  Lettermore, 
in  the  Oughterard  TJoion,  the  popula- 
tion in  1841  was  l,S95,  and  in  1881  it 
was  1,643;  and  what,  do  you  think,  is 
the  valuation  per  head?  Why,  only 
bi.  3d.    In  Kilcommin  the  population 
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in  1841  was  340,  and  in  1881  was  335, 
while  the  valuation  was  9*.  9rf. ;  and  in 
another  village  in  the  Swinford  district 
the  population  in  1841  was  2,13S,  while 
it  is  now  2,635,  or  an  increase  of  500, 
and  the  valuation  is  5«.  7d.  I  know  the 
last  place  of  which  I  have  spoken  very 
well.  It  is  on  Lord  Dillon's  estate. 
Lord  Dillon  owns  the  entire  electoral 
division.  Every  inch  of  his  estate  has 
increased  in  population.  Why  is  that  ? 
Why,  for  the  very  reason  that  the  land 
is  valueless,  absolutely  valueless.  The 
land  is  barren  and  rooky  —  indeed,  it 
was  a  forest  in  the  days  of  the  grand- 
fathers of  the  people  who  ocoupy 
it  now.  It  has  been  reclaimed  by 
the  children— the  sons  and  daughters 
of  the  tenantry  who  are  gone,  reared  up 
in  mud  cabins,  with  no  Mnd  of  decency 
— Idonotmean  with  no  idea  of  decency, 
for  these  poor  people  have  a  sense  of 
decency — hut  with  little  possible  appli- 
cation of  what  are  called  the  decencies 
of  civilised  life,  or  little  chance  of  carry- 
ing them  out.  The  people  herd  toge- 
ther in  these  cabins.  The  men  marry 
and  begin  life  with  no  more  capital  than 
seven  or  eight  acres  of  bog  or  mountain 
side.  They  will  go  and  cultivate  land 
which  anyone  here  would  call  absolutely 
worthless.  They  will  drag  some  sort  of 
produce  &om  that,  and  at  once  have 
the  rent  raised.  That  is  the  way  the 
Dillon  estate  has  increased.  That  has 
not  been  the  system  adopted  where  the 
land  is  valuable.  Where  the  land  was 
valuable  without  the  people,  there  the 
leople  have  had  to  go ;  but  where  the  land 
las  been  valueless  without  the  people, 
there  the  people  have  been  preserved, 
and  for  generations  have  been  reared  up 
for  the  purpose  of  cultivating  these 
barren  tracts.  The  people  have  been 
willing  to  go  into  these  districts  of  bog 
and  mountain,  and  live  as  no  Christian 
ight  to  he  called  upon  to  live ;  and  in- 
stead of  paying  1«.  an  acre — and  no 
Englishman  would  be  content  to  pay 
even  that  for  this  land — they  have  to 
pay  £l  li.  an  acre.  That,  however,  is 
the  system  you  will  have  to  contend 
with  in  these  ITnions.  You  will  have  to 
contend  with  a  frightful  mass  of 
poverty.  You  will  have  to  contend  with 
the  burden  of  a  population  which  could 
not  live  for  a  single  year  without  chari- 
table assistance  from  this  country  and 
remittances  from  America.  Ton  are 
going  to  enable  the  landlords  to  obtain 
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the  Commissioners  are  to  liavo  tho 
fullest  powers  to  recover  such  claims.  I 
put  it  to  the  Chief  Secretan — has  he 
considered  whether  or  not  be  is  pre- 
pared to  defend  this  principle  ?  I  do  not 
speak  here  in  the  interests  of  the  cre- 
ditors or  the  Boards  of  Ouardiane,  he- 
cause  I  think  the  banks  in  Ireland  which 
have  allowed  the  Boards  of  Quardians 
to  overdraw  their  accounts,  as  I  nm  told 
they  hare  done  in  Swinford,  have  only 
themselves  to  blame.  These  banks  are 
now  to  be  told  that  ihe  outstanding 
eatates  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  are 
to  he  seized  on  by  a  Body  againet  whom 
they  are  to  have  no  daim  whatever, 
and  that  the  old  Body,  on  whose  credit 
they  have  made  their  advances,  is  to  be 
extinguished.  They  are  to  be  told  to 
remain  dumb  under  these  circumstances; 
and  I  must  say  that  that  proposal  seems 
to  me  most  extraordinary.  What  com- 
foi-t  do  they  get  for  that  ?  At  the  end 
of  the  7th  section  they  will  find  the  fol- 
lowing provision ; — 

"  Nothing  contained  in  this  noliDD  shall  pre- 
judice an;  remedy  agaiiut  the  Board  of  Ouar- 


their  rents,  while  tho  British  Exchequer 
is  to  feed  the  people.  I  warn  the  Exe- 
outive  that  we  will  take  every  oppor- 
tunity of  pointing  out  to  the  people  of 
England  what  they  are  doing ;  and  if  we 
find  that  in  any  case  they  ref  nse  to  re- 
lieve the  people  that  are  starving,  we 
shall  lose  no  opportunity  of  attacking 
the  Executive  for  such  refusal,  more 
especially  if,  while  the  people  are  want- 
ing food,  large  bodies  of  police  are 
moved  into  the  districts  to  remove  them 
for  inability  to  pay  their  rents,  and  it 
will  remain  for  the  Executive  Gh>vem- 
ment  of  this  country  to  say,  if  they  pass 
this  Bill,  and  go  down  and  propose  a  grant 
in  aid  for  these  Unions  next  year,  that 
they  are  going  to  feed  Lord  Dillon's 
tenants,  in  order  that  they  may  be  able 
to  pay  his  rents.  I  mean  Lord  Dillon 
or  any  other  landlord.  I  do  not  draw 
attention  to  Lord  Dillon  because  he  is 
by  any  means  the  worst  of  these  land- 
lords. Some  of  these  landlords  receive 
three  times  the  amount  of  rent  that 
Lord  Dillon  does.  But  I  wars  the  Oo- 
Temment  that  they  will  be  placed  in  that 
odious  position  if  they  pass  this  Bill — 
that  they  will  be  feedinginthefive  Unions 
under  consideration  1S6,000  persons, 
amongst  whom,  in  little  more  than  six 
years,  a  sum  exceeding  £317,000  has 
been  spentin  orderthat  the  landlords  may 
have  some  means  of  squeezing  moneyout 
of  their  tenants.  I  will  only  devote  a  few 
minutes  to  criticism  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  This  measure  proposes  to  do 
what  no  Bill  ever  proposed  to  do  before 
— namely,  to  set  up  two  Commissioners, 
who  will  inevitably,  in  a  short  space  of 
time,  entirely  supersede  the  Boards  of 
Quardians ;  and  they  are  to  have  the 
power  of  appointing  the  officers  that  used 
to  be  under  the  Boards  of  Quardians. 
They  will  have  power  to  appoint  the  dis- 
pensary doctors  and  all  officers  that  were 
under  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  whioh 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  monstrous  thing  to 
propose  to  do.  It  is  proposed  that  they 
should  take  over  all  the  debts  due  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians,  but  none  of 
the  debts  owing  by  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. I  await  with  some  surprise  to 
hear  what  defence  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  can  make 
for  this  proposal,  for  it  seems  to  me  the 
most  extraordinary  proposal  ever  made 
by  a  Government.  All  the  claims  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians  have  against 
the  ratepayers  are  to  be  taken  over,  and 


Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  put  in  this  provision 
as  a  joke.  Having  carefully  provided 
that  every  source  from  which  the  Board 
of  Guardians  could  possibly  get  a  shil- 
ling is  to  be  impounded  by  the  new 
Commiesioners,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman provides  that  no  creditor  shall 
be  prejudiced  from  enforcing  pay- 
ment &om  the  Board  of  Guardians  in 
the  manner  whioh  would  have  been 
open  to  him  if  the  Act  bad  not  been 
passed.  When  advances  are  made,  they 
are  made  on  the  faith  of  the  Guardians. 
What  does  the  Bill  propose  ?  It  pro- 
poses to  cut  off  all  remedy  for  the  oreiU- 
tors,  and  impound  all  the  rates  and 
transfer  them  to  the  new  Body,  which  is 
to  go  scot-free.  I  do  not  stand  here  on 
behalf  of  the  creditors,  but  I  do  consider 
it  would  be  monstrous  if  banks,  for  in- 
stance, were  to  lose  the  money  they  have 
advanced.  So  much  for  that  part  of  the 
Bill.    The  Bill  goes  on  to  provide — 

"  If  any  union  named  in  the  Schedule  to  this 
Aot  ii  diasolTed,  or  the  limits  thereof  aie 
altered,  so  that  such  union  becomes  wholly  or 
partially  amalgamsted  vith  some  other  nnioii, 
the  Tniunrv  may,  on  the  recommeodstion  of 
the  Local  GoTennarat  Board,  mika,  out  of 
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venient  I  should  folloir  the  hon.  Qea- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Eaet  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  at  once.  With  Tery  much 
of  what  he  has  said  I  agree  and  sym- 
pathize.     He  haa  a  full  sense  of  the 


Bioneyi  to  be  proTided  by  PnTliamcnt,  a  free 
grant  af  Bach  nmouDt  aa  the  Treiuury  may  do- 
termine  to  the  Board  of  Ouardiani  or  to  the 
Commiiaioiien  of  tbe  dissolved  or  altered  uaion, 
to  bo  applied  b;  them  in  discharge  or  reduction 
of  the  debt!  affectinf;  the  union,  or  auch  parta 
of  Uie  ODioD  as  ue  amaJgamated  with  some  other 


This,  also,  seems  to  me  to  be  a  rather 
unjust  Proviso — it  seema  to  discriminate 
unfairly  between  the  unions  which  are 
steeped  in  poverty.  And  now,  Sir,  I 
wish  to  say  a  word  on  the  question  of 
outstanding  rates,  because  what  do  we 
find  in  these  Unions?  We  find  that  the 
outstanding  rates  bear  a  very  larre  pro- 
portion to  the  rates  that  are  collected, 
particularly  in  the  Swinford  Union.  A 
most  remarkable  fact  comes  out  with 
regard  to  the  outstanding  rates.  I 
have  pointed  out  that  ex  officio  Guardians 
neglect  their  duties,  because  they  give 
no  assistance  in  distributing  relief  or  in 
ohecking  extravagance.  Take  the  case 
of  the  Swinford  Union.  In  that  Union 
there  is  a  system  of  gross  swindling 
practised  on  on^upiers  under  £4;  79 
per  cent  of  all  the  rates  are  paid,  or  are 
payable,  by  the  rated  occupiers.  What 
do  we  find  as  to  the  condition  of  the  out- 
standing  rates  ?  Why,  that  49  per  cent 
of  the  uncollected  rates  are  credited  to 
the  rated  occupiers,  while  the  lessors, 
who  have  only  to  pay  26  per  cent,  have 
5  per  cent  of  their  rates  unpaid.  We 
really  find  that  the  poor  nnfortunate 
tenants  of  this  district  have  paid  their 
rates  nearly  four  times  as  well  as  the 
landlords.  The  same  condition  of  things 
prevtule  in  all  the  other  distressed  Unions 
— ioBelmuUet,  in  Clifton,  in  Oughterard, 
and  in  Westport.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  question  I  want  to  put  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  is— If  this  Bill  is 
pBMed,  will  he  give  a  pledge  to  the 
Honse  that  he  will  honestly  administer 
the  Bill  and  make  the  landlords  pay 
their  rates,  and  also  that  he  will  break 
up  the  company  system,  and  direct 
toe  Committees,  or  introduce  a  short 
maasure  for  the  purpose  of  directing 
them,  to  levy  hall  the  rates  upon  the 
landlords  where  the  holdings  are  under 
£4.  I  do  not  oppose  the  second  readiug ; 
but  the  least  I  and  my  Colleagues  are 
entitled  to  ask  is  that  ths  landlords 
should  be  made  to  pay  their  honest 
share  of  the  poor  rates. 

Thb  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND (Hr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
cheater,  E.) :  Perhaps  it  would  be  oon- 

VOU  OCCXVU.    [third  esRiEa.] 


extreme  gravity  uf  the  situation  of  the 
parts  of  Ireland  dealt  with  by  the  Bill, 
and  he  has  expressed,  in  terms  I  think 
not  too  strODg,  the  enormous  task  laid 
before  this  House,  or  any  House  which 
has  to  deal  with  this  question.  I  deeply 
regret  the  hon.  Qentleman  could  not 
refrain,  even  on  this  question,  from  any 
dragging  in  of  subjects  of  Parfy  contro- 
versy. It  seems  to  me  unnecessary  that 
he  should  take  this  opportunity  of 
making  a  speech  of  a  Party  character 
against  the  landlords,  for,  after  all,  the 
hon.  Qentleman  must  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  question  before  us  is  not 
in  any  sense  a  question  of  rent.  He 
would  be  the  first  to  acknowledge  that 
if  rent  were  abolished  over  the  whole  of 
these  Unions,  the  gravity  of  the  problem 
we  have  to  deal  with  would  not  be  less 
than  it  is  now. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Much  less  ;  we  should 
have  £100.000  a-year  less  to  pay. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  The  question  we 
have  to  meet  is  one  of  population.  He 
gave  figures  which  I  must  confess  are 
worse  than  mine.  In  the  BelmuUet 
Union  the  valuation  of  the  land  per  head 
of  tbe  population  is  13«.  24.,  in  the 
CUfton  Union  H».  6d.,  in  the  Ough- 
terard Union  14t.  6d,,  and  in  the  Swin- 
ford Union  1 6«.  2d.  Everyone  who  has 
studied  the  Land  Question  in  congested 
districts  must  know  that  where  the 
valuation  of  the  laud  per  bead  uf  the 
population  is  over  10*.,  the  situation  is 
appalling.  The  real  difficulty  of  the 
situation  is  the  congestion  of  the  popu- 
lation. Lord  Dillon's  property  is  a  case 
in  point.  The  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  in 
glowing  and  eloquent  terms  upon  the 
jiisery  of  the  tenants.  I  am  not  aware 
he  has  exaggerated  the  mise^ ;  but  how 
has  that  misery  come  about?  Because 
Lord  Dillon  or  his  predecessors  did  not 
use  their  influence  in  the  discourage- 
ment, but  rather  in  the  encoura^ment, 
of  the  settiement  of  population.  la^ee 
with  the  hon.  Gentieman  that  the  weight 
of  responsibility  resting  upon  them  is 
heavy ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  acquit 
the  population  itself.  I  do  not  wish  to 
discuss  the  question  from  a  Party  point 
of  view  at  all.  I  wish  for  the  momrat 
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to  forget  Party  iJifferenoeB.  I  say  that 
the  difficulty  arises  from  the  increase  of 
population ;  and  the  landlord  vho  per- 
mits this  increase  is  certainly  to  blame. 
But  if  there  were  no  landlords,  if  the 
one  reason  why  this  population  has 
gone  on  increasing  ie  because  landlords 
did  not  exercise  a  proper  influence,  will 

Jou  remove  the  evil  if  you  remove  the 
andlords  ?  It  appears  to  mo  that  you 
will  remove  one  check  which  hitherto  has 
existed  in  cong^ested  districts,  one  piece 
of  machinery  by  which  some  check  has 
been  put  upon  the  appalling  pressure  of 
the  population  upon  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence. Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said — Is  it  not  a  monstrous  thing  to 
exact  rents  from  these  people  who  are 
so  poor  already  F  I  mean  to  pass  no 
judgment  of  any  sort  or  hind  upon  the 
particular  landlords  Qonoemed ;  but  it 
IB  perfectly  obvious  to  the  House  that, 
be  the  land  worth  what  you  like,  if  the 
population  living  on  that  land  increases 
beyond  a  certain  point  the  people  will 
be  reduced  to  almost  abject  poverty. 
Yet  the  landlord  ought  not  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  real  value  of  the  land. 

Mb.  DILLON:  It  has  no  value  at 
aU. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  can  hardly  take  that  view, 
because  what  is  the  only  conclusion  to 
be  drawn  from  it  ?  If  it  be  true  that 
the  land  ie  wholly  worthless,  the  whole 

fopulation  ought  at  once  to  be  deported. 
Criti  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  I  am  not  pro- 
posing it;  I  am  merely  arguing  that 
that  is  the  necessary  and  logical  conclu- 
sion from  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  went  on  to  describe  the  enormous 
responsibility  which  would  be  thrown 
on  the  Executive  by  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  I  grant  that  the  weight  of  the 
responsibility  will  be  great ;  liut  I  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  what  is  the  alterna- 
tive he  proposes?  At  one  part  of  his 
speech  I  thoaght  he  was  coming  to  the 
point ;  I  thought  he  was  going  to  make 
some  suggestion  which  would  enable  me 
to  dispense  with  the  Bill  and  substitute 
a  better  proposal.  He  said  that  when 
Ireland  gets  Home  Rule  an  Irish  Par- 
liament will,  by  some  means  at  present 
nndefined,  be  able  to  solve  the  problem, 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  which  he  with 
hia  great  knowledge  of  the  subjeot  fully 
admits.  But  in  the  meanwhile  Home 
Bule  is  not  granted,  and  the  crisis  we 
Mr.  A.  J.  Bat/mar 
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have  to  deal  with  is  upon  us.  It  must 
be  dealt  with  within  the  next  month  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  my 
proposal,  I  ask  him  what  scheme  he  ia 
prepared  to  substitute  ?  I  have  given 
this  subject  most  anxious  thought,  and 
I  hope  he  will  believe  me  when  I  say  I 
have  approached  it  with  a  desire  to 
benefit  the  population.  Of  course,  we 
might  have  dealt  with  the  question  in 
other  ways.  If  we  had  appointed  Vice 
Guardians  a  great  many  evils  would 
have  arisen.  We  might  continue  the 
existing  Guardians ;  but  that  would 
hardly  receive  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  considering  the  etrong  lan- 
guage he  has  used  about  the  existing 
Guardians.  He  has  given  the  fullest 
assent  to  the  heavy  indictment;  brought 
against  the  present  Guardians. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  did  not  give  the 
fullest  assent  to  the  heavy  indictment 
brought  against  them  in  the  Report ; 
but  r  said  I  was  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  gravest  abuses  had  occurred  under 
the  circumstances  of  extreme  poverty. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  wiH  not 
quarrel  about  worde.  He  thinks  the 
Guardians  have  been  guilty  in  the  past, 
and  he  would  not  like  to  entrust  to  them 
the  carrying  out  of  any  new  policy. 
But  Bome  new  policy  is  required,  if  this 
House  deeiree  to  give  relief  at  all.  Of 
course,  we  might  do  nothing.  If  we  did 
nothing,  what  would  happen  would  be 
this — some  creditor  of  the  existing  Guar- 
dians would  distrain  upon  the  workhouse 
furniture,  and  all  credit  from  the  mer- 
chants who  now  supply  the  workhouse 
with  food  would  stop.  The  poor,  under 
such  circumstances,  would  most  un- 
doubtedly starve.  I  have  now  put  be- 
fore the  House  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
case.  Now,  what  is  the  chief  objection 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  raises  ?  He 
especially  dedt  with  the  case  of  arrears. 
My  view  with  regard  to  that  question  I 
can  very  shortly  state  to  the  House.  I 
can  see  that  the  finances  of  the  United 
Kingdom  are  in  no  sense  pledged  to 
support  the  poor  of  any  locality  or  to 
liquidate  the  debts  of  any  locality ;  but 
I  do  hold  that  the  first  charge  upon  the 
rates  of  any  locality  ia  the  support  of 
the  poor.  That  being  an  absolute  first 
charge,  the  creditors  have  no  right  to 
that  part  of  the  assets.  Eveiything  elsa 
is  given  under  this  Bill.  Everything 
that  is  required  for  the  support  of  the 
poor  goes,  under  my  Bill,  to  the  poor. 
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XSveiytMng  which  ia  not  required 
support  the  poor  goes  to  the  creditors, 
I  perfectly  admit  that  the  tradesmen 
will  auEFer.  They  will  suffer,  as  all 
creditors  suffer  vho  lean  to  insolvent 
debtors.  I  do  not  think  this  House  can 
for  one  momeot  admit  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  OoTerument  to  liquidate  the  debts 
of  a  TTnion.  Such  a  duty  cannot  be 
undertaken  by  the  Government  without 
involTing  the  most  serious  consequences 
in  the  future,  and  without  encouraging 
every  Board  of  Guardians  to  plunge  as 
deeply  as  possible  into  debt  in  the  hope 
that  the  British  Parliament  will  extri> 
eate  tbam.  I  hope  I  have  in  no  contro- 
versial spirit  dealt  with  the  main  points 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  earn- 
estly appeal  to  the  House  to  pass  the 
Bill  aa  quickly  as  possible.  Tlie  crieis 
is  an  imminent  one.  If  the  Government 
are  not  empowered  by  this  Bill  to  do 
something  to  support  the  poor  of  these 
districts,  and  empowered  soon,  it  may 
be  that  great  and  avoidable  suffering 
will  be  inflicted  upon  a  population 
which  suffer,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  already 
too  much  from  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  are  placed. 

CoLossL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
am  extremely  well  acquainted  with  some 
of  these  UnionB — namely,  the  Galway 
Union  and  the  Unions  of  Westport  and 
Belmullet.  With  regard  to  Swinford, 
I  know  nothing  of  it  personally;  but  I 
believe  that  it  is  the  most  exoeptiouFil 
Union  in  Ireland,  and  is  well  repre- 
•ented  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  I  totally 
dissent  from  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  four  of  the  Unions. 
These  are  situated  ou  beautiful  bays ; 
there  is  an  immense  quantity  of  fish  on 
the  ooast,  and  I  think  it  is  the  fault  of 
the  Imperial  Government  that  these 
natural  resources  have  not  been  de- 
veloped. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  laid  it  down 
that  these  Unions  have  no  claim  on  the 
British  taxpayer;  but  I  contend  that 
they  have,  because  they  contribute  a 
oonsiderable  sum  to  the  British  Exche- 
quer. Ton  will  And  that  the  consump- 
tion of  taxable  articles  in  these  Unions 
is  the  same  as  in  the  Unions  in  any  other 
part  of  Ireland;  and,consequently,ifyou 
spent  A  email  portion  of  the  taxes  levied 
in  the  Kjnedom  br  direct  taxation  in 
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themselves.  I  have  been  Chairman  of 
the  Board  in  one  of  these  Unions ;  I 
know  the  exigencies  of  the  district  per- 
fectly well,  and  I  eay  that  if  you  had 
done  there  what  yon  have  in  India  and 
elsewhere  yon  could  have  altered  the 
position  of  the  district  entirely.  I  say 
the  population  there  could  exist  if  you 
would  explore  the  fisheries  and  encou- 
rage railway  enterprise.  There  are 
several  good  fjointe  in  the  Bill;  but 
what  I  want  is  that  you  should  take 
over  these  districts,  as  we  should  do  if 
we  had  Home  Bule  in  Ireland,  and  then, 
I  believe,  you  could  greatly  improve 
their  condition.  With  regard  to  the 
creditors  of  the  Uuions,  I  protest  against 
the  action  of  the  Government,  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  injuring  the 
credit  of  the  Unions.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
officers  will  be  paid  by  the  Qovernment, 
because  to  attempt  to  levy  their  pay  in 
the  district  would  be  a  most  improper 
thing ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  do 
not  read  this  in  the  Bill.  Again,  you 
take  power  for  these  Commissioners  to 
borrow  money  on  the  rates,  a  thing 
which  is  not  allowed  in  any  other  Union 
in  Ireland ;  and  I  say  that  to  allow 
money  to  be  borrowed  on  the  security  of 
the  rates  for  current  expenditure,  is  to 
strike  at  the  root  of  Poor  Law  adminis- 
tration throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
and  the  fact  thatyou  are  administering 
the  Poor  Law  Unions  will  make  the 
matter  waree.  If  the  Government  want 
to  better  the  position  of  these  Unions, 
they  must  give  them  railways,  for  it  is 
perfectly  absurd  to  talk  of  piers  and 
harbours  unless  they  give  the  people 
the    means   of    carrying  their    fish  to 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  Although  I  am 
somewhat  disposed  to  agree  that  this  is 
not  a  question  of  rent  entirely,  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  too  much  dis- 
posed to  take  the  line  that  the  question 
was  not  at  all  a  question  of  rent.  In  my 
opiuiou,  the  landlords  in  the  district 
ought  to  bear  a  certain  proportion  of  this 
charge,  which  has  to  be  cast  upon  some- 
one or  other.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  does  not  want  to  remove  the 
check  which  the  landlords  have  ou  the 
of  holdings;  but,  looking  at 
re  rents  have  been  re- 
cent and  70  per  cent  in 
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vaot  to  the  Bill.  At  this  hour  of  the 
morning  (1.35.),  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  justified  in  further  discussing  that 
view  of  the  matter;  but  Iwish  to  obtaia 
some  information  from  the  right  hon. 
6«ntleman  opposite  on  some  points,  and 
to  make  a  taw  remarks  on  some  of  the 
details  of  the  scheme  by  which  the  Bill 
proposes  to  release  these  UnioDS  from 
their  present  position.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Chief  Secretat;  will  permit 
me  to  point  out  that  the  Memorandum 
which  he  has  issued  is  not  so  complete 
as  it  might  be.  The  Bill  ia  ushered  into 
the  House  as  one  which  has  its  origin  in 
the  maladministration  in  the  Unions  of 
certain  funds  issued  to  them  under  an 
Act  passed  two  or  three  years  ago.  But 
I  would  poiuL  out  that  the  maladminis- 
tration of  those  funds  is  only  answerable 
for  half  the  indebtedness.  I  perceive 
that  the  total  expenditure  under  the  Act 
was  £20,000,  and  that  Unions  em- 
powered to  spend  that  sum,  spent 
£35,000— that  IS  tosay,  according  to  the 
Memorandum.  But  this  is  probably  a 
misprint,  because  in  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  Paper  the  figures  used  are 
£16,000.  The  memorandum  gives  ua 
rather  scanty  information  as  regards  the 
balance  of  £14,000  not  accounted  for. 
It  says — 


Bome  cases,  and  where  the  landlords 
and  agents  have  eucoura^ed  the  in- 
crease of  holdings  in  the  past,  I  do  not 
think  we  can  look  to  the  landlords  for 
any  great  oheck  in  this  way.  I  point 
out  that  the  rent  paid  is  not  made 
frata  the  land,  but  &om  the  fishing 
industry,  aud  from  working  in  Enzland 
in  harvest- time.  The  present  condition 
of  things  is  not  so  much  the  result  of  i 
falling-oS  in  the  produce  of  the  land 
it  is  due  primarily  to  the  falling- off 
of  the  other  industries.  I  think  it  is 
absolutely  essential  that  something 
should  be  done  in  connection  with  the 
Unions  in  these  congested  districts.  I 
am  in  favour  of  extending  communica- 
tions which  will  enable  their  produce  tc 
be  brought  to  market,  and  alsoiu  favour 
of  migration  and  emigration,  all  of 
which,  I  am  afraid,  aro  entirely  out  of 
the  question  under  the  present  system 
administration.  1  do  not  wish  to 
into  that  question,  however,  for  therignt 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  a  strong 
objection  to  that  point  bein?  urged  this 
evening,  no  doubt  because  he  felt  how 
strong  an  argument  it  is  in  favour  of 
Home  Bule.  But  the  question  is  most 
pressing  and  must  be  dealt  with;  and 
although  I  do  not  altogether  agree 
with  the  Bill  before  us,  I  shall  give 
it  my  support  because  it  is  a  matter  of 
urgency,  and  it  is  impossible  to  allow 
the  insolvency  of  these  districts  to  con- 
tinue much  longer.  I  believe  the  power 
of  the  Bill  ia  permissive.  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  force  any  Union  to  accept 
their  plan  of  assistance ;  it  is  only  when 
application  is  made  that  the  assistance 
is  i^ven.  If  the  Government  oould  see 
their  way  to  enforce  a  certain  rate  on 
the  landlords  to  meet  a  portion  of  the 
charge,  I  think  it  would  go  a  good 
distance  to  meet  the  objection  of  my 
hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway  ;  but,  as 
I  have  said,  the  matter  ia  urgent,  and  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  will  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  this  as  a  temporary 
meaanre,  and  as  one  put  forward  from 
strong  neoeasity. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
do  not  intend  to  touch  on  the  relations 
which  the  principle  involved  in  this  Bill 
has  to  the  Laud  Question ;  but  I  do  not 
take  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that 
the  one  is  so  foreign  to  the  other  as  to 
render  the  allusions  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  at  all  irrele- 
3£r.  8vd, 


They  owe  £16,000,  maonly  to  contncton, 

eipeot  of  the  excess  of  their  expenditure 
-  the  gift  of  £20,000.  Besides  this  they  owe 
'  £a,OOQ  to  the  Treasury  for  seed  rata coUeoted 
but  not  paid  over;  and  they  have  other  debts, 
including  £2,000  to  UDion  afficera,  other  than 
Ireaaurers,  which  briug  up  their  total  liahilttiea 
to  £30,000.  Of  the  rates  of  last  year,  nearly 
£S,000  was  still  uucoUocted  when  the  recent 
Commisaioo  presented  the  Beport  above  re- 
larred  to." 

That  ia  to  say,  practically,  that  thesa 
Unionsowe  £16,000  in  respect  of  money 
which  they  have  maladministered,  that 
they  owe  £2,000  to  their  officers  for 
salaries,  and  that  they  owe  £7,000  as 
regards  which  this  Memorandum  gives  us 
no  sort  of  information  whatever.  I  pre- 
sume that  by  reading  this  bulky  Blue 
Book  dealing  with  this  matter,  we 
should  get  information  upon  this  point, 
and  I  certainly  think  it  is  a  point  on 
which  the  House  has  a  right  to  ask  for 
details  before  we  proceed  to  the  aecond  ' 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  would  ask  for 
information  with  regard  to  that.  I 
would  ask  how  the  Guardians  were 
permitted  to  run  into  arrear  for  the  aeed 
rate  to  tii«  extent  of  £S,000  ;  XivBto^i 
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rate  vas  origtnallj  iaaned  id  the  year 
1879  or  1680.  The  amonDt  advanced 
wae  to  be  repaid  by  a  rate  leviable 
every  year,  and  this  sam  of  £5,000 
must  represent  the  arrears  of  a  con- 
aiderable  namber  of  years.  Now  it  is 
material,  when  ve  are  disc uasing  the  ex- 
tent to  whidh  these  Quardiaus  misoon- 
ducted  tfaemselves,  that  we  should  know 
how  ii  was  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Dublin,  who  are  supposed  to 
auperviss  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country,  and  who  must 
have  had  before  them  the  fact  that  this 
£5,000  was  accumolating,  allowed  such 
accumulation  to  take  place  from  year  to 
year,  knowing,  as  they  must  have  done, 
that  the  Guardians  were  in  this  way 
every  day  rendering  it  more  difficult  for 
them  to  meet  their  obligations.  That  is 
an  important  point  which  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  ask  for  some  informa- 
tion upon.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  knows  that  there  is 
a  strict  system  of  audit  over  the  accounts 
of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians.  The  Ix>cal 
Govern  mentBoardsendsdownita  Auditor 
every  year  to  audit  the  accounts,  and  it 
cannot  have  escaped  the  notice  of  this 
official  that  this  large  sum  had  accumu- 
lated and  was  not  being  paid  over.  I 
shoold  like  to  know  why  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  did  not  take  steps  to 
see  that  these  lai^e  arrears  were  not 
enfferod  to  accumulate,  and  why  did  they 
not  take  steps  to  compel  the  Guardians 
to  pay  over  this  money  as  they  obtained 
it  from  the  ratepayers  ?  Then  I  want 
information  as  to  this  £7,000.  I  want 
to  know  what  that  represents.  Who  is 
it  due  to  ?  There  is  a  general  indication 
that  it  is  due  partly  to  treasurers  and 
partly  to  contractors.  It  is  material,  when 
we  are  passing  an  Act  which  seriously 
affects  the  cre£t  of  the  Unions,  that  we 
should  know  who  these  creditors  are  and 
what  the  nature  of  their  claim  is.  Does 
this  £7,000  represent  advances  that 
were  made  by  the  Banks  who  acted  as 
treasurers  to  the  Unions  ?  I  presume 
that  to  a  large  extent  it  does,  and  that 
as  regards  a  portion  of  it  it  represents 
debts  due  to  the  contractors  of  the 
Unions  for  actual  necessaries  supplied 
'  for  the  ase  of  the  paupers — food  and 
other  necessaries.  These  are  points 
arising  out  of  the  Memorandum  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  which  I  would 
ou  for  information.  In  addition  to 
tlieae,  there  are  some  points  in  the  Bill 
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itself  upon  which  I  should  like  to  be 
informed.  I  should  like  to  be  told  how 
far  it  is  expected  that  the  assistance  of 
the  Unions  which  are  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  Gommisaioners  appointed  under  this 
Bill  are  expected  to  meet  the  liabilities 
which  the  Boards  of  Guardians  have 
incurred ;  in  other  words,  how  far  these 
unfortunate  contractors  who  have  ad- 
vanced their  money  or  goods  to  the 
Guardians  are  expected  to  snfEer  from 
the  extraordinary  enactments  of  this 
Bill.  I  think  we  should  also  have  some 
information  upon  that  point.  The  sole 
asset  that  I  understand  this  Bill  will 
leave  in  the  hands  of  the  Gnardians  for 
tlie  purpose  of  paying  tbeir  debts  will 
be  the  value  of  tne  actual  buildings  and 
workhouse  grounds.  The  Bill  provides 
in  the  4th  section  that — 

"On  the  Bppointmont  of  CommiMioDera  all 
the  property  of  every  da»cription  of  the  Board 
of  Gnardians  of  tbe  Umon,  except  money  in  Che 
hands  of  tho    tireasarer,  ihould,  wiChoat  any 


The  provision  goes  on  to  state  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  cause 
an  estimate  to  be  made  of  tho  market 
value  of  oU  such  property,  and  shall 
make  an  order  declaring  such  value,  and 
that  tbe  GoEnmissioners  ahall,  within 
reasonable  time,  to  bo  fixed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  pay  over  the  amonut 
of  such  value  to  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
Now  this  is  a  very  serious  matter.  What 
is  the  market  value  of  workhouse  build- 
ings ?  I  submit  that  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  the  market  value  of  these  build- 
ings will  be  absolutely  nil,  because 
the  buildings  would  be  absolutely  use- 
less to  any  buyer.  If  these  buildings 
were  put  up  to  auction  to-morrow  no  one 
would  give  sixpence  for  them,  and  the 
real  effect  of  this  proposal  will  be  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  value 
these  buildings  at  very  small  snms,  and 
will  band  over  these  snms  to  the  Boards 
of  Guardians.  Let  me  point  out  that 
apart  from  the  workhouse  buildings  and 
any  furniture  they  may  have  in  them — 
wmch  will  be  a  very  trifling  asset — let 
me  point  out  that  apart  from  the  build- 
ings and  furniture  of  the  grounds  upon 
the  buildings  stand  tbe  Guardians  have 
no  assets  except  the  rates  which  will  not 
be  available.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes,  therefore,  is  that 
the  market  value  of  the  buildings  and 
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groanda  sliall  be  ascerlaiaed  and  h&nded 
OTOT.  I  consider  that  that  is  rer;  un- 
fair, I  oonaider  that  vhat  the  Boards 
of  GaardiaaB  ought  to  get  should  not 
be  the  market  valae  of  the  buildings  and 
grounds,  which  may  be  absolutely 
nothing,  but  that  they  should  get  a  fair 
Talaation  fixed  on  the  woikhouee  build- 
ings estimated  according  to  the  amount 
they  cost  to  build.  However,  that  is  a 
detail  for  discuaaion  in  Committee  rather 
than  on  this  second  reading  stage.  Now, 
Sir,  the  first  question  upon  which  I  ask 
information  upon  the  Bill  itself  ie  to 
what  extent  it  is  expected  that  the 
creditors  of  those  Unions  will  suffer 
by  the  arrangements  that  this  Bill  pro- 
poses r  To  my  mind,  if  this  Bill  is  carried 
out  as  it  stands  literally,  it  will  mean  that 
the  creditors  will  get  about  aizpence  in 
the  pound.  That  ie  an  exceedii^ly  unfair 
arrangement  for  unfortunate  people  who 
have  advanced  their  money  or  given 
their  goods  to  the  workhouses.  Further 
than  this,  I  want  information  as  to 
where  the  Government  expect  the  money 
is  to  come  from  to  pay  bach  the  loans 
which  are  to  be  authorized  to  be  made 
by  this  Bill.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
loans  are  to  be  made  by  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  Commissioners  appointed 
under  the  BiU,  and  that  the  only  pro- 
visioa  for  the  repayment  of  these  loans 
IB  that  they  are  to  be  a  second  charge  on 
the  rates,  the  first  charge  being  the 
maintenance  of  the  paupers.  The 
Memorandum  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man practically  admits  that  this  second 
charge  will  be  almost  valueless— that 
these  Unions  are  in  such  a  condition 
that  the  mtuntenance  of  the  paupers 
will  practioally  consume  everjrthing  in 
tiie  shape  of  rates  that  they  can  collect, 
and  that,  therefore,  there  will  be  prac- 
tically nothing  left  for  the  payment  of 
this  second  charge.  That  being  so,  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
what  he  ultimately  looks  for  the  pay- 
ment of  these  loans  ?  The  third  point 
upon  which  I  would  ask  information  ie 
how  long  they  propose  that  the  extra- 
ordinary state  of  things  to  be  set  up  by 
this  Bill  will  continue  to  exist  ?  The  BiU 
itself  contemplates  that  at  some  future 
time  the  old  state  of  things  will  be  re- 
newed— that  the  authority  of  the  Guar- 
dians will  be  revived,  and  that  things 
will  be  placed  exactly  as  they  were.  I 
want  to  ask  what  the  right  lu>n.  Gentle- 
maa'i  eatimate  is,  because  I  presume  he 
Mr.  Mauric*  Mtalf 
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has  formed  one  before  elaborating  a 
scheme  of  this  kind  F  What  is  his  esti- 
mate of  the  period  which  will  probably 
elapse  before  the  extraordinary  state  of 
things  set  up  by  this  BiU  will  cease,  and 
the  old  machinery  of  the  Guardians  ia 
revived  ?  Now,  Sir,  so  much  for  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill.  As  regards  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  it  eeems  to  me  to  be  a 
dishonest  principle— a  principle,  in  fact, 
of  repudiation.  These  Unions  are  to  be 
authorized  by  Parliament  to  repudiate 
their  debts,  and  they  are  not  to  be 
merely  authorized  by  Parliament  to  do 
so,  but  are  to  be  assisted  by  Parliament 
to  repudiate  their  debts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  relies  on  the  analogy  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  ;  but  would  he  allow 
me  to  point  out  that  there  is  good  rea- 
son why  that  analogy  should  not  hold 
in  this  case?  Inthecaeeofanindividual 
creditor  whose  rights  are  cut  away  from 
him  by  the  Bankruptcy  Law,  he  has  ad- 
vanced his  money  with  the  knowledge 
that  the  Bankruptcy  Law  ia  in  existence. 
He  has  taken  the  risk  of  hia  debtor  be- 
coming insolvent,  and,  of  course,  having 
taken  that  risk,  it  is  not  unjust  that  he 
should  have  to  bear  whatever  disadvan- 
tages the  Bankruph^  Law  imposes 
upon  him.  But  the  creditors  of  the 
Unions  are  not  in  that  position.  There 
was  not  in  theexistinglawany  prorisioa 
for  the  Unions  becoming  bankrupt 
when  they  advanced  their  money  and 
gave  hundreds  and  thousands  of  pounds 
to  these  Guardians.  There  was  no 
power  under  the  law  by  which  the 
Guardians  could  evade  their  liabilities. 
I  maintain  that  this  is  at  pait  facto  legis- 
lation of  the  worst  character.  It  is 
legislation  that  seriously  interferes  with 
and  strikes  at  the  rights  of  creditors  long 
after  they  have  advanced  their  money, 
and  which  confers  upon  them  no  advan- 
tage in  return  for  the  very  serious  disad- 
vantage it  subjects  them  to.  That  is  a 
very  serious  matter,  and  I  think  it  justi- 
fies me  iu  saying  that  this  Bill  practically 
sets  up  for  these  Unions  a  policy  of  re- 
pudiation. I  quite  appreciate  the  force 
of  what  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  saya, 
that  the  finances  of  the  United  Kingdom 
are  in  no  way  bound  to  defray  the  private 
debts  of  the  Unions ;  but  thou^  that . 
mav  be  so,  I  say  that  this  Parliament 
is  bound  not  to  interfere  in  any  way 
to  the  detriment  of  these  unfortunate 
creditors  without  giving  them  something 
ia  return  for  the  rights  it  takes  away. 
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173  Supply.— 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  what 
maohiner;  can  be  Bet  up  in  place  of  the 
machinery  of  this  Bill.  I  admit  that  that 
is  a  question  not  at  all  easy  to  gire  a 
aatiafactory  ansiret  to ;  but  it  appears  to 
me  that  a  great  many  plane  might  be 
anggeeted  that  vould  be  leas  open  to 
objection  than  the  plan  which  la  now 
proposed.  The  right  hon.  Qentloman 
proposes  two  Commissioners  to  discharge 
all  the  duties  of  the  regular  Board  of 
Guardians.  What  does  that  mean  7 
Why,  it  means  that  they  are  not  merely 
to  have  placed  upon  them  the  ordinary 
duty  of  administering  the  Poor  Law, 
but  that  they  are  also  to  have  placed 
upon  them  the  duty  of  adoiinistering  the 
various  other  branches  of  the  law  that 
Parliament  has  from  time  to  time  placed 
upon  the  Guardians.  It  means  that  they 
are  to  have  the  workingof  the  Laborers' 
Aot,  in  the  remote  possibility  of  its  being 
put  into  operation  in  these  places ;  it 
means  that  they  are  to  have  the  making 
of  arrangements  for  the  Voters'  Lists; 
that  they  are  to  have  the  preparation  of 
the  Jurors'  Lists ;  and  that  they  are  to 
have  imposed  upon  thorn  the  working  of 
the  sanitary  system.  I  respectfully  say 
that  these  are  all  matters  which  ^ould 
have  been  left  in  the  handsof  the  Boards 
of  Guardians.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
have  been  guilty  of  nefarious  conduct , 
but  permit  me  to  point  out  that  it  is  only 
the  Guardians  who  at  this  moment  com- 
prise the  Boards  who  have  been  found 
guilty;  and  if  he  wishes  to  Inflict  punish- 
ment upon  these  individual  Guardians, 
let  him  do  so,  and  let  the  Unions  pro- 
ceed to  elect  new  Guardians.  Such  a 
course  as  that  would  not  be  one  whit 
more  extraordinary  than  some  of  the 

Erovisions  of  this  Bill.  IJet  him,  if  he 
kes.  Introduce  provisions  disqualifying 
such  Guardians  as  have  been  guilty 
of  this  conduct ;  but  I  say  that  to  hand 
over  to  the  nominees  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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aeems  to  me  an  absnrdity.  In  my  opi- 
nion, he  should  have  reversed  that  pro- 
cess. He  should  have  placed  that 
burden  on  the  shoulders  of  the  two  Oom- 
misaioners  he  provides  for,  and  should 
have  left  to  the  Guardians  the  ordinary 
duty  of  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  This  Bill  is  simply  a  development 
of  that  policy  of  bankruptcy  which  the 
Government  seem  to  think  a  panacea  for 
all  the  troubles  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
whether  ittakea  the  extraordinary  form 
of  the  Land  Bill  or  the  extraordinary 
form  of  this  measure. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon) :  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
this  is,  to  a  very  great  extent,  a  question 
of  rent.  There  is  in  these  districts  a 
large  amount  of  land  which  cannot 
pay  rent,  but  a  certain  amount  of 
rent  is  paid,  and  that  rent  ought  to 
be  responsible  before  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country,  or  of  the  other  parts 
of  Ireland  are  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute. As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour]  pointed  out,  the 
present  state  of  things  is  very  largely 
the  oonaequence  of  the  utter  disregard 
of  their  duties  by  the  landlords.  It  is 
only  fair  that  those  who  have  produced 
that  state  of  things  and  their  creditors 
should  be  primarily  responsible  for  the 
payment  of  the  rates.  The  rent  of  one 
of  the  estates  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  alluded 
was  something  like  £26,000  a-year, 
while  the  real  agricultural  value  to 
English  or  Scotch  tenants  is  not  £9,000 
a>year.  Many  thousands  beyond  the 
rent  of  this  estate  were  remitted  every 
year  through  the  post  office  on  the 
estate,  independent  of  the  money  which 
the  tenants  or  members  of  their  familpr 
carried  back  in  their  pockets  from  this 
country.  The  landlords  of  Ireland  are 
clearly  responsible  for  the  present  state 
of  affairs.  If  they  had  prevented  the 
multiplicity  of  holdings,  and  fulfilled 
ardians,  &c.,  much  of 
y  in  Ireland  would 
ad. 

id  agriid  to. 
id  time,  and  eommittei 
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neraufirjr  to  detny  the  Charge  which  will  coma 
in  ooDToe  of  payment  during  ths  year  jnding 
on  the  3lEt  day  of  Much  1888,  for  tha  Royal 
Parks  and  Pleaaore  Gardens." 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WOEKB  (Mr.  Plunkbt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  it  will  tend  to  cut 
short  this  debate,  which  might  other- 
wise be  a  long  one,  if  I  explain  in  a 
few  words  how  this  matter  stands.  I 
see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Whitahaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
bare  both  given  Notice  of  a  Motion  to 
reduce  the  sum  voted  in  Supply,  by 
£2,000,  being  the  additional  amount 
required  aa  contribution  towards  the 
new  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington. 
If  the  House  will  allow  me  I  will  state 
briefly  how  we  came  to  insert  this  sum 
in  the  Estimate.  In  the  first  place,  let 
me  remind  the  House  that  in  18S3  the 
Qovernment  of  the  day  resolved  upon  a 
great  change  at  Hyde  Park  Corner,  and 
at  the  time,  uo  doubt,  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  received  almost  unani- 
mous approval.  The  proposed  changes 
at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  however,  in- 
volved the  taking  down  of  the  old  statue 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  which  stood 
there,  and  it  was  said—"  Whatever  yon 
do  you  must  not  put  the  statue  back 
upon  the  arch  again,  because  the  arch 
vas  never  intended  for  the  statue,  and 
the  statue  was  never  intended  for  the 
arch."  Then  it  was  suggested  by  a  Com- 
mittee, presided  over  by  the  late  Duke  of 
Wellington,  that  instead  of  putting  up 
the  old  statue  again  on  the  arcb,  the  old 
statue  should  be  melted  down  and  a  new 
one  cast,  and  placed  opposite  to  Apsley 
House,  at  an  expenditure  of  £6,000.  I 
think  it  is  quite  clear  that  as  the  Go- 
vernment determined  to  abolish  the  old 
statue  they  were  fairly  bound  to  replace 
it,  and  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  doing  so, 
for  the  old  statue  had  been  provided  out 


of  public  subscriptions,  at  very 

able  expense.     But  when  the  pi 

vas  made  to  melt  down  the  old  statue 


there  arose  a  great  outcry,  because  what- 
ever may  have  been  the  merits  or  the 
demerits  of  the  old  statue,  no  doubt  in- 
teresting associations  had  gathered  round 
it,  and  there  were  many  people  who  ob- 
jected altogether  to  the  destruction  of  the 
old  statue.  In  the  meantime  His  Royal 
Hlgbness  the  Prince  of  Wales  had 
oalbd  together  a  Committee  for  the  pur- 


pose of  collecting  funds  with  the  inten- 
tion of  beautifying  the  space  at  Hyde 
Park  Corner  which  had  been  created, 
aa  I  have  said,  by  the  interference  of  the 
Giovernment,  and  it  succeeded  in  collect- 
ing a  considerable  amount  of  money  by 
private  subscription.  When  the  diffi- 
culty as  to  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
old  statue  arose,  this  committee  under- 
took to  remove  it  to  Aldersbot,  and  to 
set  it  up  there  id  the  presence  of  the 
Army,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
Government  spent  the  £6,000  which  had 
been  already  sug^gested  in  providing  a 
new  statue  opposite  Apsley  House.  All 
that  occurred  in  1883  and  1884,  and  I 
think  everybody  will  agree  that  so  far 
as  the  expenditure  of  tha  £6,000  was 
concerned,  it  was  an  expenditure  which 
the  Government  was  under  an  obliga- 
tion to  incur.  Well,  under  these  circum- 
stances, last  year  the  committee  presided 
over  by  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  and  which  had  collected,  as  I 
say,  a  considerable  sum  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  beautifying  the  space 
at  Hvde  Park  Comer,  thought  that  it 
would  add  considerably  to  the  effect  of 
the  new  statue  if  four  additional  figures 
of  suitable  design  were  placed  around  it. 
The  proposed  figures,  it  was  suggested, 
should  represent  four  soldiers,  and  cost 
£4,000.  Now.Iwant  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  this  £2,000  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  proposed  ia  only  in  aid  of  an- 
other sum  of  £2,000,  to  be  provided  out  of 
the  private  subscriptions  collected  by  ths 
committee  presided  over  by  the  Prince 
of  Wales.  T  consulted  the  Treasury,  be- 
cause I  did  not  consider  that  the  proposal 
was  an  objectionable  one,  when  I  re- 
membered that  the  necessity  for  the 
whole  business  was  created  by  the 
action  of  the  Government,  that  the  old 
statue  had  been  originally  set  up  by 
private  subscriptions,  that  the  action  of 
the  Government  had  necessitated  the  re- 
moval of  the  old  statue,  and  that  the 
committee  presided  over  by  the  Prince  of 
Wales  were  prepared  to  subscribe  half 
the  expense  of  the  additions  to  the 
statue  in  order  to  make  the  statue  a 
really  good  one.  In  that  way  the  sum 
of  £2,000  was  inserted  in  the  Estimate. 
However,  as  we  find  there  is  a  strong 
opposition  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
under  the  depressed  circumstances,  I 
suppose,  of  the  time,  to  this  £2,000  being 
voted,  the  Government  have  determined 
not  to  press  this  Vote  against  the  will  of 
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the  House ;  and  I,  therefore,  propose  to 
leave  out  the  sum  of  £71,430  atandiog 
in  Beport  of  Supplj,  and  to  insert 
£69,430. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out 
"£71,430,"  and  insert  "£69,430,"— 
(Mr.  iVunA**,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  '£71,430' 
stand  part  of  the  Qnestion." 

Ma.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  Perhaps  the  House  will 
indulge  me  ^r  a  momeot  or  two,  as  the 
Motion  for  effecting  this  reduction  origi- 
nnllj  stood  in  mj  name.  I  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  the  historical  state- 
ment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  late  Qovemment  proposed  the 
original  Yote  to  Parliament.  The  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
correct  as  far  as  it  went;  but  it  wae 
deficient  in  one  or  two  parts,  in  regard 
to  which  I  should  like  to  refresh  the 
memory  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  bringing  the  story  down  to  the  point 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  made 
a  proposition  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  this  House  should  contribute 
£6,000,  and  that  the  entire  remaining 
cost,  not  of  the  statue,  but  of  beautifying 
and  completing  the  improvement  at 
Hyde  Pork  Comer  should  be  defrayed 
out  of  private  subscriptions,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  PInnket)  was  per- 
fectly correct.  That  was  the  shape  in 
which  it  was  put  to  the  House,  and  the 
Committee,  presided  over,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  indicated,  by  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  with  great  public  spirit  under- 
took that  the  suggestion  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  carried  out.  But  that 
arrangement  was  not  accepted  unani- 
mously; on  the  contrary,  there  were 
two  debates  and  two  Divisions  in  this 
House,  and  the  objection  that  was  taken 
was  not  an  objection  based  on  any  want 
of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  or  any  indisposition  to 
undertake  burdens  which  were  fairly 
chargeable  on  the  public ;  but  a  laree 
number  of  Gentlemen  in  this  House  hold 
the  opinion  that,  as  the  nation  was  erect- 
ing a  monument  in  St.  Paul's  Cathedral 
at  a  cost  of  £30,000,  and  as  various 

J  provincial  towna  had,  out  of  their  own 
unds,  erected  monuments  to  the  Duke 
of  WelliDgton,  the  £6,000  should  be 
t  out  of  London  Atnds,  and  not 
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charged  to  fhe  public  revenue.  I  should 
like  to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  the  Division  which  took 
place  on  that  occasion.  On  that  memor- 
able evening  the  distinguished  Fourth 
Party  were  to  the  Front,  and  the  whole 
of  that  Party — the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  Itandolph 
Churchill),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  is  now  doing  such  important  work 
at  Constantinople  (Sir  Henry  Dnim- 
mond  Wolff],  and  also  two  other  Mem- 
bers of  that  distiuguished  Party  who 
now  sit  on  the  Treasury  Bench  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour  and  Sir  John  Gorst)— joined 
with  the  economists  who  then  sat  below 
the  Gangway  in  opposing  this  charge 
upon  the  general  funds.  I  find  in  the 
Division  List  the  name  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  PInnket)  himaelf.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  voted  with  us ;  in  fact, 
14  Members  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion who  were  then  in  Parliament,  and 
a  good  many  more  leading  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party  who  are  not 
now  in  Parliament,  voted  with  tho 
late  Mr.  Peter  Bylanda  and  myself 
against  any  charge  being  put  on  the 
public  funds,  for  what  we  considered 
was  a  charge  to  be  borne  by  London 
and  by  gentlemen  who  resided  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Hyde  Park  exclu- 
sively. The  House  decided  against  ns. 
The  House  was  of  opinion  it  was  a  fair 
and  proper  charge  to  make,  and  we 
never  raised  the  question  again.  We 
accepted  the  arrangement  that  £6,000, 
and  £6,000  only,  should  he  paid  out 
of  the  public  money.  Now  we  find 
in  the  Estimates  for  this  year  an 
additional  Slim  of  £2,000.  I  must  say 
the  House  is  put  rather  at  B  disadvan- 
tage. My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
PInnket)  did  not  explain  in  Committee 
of  Supply  that  this  £3,000  was  wanted 
for  the  addition  to  the  statue  of  four 
figures,  and  that  another  £2,000  would 
be  supplied  out  of  the  public  subscrip- 
tions. The  sum  is  stated  in  the  Esti- 
mates as  "an  additional  contribution 
towards  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington." The  impression  left  on  my 
mind  was  that  the  statue  which  was  in- 
tended to  cost  £6,000  was  going  to  cost 
£8,000,  and  that  the  pubuc  was  to  be 
asked  to  make  up  the  deficiency.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  although  the  Prince 
of  Wales's  Committee  is  prepared  fo 
subscribe  £2,000  towards  the  addition 
to  the  statue,  I  think  ttie  Government 
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hare  done  quite  right  in  not  pteseing 
this  Yote.  I  vish  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  on  behalf  of  those  who 
oppose  this  expenditure,  that  we  are  not 
wanting  in  respect  to  the  memory  of  the 
l>iike  i^  Wellington,  we  are  not  wanting 
In  aympathf  with  those  gentlemen  who 
have,  I  think,  with  great  public  spirit 
come  forward  and  endeavoured  to  carry 
out  this  plan.  It  is  simply  on  the  broad 
general  principle  that  London  should 
bear  its  owu  expenses,  and  should  not 
come  upon  public  funds  for  such  ex- 
penses, that  we  have  felt  it  to  be  our 
duty  to  resist  this  expenditure.  I  am 
glad  that  the  Oovemment  have  decided 
that  the  contribution  of  £6,000  shall  be 
the  maximum  contribution,  and  have 
not  persisted  in  making  any  further 
grant. 

Ms.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford) : 
I  can  corroborate  all  that  has  been 
stated  bymy  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler).  I  recollect  that  in  1884  when 
this  question  was  last  before  the  House, 
it  was  distinctly  stated  by  me  that 
£6,000  would  be  the  total  amount 
which  the  House  would  ever  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  towards  the  improve- 
ment made  at  Hyde  Park  Corner.  [Mr. 
Jackson:  That  was  the  estimate.]  Mr. 
Boehm  had  undertaken  to  make  the 
statue  for  £6,000,  and  it  was  intended 
that  the  cost  of  any  additions  to  the 
work  should  he  paid  for  out  of  the  con- 
tributions that  might  be  made  by  the 
public  to  the  Committee,  Even  at  that 
time  it  was  contemplated  to  add  some 
other  figures  to  the  statue.  In  my 
opinion  it  would  have  been  a  distinct 
breach  of  faith  had  the  House  been 
called  upon  to  pay  a  further  sum  of 
£2,000.  I  bare  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
action  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Works  from  an  historical  point  of  view, 
but  I  should  like  to  say  that  it  was 
never  part  of  the  original  plan  that  the 
statue  of  the  Duke  should  be  taken  down 
from  the  arch.  The  original  proposition 
was  that  the  arch  should  be  moved,  and 
the  statue  replaced  upon  it;  but  to  that 
the  members  of  the  Royal  Academy 
raised  an  objection,  and  it  was  decided 
that  the  statue  should  be  removed. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  only  rise  to  express  my 
satisfaction  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  withdrawn  this  Vote.  1  wish  also 
to  express  my  regret  that  a  more  suit- 
Mr.  Mmry  U.  Fowler 
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able  position  has  not  been  selected  for 
the  statue. 

Question  put,  and  tujatived. 

£69,430  iniertid. 

Resolution,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Resolution  [4th  July"|  reperU4. 

"  That  n  sum,  not  exceadiag  £37,63o,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  earn 
oecessarj  to  defray  UieCharg;e  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  yeai  ending 

the  31st  day  of  March  1S88,  for  the  Bmldinga 


of  the  Houses  of  Parliameat." 

Mk.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.):  I  desire  to  offer  one  or  two 
observations  with  regard  to  an  answer 
given  to  me  in  a  Committee  of  Supply  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Flunket). 
I  inquired  of  bim  the  other  day  whether 
any  portion  of  the  extra  receipts  shown 
on  the  Totes  was  derived  from  deduc- 
tions made  for  depreciation  of  furniture 
in  houses  occupied  by  Ministers,  because 
it  bad  been  said  that  there  was  some 
portion  of  the  amount  obtained  in  that 
way.  When  I  inquired  whether  there 
was  any  general  rule  recognized  under 
which  these  reductions  were  made,  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  answered  very 
readily  and  emphatically  that  there  was 
an  arrangement  of  the  kind  made  for  all 
Ministers  alike,  and  that  there  was  no 
exceptional  treatment.  I  know  perfectly 
well  at  the  time  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  was  mistaken  ;  but  I  bad  not 
the  proofs  in  my  hand-  The  Question 
was  brought  up  before  the  Fublio  Ac- 
counts Committee  during  the  present 
Session,  and  the  subordinates  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  were  questioned 
on  the  point,  and  the  first  answer  given 
by  Mr.  Primrose  was,  that  under  the 
rule  laid  down  some  years  ago,  which 
applied  only  to  the  residencee  of  the 
First  Lord  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  a  cha^e  was  made  for  de- 
preciation of  furniture  during  the  time 
of  occupation.  He  was  then  asked  if 
such  a  bill  was  sent  in  to  all  the  Minis- 
ters supplied  with  furniture,  and  that 
was  the  question  which  the  right  hon, 
Qentleman  answered  me  in  the  affirma- 
tive, but  to  which  his  subordinate  said — 
"No.  The  rule  applies  only  to  the 
residences  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  the  First  Lord.  It  does 
not  apply  to  other  official  residences." 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
seo  that  he  was  mistaken  in  the  answer 
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Ii«  made  to  me  the  other  day.  The  faot 
is,  that  an  exceptional  Bjstem  exists 
under  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  the  First  Lord  are  charged 
considerable  sums ;  that  in  this  particu- 
lar case  amounte  to  £500  for  depreciation 
of  furniture  supplied  at  their  reaidences ; 
but  there  is  a  very  large  number  of 
subordinates  who  are  not  only  in  receipt 
of  residence,  but  of  furniture,  and  from 
whom  no  such  deduction  is  made.  I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  explain  the  reason  for 
this  distinction  P 

The  FLEST  C0MM1S9IONEE  of 
"WORKS  (Mr.  Plumket)  (Dublin  Tlni- 
versity)  :  I  must  confess  that  I  was  not 
aware  of  the  existence  of  the  discrep- 
ancy to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  I  will  certainly  endeavour  to  get 
rid,  as  far  aa  I  possibly  can,  uf  the  dis- 
tinction. 

Besolation  agrttd  to. 

BUTTBRINB     (FBAUDDLENT    SALE) 

{n-tammitUd)  BILL.— [Bill  ITS.] 

{Sir   Biekari   Paget,    Mr.    Selelir-Beolh,   Mr. 

Ellm,  Mr.  Mark  Sleicarl.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  cetmdtred  in  Committee. 
(Id  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  9,  to  leave  out  the  word  "But- 
terine,"  and  insert  "Oleomargarine." 
— (Jfr.  Maithiu)  Emny.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Butterine '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  JACOB  BHIOHT  {Manchester, 
8.W.):  As  this  Bill  is  no  longer  blocked, 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  it  will 
Bee  that  it  is  safe,  and  I  think  he  will 
not  consider  it  unreasonable  that  Pro- 
gress should  now  be  reported.  The 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  is 
Tery  important  one,  and  one  which, 
think,  onght  to  be  brought  to  the  notice 
of  all  those  who  are  interested  in  the 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Hr.  Jaeoh 
£risht.) 

Sia  mOHABD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  desire  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Committee  may  be  allowed  to  go 
through  with  this  Bill  to-night,  because 


there  are  no  substantial  Amendments  to 
occupy  UB  for  any  length  of  time.  The 
Bill  was  unanimously  adopted  by  the 
Committee  upstairs,  and  I  have  every 
reason  to  hope  that  it  will  pass  through 
Committee  in  the  same  form  as  that  in 
which  it  entered. 

Ma.  ADDISON  (Ashton-undor-Lyne): 
I  rise  to  support  the  Motion  for  Progress 
on  the  ground  that  we  require  time  for 
the  consideration  of  this  measure,  and 
because  I  thiuk  the  reason  given  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  strongly  in  favour  of  our 
not  proceeding  further  with  the  Bill  to- 
night. It  ia  a  Bill  which  seems  to  me 
to  violate  all  the  sound  principles  of 
legislation.  [Cries  of  "Order!'*]  I 
am  speaking  to  the  question,  and  I  say 
that  this  Bill  ia  not  of  that  simple  cha- 
racter which  has  been  assigned  to  it. 
On  the  contrary,  it  ia  one  of  very  great 
importance,  and  one  which  re-enacts 
medifGval  law  in  its  worst  form.  It  is 
an  attempt  to  dictate  to  tradesmen  the 
manner  in  which  they  shall  mark  and 
sell,  and  describe  their  goods  in  the  in- 
terest, as  it  is  said,  of  the  public,  who, 
in  my  opinion,  are  very  well  able  to  take 
care  of  themselves.  There  is  already  an 
Act  of  Parliament  in  force  which  deals 
vith  anybody  who  sells  for  butter  that 
which  is  not  butter ;  but  this  Bill  goes 
beyond  all  that  has  been  attempted  be- 
fore, inasmuch  as  it  says — that  you  shall 
give  to  the  article  sold  a  particular  name, 
sell  it  in  a  particular  way,  and  mark  it 
in  a  particular  manner.  I  do  not  think 
that  butter  merchants  deserve  any  more 
attention  of  this  kind  than  other  classes 
of  the  community. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

MB.ILLINGWOHTH(Bradford,'W.): 
My  onn  impression  is,  that  this  ia  an 
attempt  to  give  an  odious  name  to  aa 
article  of  commerce  which  the  law  allows, 
and  which  even  this  measure  peiTaits  to 
be  sold  aa  a  wholesome  article  of  food. 
I  think  in  the  interest  of  those  who  sell 
the  article  in  question  some  further  light 
ought  to  be  thrown  on  the  character  of 
the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  is 
in  charge  of  it. 

Ma.  BIGGAK  (Cavan.W.) :  I  would 
appeal  to  bon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose 
this  Amendment  to  withdraw  their  oppo- 
eition.  The  real  fact  of  the  matter  is, 
the  only  pemons  who  are  interested  in 
the  use  of  the  word   "butterine"  are 
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the  French  and  the  Dutch  butter  mer- 
chants vho  Bend  the  etuS  into  this  coun- 
try under  the  name  of  butter.  i:he 
unfortunate  coneumere  are  made  to  pay 
the  price  of  butter  for  that  which  is 
nothing  more  nor  lees  than  lard.  This 
butterine  rubbish  competes  with  genuine 
butter  in  the  market  with  the  result 
that  the  farmers,  and  those  who  produce 
butter  in  this  country  are  nnable  to  get 
a  fair  price.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
defend  the  present  eyetem  knew  the  real 
facts  of  the  case,  they  would  be  ashamed 
of  the  position  they  are  taking  up.  They 
might  just  as  well  defend  the  reoeivers 
of  stolen  goods,  as  defend  the  men  who 
aend  butterine  into  the  market  in  place 
of  butter.  I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  to  withdraw  their  opposition  to 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  JACOB  BEIGHT:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the 
Committee  from  below  the  Gangway 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  aBsiated  in  framing  this 
Bill.  Ho  has  not  spoken  upon  this 
Questiou  with  that  intelligence,  or  with 
that  degree  of  information,  which  he 
generally  exhibits  to  the  House.  The 
Select  Committee  divided  upon  the  point 
we  are  now  discussing,  and  I  think  there 
were  two  to  one  in  favour  of  retaining 
the  name  "butterine."  The  Select  Com- 
mittee examined  a  great  many  witnesses, 
and  by  far  the  greater  number  of  those 
who  gave  evidence  were  strongly  against 
the  ohange  of  name.  The  trade  which 
would  be  affected  by  this  alteration  of 
name,  should  it  take  place,  is  a  very  ex- 
tensive trade.  It  is  a  trade  which  has 
grown  largely  and  speedily,  and  the 
interests  concerned  ought  not  to  be 
trifled  with  unnecessarily.  This  article, 
"  butterine,"  has  been  described  by  the 
bon.  Member  aa  "rubbiah;"  but  the 
evidence  which  the  Committee  almost 
universally  received  went  to  show  that 
butterine  is  an  admirable  article  of  food, 
that  it,  DO  doubt,  competes  most  severely 
with  common  and  bad  butters,  that,  in 
fact,  it  ia  ao  good  an  article  that  bad 
butters  have  no  chance  whatever  against 
it,  even  when  sold  at  the  same  price. 
As  I  have  said,  the  Select  Committee,  by 
a  majority  of  two  to  one,  defended  the 
name  "  butterine,"  and  the  evidence  the 
Committee  took  was  almost  altogether 
in  favour  of  its  retention.  There  is  a 
large  trade  in  this  article,  and  it  will  be 
felt  outside  this  House  to  be  a  ground- 
Mr.  Bisg«r 


SiU)Bitt.  184 

lees  interference  with  that  trade  if  the 
name  under  which  the  trade  has  been 
carried  on  for  some  10  or  12  years,  and 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  itself  has 
adopted  for  two  or  three  years,  is  now 
to  be  changed.  It  will  be  a  great  injury 
to  the  trade. 

Sitt  HIOHAItD  PAGET :  Aa  one  re- 
sponsible for  bringing  in  the  Bill,  I  de- 
sire to  say  a  very  few  words  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  this  matter.  The  Bill,  as 
broughtin,  would  haveprohibited  the  use 
ofthoword  "butterine.  Myown opinion 
was  that  the  admission  of  that  name  ma- 
terially Btrengthened  the  measure.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that,  in  the  course  of 
the  iaveetigation  before  the  Committee, 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  evidence,  on  the 
part  of  the  manufacturers  and  the  re- 
tailers, in  favour  of  the  use  of  this  name. 
The  matter  became  the  subject  of  serious 
consideration,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  use  of  this  name  being  con- 
ceded by  a  majority  of  the  Committee, 
the  proceedings  of  the  Oommittee  were 
immensely  facilitated  and  the  Bill  was 
immensely  strengthened.  Having  acted 
as  Chairman  during  the  final  sittings  of 
the  Committee,  and  knowing  exactly 
what  evidence  was  given,  I  am  obliged 
to  eay  that  I  cannot  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment now  proposed.  My  opinion  is  that 
the  Bill,  in  its  present  shape,  is  one  which 
will  admirably  affect  the  object  which 
we  have  in  view ;  and,  for  my  part,  de- 
spite the  fact  that  it  was  originally  in- 
tended to  prohibit  this  name,  I  am  un- 
able to  support  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  As  representing  an  agricultural 
constituency,  I  eamesUy  support  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  behind  me.  I  certainly  should 
have  no  desire  to  prevent  those  who  wish 
to  eat  "butterine,"  "oleomargarine," 
oranyother  "ine,"  fromindulgingthelr 
tastes ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  when  an 
article  is  introduced  into  the  market, 
there  is  a  palpable  disadvantage,  at  any 
rate  so  far  aa  the  consumer  is  concerned, 
in  having  that  article,  which  is  only  a 
substitute  for  another  article,  called  by 
a  name  closely  resembling  the  genuine 
article  for  which  it  is  substituted — so 
closely  resembling  it,  in  fact,  as,  in  many 
cases,  to  displace  it.  I  am  surprised  at 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  who  claim  to  represent  the 
agricultural  interests  of  England,  on< 
posing  an  Amendment  which  is  clearly 
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deaigned  to  benefit  the  majority  of  their 
Bgricaltural  couetituenta.  Members  re- 
preseating  the  agricultural  interests  of 
England  are  clearly  oonoemed  in  seeing 
that  no  imitation  of  a  good  article  is 
foisted  on  the  cuBtomers  of  their  con- 
stituents as  though  it  were  an  artiole  of 
their  production.  I  do  not  see  why  the 
interests  of  agricnltural  coDstituenoiea 
should  be  subordinated  to  the  interests 
of  the  dealers  in  a  spurious  article — 
because  that  is  what  one  may  call  this 
"  butterine."  This  artiole  has  got  a 
position  in  the  market  solely  owing  to 
its  imitating  a  good  article,  and  tmi- 
tatiug  it  by  an  imitation  so  perfect  that 
at  the  town  of  Maryborough,  in  Ireland, 
within  the  last  few  months,  I  saw  but- 
terine side  by  side  with  butter,  and  was 
obliged  to  confess  that  I  could  not  tell 
which  was  the  butterine  and  which  was 
the  bnttet.  So  perfect  is  the  imitation, 
that  producers  of  butter,  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  also  in  Qreat  Britain,  find 
their  interests  prejudiced  by  those  who 
compete  with  them  in  the  market  for 
customers  who  really  desire  to  obtain 
butter,  and  who  do  not  wish  to  have 
butterine  if  they  can  help  it. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  fTyrone,  Mid) : 
I  recognize  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  spoke  a  few  moments  ago 
on  this  questioD.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
acted  as  Chairman  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, towards  the  end  of  its  proceed- 
ings, in  the  ahsenoe  of  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth,  and,  therefore,  he  is,  to  some 
extent,  bound  by  the  decision  the  Com- 
mittee arrived  at.  Bnt  I  submit  that 
the  Committee  arrived  at  this  decision 
to  some  extent  under  a  false  impression ; 
because,  although  the  hon.  Qentlranan 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  iTacDb 
Bright)  said  that  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  seemed  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  name  "  butterine,"  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that,  of  the  witnesses 
auunined  before  the  Committee,  there 
were  at  least  10  interested  in  the  pro- 
duction and  sale  of  butterine  to  one  on 
the  other  side.  It  is  not  surprising, 
therefore,  that  the  preponderating  in- 
fluence should  have  been  on  the  side  of 
retaining  the  name  "  butterine."  The 
Select  Committee  would  not  of  itself 
bare  adopted  anything  like  the  change 
which  was  brought  about  from  the  BUI 
as  originally  introduoed  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, had  it  not  been  that  the  advisa- 
hilitjr  of  the  ohooge  was  impreeeed  upon 


it  from  outside.  It  was  declared  that, 
in  the  event  of  any  alteration  taking 
place  in  the  name  of  this  spurious 
article,  those  concerned  in  its  sale  would, 
through  their  Friends  in  this  House, 
exhaust  the  Forms  of  the  House  in 
order  to  prevent  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  informed  that  one  hon.  Member, 
friendly  to  that  interest,  has  declared 
that  if  we  alter  the  name  of  this  article, 
he,  and  those  who  act  with  him,  will 
keep  the  Bill  10  years  before  Parlia- 
ment. I  must  say  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
this  House  to  overcome  a  conspiracy  of 
that  kind,  entered  into  with  the  object  of 
defeating  the  will  of  Parliament.  I  will 
not  detain  the  Committee  by  describing 
the  manner  in  which  frauds  are  syste- 
matically carried  out,  under  this  name 
"butterine,"  as  the  law  at  present  stands. 
It  must  be  obvious  to  every  Member  of 
Parliament  that  if  the  name  "  butterine  " 
was  not  dishonest  and  misleading,  and  if 
it  did  not  mean  a  great  fraud  being 
perpetrated  on  the  public,  the  persons 
connected  with  the  trade  would  not  have 
the  smallest  objection  to  changing  the 
name  to  that  by  which  it  was  originally 
known. 

Thb  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  should 
like  the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind  ex- 
actly what  the  issue  is  which  it  has  to 
decide.  We  should  recollect  that  not 
only  have  we  to  pay  attention  to  the 
interests  of  the  butter  producers,  but  to 
the  intereate  of  large  classes  of  the  com- 
munity in  our  great  towns.  So  far  as 
my  knowledge  of  the  matter  goes — and 
I  have  had  to  investigate  it  at  the  Local 
Government  Board—I  understand  that 
this  butterine  is  a  perfectly  wholesome 
article  of  food,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  is  sold  at  a  very  low  price  as  com- 
pared with  good  butter,  while  it  is  de- 
cidely  superior  in  quality  to  bad  butter. 
I  think  the  Committee  cannot  be  too 
careful,  while  restricting  the  provision 
in  this  Bill — which  will  render  it  ap- 
parent to  everyone  who  buys  butterine 
that  they  are'  not  buying  butter,  but  a 
substitute  for  butter — to  avoid  going  to 
the  other  extreme.  They  ought  te  think 
once  or  twice  before  they  orand  this 
artiole  with  a  name  which  in  itself  would 
deter  people  from  buying  it.  The  name 
"  oleomai^arine  "  is  by  no  means  an 
Bttraotive  one ;  and  if  this  substitute  for 
butter  were  branded  with  such  a  name, 
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people  would  imagine  that  it  ie  Bome- 
thing  mucli  moro  horrible  than  it  really 
is,  and  would  not  buy  it.  The  Bill  dis- 
tinctly provides,  ae  I  understand  it,  that 
persons  buying  butterine  shall  see  on 
the  face  of  it,  if  they  want  this  article, 
that  they  are  not  buying  butter,  but 
butterine.  There  is  a  provtsion  in  the 
Bill  that,  where  sold  in  small  quantities, 
the  article  ahall  not  only  be  marked 
"  butterine,"  but  "  butterine  —  not 
butter."  I  think  that  ie  a  euEBcieat 
precaution  to  safeguard  butter.  Every 
precaution  is  taken  to  make  it  evident 
to  those  who  buy  the  article  that  they 
are  not  buying  butter.  I  only  v/ieh  to 
put  these  facts  before  the  Committee  so 
that  they  may  see  what  it  is  they  have 
to  decide  on.  It  is  well  known  that  this 
question  formed  the  main  bone  of  con- 
tention before  the  Select  Committee, 
and  that  the  name  "  butterine  "  was 
decided  upon  by  a  largo  majority. 

Da.  OLAEK  (Caithness) :  1  support 
the  Amendment — at  least,  I  would  sup- 
port it  in  a  modified  form  if  the  "  oleo  " 
were  left  out,  and  simply  the  "  marga- 
rine "  left  in.  I  think  we  ought  to  give 
this  substaaoe  its  scientific  name,  which 
is  "margarine."  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  substance  "margarine."  It  is 
just  aa  wholesome  as  butter,  iuat  as 
fattening,  and  just  as  useful.  The  sub- 
stance originally  sold  as  "  oleomarga- 
rine "  was  a  mixture  of  clarified  fat  and 
butter ;  but  the  article  now  sold  as 
"  butterine  "  is  composed  solely  of 
clarified  fat,  without  the  butter.  The 
manufacturers  simply  clarify  the  tat, 
e'llour  it,  season  it,  and  sell  it  as  butter. 
It  is  just  as  good  as  butter,  only  the 
one  comes  in  the  natural  way  from  the 
living  cow,  and  the  other  comes  from 
the  oow  after  it  is  dead.  I  think  you 
ought  to  call  this  substance  "marga- 
rine," which  it  is,  and  by  that  means 
you  would  prevent  people  from  being 
misled.  If  you  call  it  "butterine," 
most  people  will  think  you  mean  some 
kind  of  butter ;  but  if  you  simply 
call  it  "  margarine,"  they  will  know 
you  simply  mean  purified  animal  fat, 
and  they  will  taste  it  as  such,  and  buy 
it  as  such.  By  doing  this,  you  will  pre- 
vent people  from  being  imposed  upon. 
I  hold  that  you  should  call  a  thing  by 
its  proper  name. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Sir 

ElOHABD  WkBBTBe)  (Islo  of  Wight)  !    I 

should  not  trouble  the  Oommittee  on  thia 
Mr.  Ritehit 
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matter,  but  that  I  had  occasion  to  ex- 
amine into  this  otoccss  some  two  or 
three  years  ago.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  says  that  the  people 
who  produce  this  article  are  swindlers ; 
but  when  he  says  that,  and  when  he 
says  that  the  people  who  sell  the  article 
are  guilty  of  a  gross  fraud  upon  the 
public,  I  consider  that  he  uses  language 
of  exaggeration.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  that  butterine 
can  be  made  without  butter.  The  acid 
which  is  necessary  to  give  the  material 
the  butter  flavour  can  only  be  introduced 
by  means  of  butter,  and  that  is  why  it 
is  mixed  with  it.  The  material  can  only 
be  manufactured  from  the  purest  suet ; 
and,  from  the  evidence  we  had,  it  is  ex- 
ceedingly good  food.  Though  it  may 
compete  with  the  coarse  kinds,  it  does 
not  compete  with  the  better  descriptions 
of  butter  ;  and  I  certainly  think  that  if 
you  took  the  name  butterine  away,  an 
injury  would  be  done  to  this  trade. 

MR.WHITIjET(LiTerpool,Eferton): 
As  representing  a  large  commercial 
community,  I  feel  bonnd  to  say  that  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  proposed  fdteration 
would  cause  great  inconvenience,  not 
only  to  the  trade,  but  to  a  Urge  section 
of  the  public.  The  only  object  of  thia 
Bill  is  to  prevent  butterine  being  sold 
as  butter  ;  and  why  we  should  carry  it 
farther,  so  as  to  seriously  Injure  a  trade 
which  has  a  laige  amount  of  money  in- 
vested in  it,  and  which  is  supplying  an 
article  largely  used  by  the  poor,  I  can- 
not conceive. 

Ma.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyno): 
I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  for  any  length  of 
time ;  but  we  are  told  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men over  the  way  that  this  article, 
butterine,  is  equiUly  wholesome  and 
equally  fattening  with  butter.  Perhaps 
that  is  the  reason  why  I  do  not  take 
either  of  them,  and  am  able  to  out  pre- 
judice either  side.  But  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  not  to  sanction  the  principle 
of  insisting  upon  a  certain  name  or  de- 
scription being  given  to  a  product.  On 
what  principle  of  rational  liberty  or 
freedom  is  it  that  we  are  going  to  dictate 
to  any  set  ofpeople  in  this  country,  whe- 
ther they  buy  or  sell  a  certain  article, 
what  they  shall  call  that  article?  On 
what  prinoiple  of  liberty?  {^LtKtghUr.'] 
Well,  boa.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  tell  ua  a  gteat  deal  aboat 
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liberty  for  Ireland;  and  I  fail  to  see 
why  we  ahould  not  claim  liberty  for  the 
fiagtish  traders  to  oall  a  wholeeome 
article  they  maaufacture  by  any  name 
they  pleaae.  Why  we  should  ineiBt  on 
calling  this  product  which  is  under  dis- 
noseiou  by  a  name  which  sonnds  like  a 
new  kind  of  hair-oil,  I  cannot  make 
out. 

Hb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  hare  no  ob- 
jection to  adopt  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oaithnesa  (Dr.  Clark).  The 
name  he  suggests  would  be  a  simple 
one.  I  adopted  the  name  "  oleomar- 
garine "  in  my  Amendment,  for  the  rea- 
son that  it  was  in  the  Bill  as  originally 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite. 
The  Bill  was  brought  in  under  that  title, 
and  I  thought  that  by  adhering  to  that 
n&me  I  should  place  the  matter  more 
clearly  before  the  House.  This  oleo- 
margarine may  be  a  healthy  article  of 
food ;  but  if  that  ia  so,  and  if  the  public 
have  no  objection  to  it,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  objection  the  people  who 
deal  in  it  can  hare  to  the  proposed  altera- 
tion of  name  ?  The  hon.  Qentleman  who 
has  jiut  sat  down  speaks  of  this  pro- 
posal as  a  novel  principle  of  legislation, 
and  describes  our  action  as  interfering 
with  national  liberty ;  but  he  must 
remember  that  it  is  the  constant  practice 
of  the  Legislature  to  interfere  with  the 
methods  of  conducting  trade.  Be 
knows  that  it  interferes  in  the  question  of 
^audulent  trade  marks  and  names.  I 
need  not  remind  him  that  there  is  an 
Amendment  before  the  House  dealing 
with  an  analogous  subject.  It  is  a 
perfectly  common- sense  view  of  the 
matter,  that  persons  carrying  on  trade 
by  fraudulent  means  should  be  restrained 
by  legislation. 

Mb.  HOYTjE  (Lanoashire,  8.E.,  Hay- 
wood) :  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  as  to 
the  discussion  in  the  Select  Committee 
upstaira  on  the  name  of  this  article 
hitherto  sold  in  Iiancashire  as  "  But- 
terine." There  were  several  Uemhers 
who  s^d  that  when  the  Committee  first 
sat  they  were  strongly  opposed  to  the 
name  "butterine,"  but  after  hearing  the 
evidence  of  the  scientists  and  traders 
they  changed  their  minds.  When  the 
Committee  upstairs  struck  out  the  word 
"oleomargarine"  and  inserted  the  word 
"  butterine,"  I  do  not  think  any  one  was 
more  surprised  than  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  itM  obarge  of  the  Bill.     I  would 
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ask  whether  it  would  not  be  well  for  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to  wait 
until  it  has  read  the  evidence  before  re- 
jecting the  name  decided  upon  by  the 
Select  Committee  ?  I  beg.  Sir,  to  move 
that  the  1st  clause  be  postponed. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Ifember 
that  nothing  would  be  gained  by  carry- 
ing such  a  Motion  as  that,  as  the  same 
question  arises  in  every  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  BTTCHIE:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  press  that  proposal, 
as  the  word  "  butterine  "  runs  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividsd: — Ayes  70; 
Noes  87 ;  Majority  17.— {Div.  List, 
No.  289.)  [3.5  A.M.] 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  Oleomargarine  '  be  there  inserted. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
"  Margarine  "  be  substituted  for  "  Oleo- 
margarine." 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Let  the  Com- 
mittee negative  "  Oleomargarine  "  first. 

Question  put,  and  mgativti. 

Amendmentproposed,  inpagel,line9, 
to  insert  the  word  "  Margarine." — {Mr. 
Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  that  word 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ILLINGWOItTH :  I  think  the 
Committee  has  taken  a  veiy  hasty  step 
in  having  utterly  thrown  overboard  the 
evidence  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
upstairs.  As  the  alteration  now  made 
will  involve  a  aeries  of  changes  all 
through  the  Bill,  I  think  it  would  be  as 
well  to  take  a  little  more  time  before 
proceeding  farther.  I,  theref<»e,  now 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  ProgresB, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  — {Mr,  lUing- 
tfortk.) 

Mb.M.  J.  KENNY:  I  would  point  out, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  moved  to  report  Progress,  that  the 
alterations  which  will  he  involved  by 
the  vote  of  the  Committee  are  simply 
verbal  alterations  all  through.  They 
are  all  consequential,  and  are  not  ques- 
tions which  will  involve  dieoussion.  I 
tluok  it  would  be  highly  improper  to 
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ribbons.  He  said  tbe  magistrates  would 
impose  a  fine  of  a  few  shillings,  and  that 
fraudulent  tradsra  would  repeat  offences 
against  the  Aot  ovht  and  over  again. 
Well,  I  oertainly  think  that  when  a 
magiHtrata  baa  power  to  inflict  a  fine  of 
£20  for  the  first  offence,  £50  for  the 
second,  and  then  £100,  he  is  visited 
rwith  the  heaviest  peualty  that  this  House 
ought  to  pass  DD  anyone  who  ofiends  in 
the  direction  I  speak  of.  I  appeal  with 
conGdenoe  to  the  Committee  not  to  go  to 
such  extreme  length.  We  have  already 
been  told  that  even  in  the  Sale  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Act  the  penalties  are  not  so 
severe  as  they  are  in  this  Bill.  No  evi- 
dence has  been  given  to  show  that 
oleomargarios  is  not  as  wholesome  an 
article  of  food  as  butter  itself.  It  is  not 
denied  that  it  is  as  wholesome ;  and, 
therefore,  to  impose  these  enormous 
penalties  upon  men  for  substituting  one 
article  for  another  I  hold  to  be  acting 
most  cruelly. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  If  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  say  one  or 
two  words— -[CriM  o/"Agreed!  "]  If  it 
does  not  listen  to  me,  I  shall  move  to 
report  Progress.  I  shall  insist  upon 
that.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  intruding 
upon  the  House 

Mr.  M'  J.  KBKtTY  here  made  an  ob- 
Bsrvatioii. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  I  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Tyrone  to  with- 
draw that  observation. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY :  What  obser- 
vation, Sir? 

Tbb  CHAIEMAN  :  "  He  intrudes 
often  enough." 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  withdraw  it, 
of  course ;  but  I  did  not  intend  the  ob- 
servation to  be  heard. 

Ms.  F.  8.  POWELL:  It  is  said  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  follows 
the  analogy  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Aot  of  1875.  Now,  as  regards 
that  Act,  there  is  no  penalty  in  the 
nature  of  imprisonment  for  the  sale 
of  any  article  which  does  not  contain 
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number  of  penalties  we  are  aaked  erery 
year  to  impose  on  the  subject  in  our 
private  Bill  legislation.  If  the  House 
ware  aware  of  this  fact,  I  think  our  local 
legislation  would  be  much  more  carefully 
guarded.  Here  wo  are  asked  to  allow  a 
man  to  be  imprisoned  on  the  arbitrary 
decision  of  the  magistrates,  and  we  go 
beyond  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  on  which  [the  supporters  of 
the  Bill  rely  as  an  example  and  pattera 
for  their  proceedings.  I  most  sincerely 
hope  that  the  preoedeat  of  that  Act  will 
be  followed,  and  that  there  will  be  no 
impriHonment  following  the  sale  of  an 
article  that  is  not  injurious  to  health. 

Me.  chance  :  I  do  not  agree  that 
margarine  is  necessarily  a  wholesome 
thing.  I  have  heard  of  its  being  made 
out  of  very  strange  substances  indeed. 
If  it  is  made  out  of  unwholesome  sub- 
stances under  the  sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act  the  dealer  can  be  imprisoned.  What 
we  are  dealing  with,  however,  is  not 
selling  an  unnholesome  article  whicli 
can  be  dealt  with  under  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  Act ;  but  the  selling  of 
an  article  which  is  not  an  unwholesome 
article.  Well,  it  appears  to  me  that  a 
fine  of  £100  would  be  to  a  great  many 
of  these  people  an  extremely  heavy  fine 
and  I,  therefore,  do  hope  that  the  hen. 
Member  for  Tyrone  will  give  wi^  npon 
this  point,  and  will  not  leave  to  the 
magistrates  the  power  of  inflicting  six 
months  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
With  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  F.  8.  Powell), 
I  regret  that  his  present  objection  to 
the  creation  of  new  crimes  did  not  oome 
to  his  mind  two  months  ago. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  believe  these  particular 
words  are  taken  &om  a  Bill  which  was 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Cork.  Well,  I  drafted  that  Bill, 
and  I  remember  expostnlating  with  the 
hon.  Member  against  the  heavy  natura 
of  the  penalty,  and  it  was  against  my 
better  judgment  that  I  put  that  in.    But 

J  - -  as  regards  a  heavy  money  penalty  for  a 

ingredient  injurious  to  health.    No  one    third  offence  against  the  provisions  of 


can  say  that  there  is  anything  in  this 
butterine  injurious  to  health  ;  therefore, 
all  analogy  based  upon  the  Aot  of  1675 
falls  to  the  ground,  oris  entirely  against 
imprisonment.  The  tendency  of  modem 
legislation  is  not  only  to  form  now 
orimeB,  hut  also  to  pile  up  penalties.  I 
d&  not  think  the  House  ia  aware  of  the 
Mr.  lUingworth 


this  Bill,  I  am  assured  that  so  large  are 
the  profits  from  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  this  material  margarine  that  a 
small  pecuniary  penalty  would  be,  in 
many  oases,  altogether  insufficient.  But, 
whatever  may  be  the  money  penalty  it 
does  seemtomethat  imprisonment  for  six 
months  for   such  a   thing   as    selling 
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clarified  fat  is  altog;ether  beyond  the 
neceaiitiea  of  the  case. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  :  I  would  point 
out  that  in  many  continental  countries 
the  penalty  for  the  fraudulent  sale  of 
margarine  for  butter  ii  two  years  im- 
prisonmant.  But  having  succeeded  in 
carrying  the  main  part  of  the  principle 
vhich  appeared  to  me  neoessary  in  tnis 
Bill,  and  the  Oommittee  having  decided 
upon  a  name  wbidi  renders  it  more 
difficult  to  deal  fraudulently  with  an 
article  of  thia  kind,  the  neoeetity  for  an 
excessively  stringent  puniebnient  has 
disappeared,  therefore,  I  should  have  no 
objection  in  oooediag  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

SiE  BICHAKD  PAGET:  When  the 
Bill  was  originally  introduced  there  was 
no  sncb  penalty  as  aiz  months  imprison- 
ment contained  in  it.  That  was  intro- 
duced when  the  Bill  was  passing  through 
the  SeleotCommittee,  under  circumstances 
with  which  hon.  Qenttemen  are  now 
familiar.  I  am  by  no  mean s  disposed  to 
insist  on  the  retention  in  this  Bill  of  the 
MX  months  imprisonment.  I  would 
Tentnre  to  point  out,  however,  that  in 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Bill  which  has 
just  passed  through  Oommittee  it  is 
provided  that  when  a  false  trade  de- 
aoription  is  given  of  goods  the  offender 
is  liable  to  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  for  two  years. 

Qaeation  put,  and  negativid. 

Clniue,  as  amended,  <^ri»d  to. 

Clause  4  (Marking  of  cases). 

MB.ADDI80N(ABhton-under-Lyno): 
I  beg  to  propose  that  this  clause  be 
omitted  from  the  BUI.  It  seems  to  me 
to  be  an  illnstcation  of  legislation  gone 
almost  wild,  because  this  is  a  clause  that 
proposes  to  dictate  to  traders  in  what 
manner  they  shall  sell  this  article,  which 
««  are  told  is  perfectly  wholesome. 
This  margarine,  as  it  is  now  to  be 
called,  is  to  be  branded  or  durably 
marked.  What  is  meant  by  durably 
marked  I  do  not  know,  as  I  should  have 
thoDght  that  a  compound  of  this  kind 
wonld  be  diffionlt  to  mark  durably;  and 
then  it  is  to  be  marked  upon  the  top, 
the  bottom,  and  the  sides.  If  the  sug- 
gestion is  that  a  trader  is  to  be  told  how 
he  is  to  mark,  and  where  he  is  to  mark 
a  compound  of  this  kind,  then,  why 
should  yoB  not  deal  in  the  same  way 
with  the  manufacturers  of  Pears'  soap, 
and  other  attidea?     Then  it  is  to  be 


marked  with  printed  capital  letters. 
How  is  it  to  he  printed ;  is  the  butterine 
or  margarine  to  be  passed  through  a 
printing  press  7  [LangMtr.'^  Hon.  Mem- 
bers may  well  laugh  at  that,  but  that  is 
the  actual  proposal  that  is  made  by  this 
clause.      For  the  first  time,  unless  there 

Goma  Act  in  the  13th  oentury  that 
I  am  not  acquainted  with,  this  is  the 
first  time  we  have  told  any  trader  in 
England  the  exact  letters  and  the  size 
with  which  he  is  to  stamp  bis  goods,  and 
the  place  where  he  is  to  put  them.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  piece  of  legislation 
which  if  allowed  to  pass,  no  one  can  tell 
where  it  will  stop.  Let  us  really  con- 
eider,  even  at  this  hour  of  the  morning, 
what  we  are  doing.  If  thia  compound 
is  to  be  exposed  for  sale  there  is  to  be 
attached  to  it,  in  such  manner  as  to  be 
clearly  legible  to  the  purchaser,  a  label 
printed  in  capital  letters  of  not  less  than 
half  an-inch  square,  "Margarine,"  and 
any  trader  is  to  be  liable  under  this  Ant 
who  does  not  do  all  that.  I  cannot  help 
appealing  to  the  good  sense  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether  in  this  country,  or  even  in 
Ireland,  they  ever  saw  any  attempt  to 
interfere  with  people  in  their  lawful 
trades  in  this  way  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  toomitOlaosef. 

{Mr.  Additen.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEB  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  I  think  in  answer  to  the  re- 
marks that  have  been  made,  that  I  can 
satisfy  the  Oommittee.  I  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  upstairs,  and  we 
went  very  carefully  into  the  considera- 
tion of  all  these  questions,  and  this  clause 
was  framed  at  the  suggestioa  of  the 
traders  themselves,  both  wholesale  and 
retail.  They  have  no  opposition  to  offer 
to  the  proposals  which  are  introduced 
into  this  clause,  and,  as  in  fact,  is 
severa]  instances  the  suggestions  came 
from  men  engaged  in  the  wholesale  and 
retail  trade  it  shows,  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned,  they  do  not  consider  it  any 
hardship  to  have  these  restrictions  put 
upon  them. 

Mk.  W.  F.  LAWBENOE  :  I  submit 
that  the  traders  must  have  been  asleep 
to  their  own  interests.  Each  parcel  of 
butter  purchased  from  a  retailer  has  to 
be  labelled  "  Butterine,  not  Butter,"  in 
I  characters  1^  inch  long,  while  such  par- 
cel may  amount  to  only  half  a-ftonad  or 
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a  pound.  This  would  bo  a  great  incon- 
Tonience  in  a  shop  window  ;  and  further, 
the  retailer  will  have  to  heap  a  epecial 
supply  of  printed  wrapper!  to  wrap  up 
these  small  parcels.  It  is  absurd  to 
thinb  that  the  retailers  were  aware  of 
what  thej  were  sane  tic  Ding,  and  I  hope 
therefore  that  the  Oommittee  will  agree 
to  the  Motion  of  my  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr. 
Addison). 

Mh.  HOYI^E:  In  conQrmiDg  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  G^en- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Penrith  as  to 
this  olause  having  been  framed  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  trade  itself,  I  wish  to 
say  that  was  done  in  the  hope  that  tho 
word  "  Butterine  "  might  be  retained, 
and  the  clause  was  passed  after  tho 
adoption  by  the  Committee  upstairs 
of  the  Dame  "Butterine."  Now  that 
"  Margarine "  has  been  substituted, 
there  is  not  the  same  neoesnty  for 
stringent  regulations. 

Dr.  CLABE  :  I  was  rather  astonished 
at  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne, 
because,  at   the  present  moment,  the 

frinciple  of  the  clause  is  in  operation, 
f  the  hou.  Gentleman  went  into  a 
wooer's  to  buy  coffee  and  chicory,  the 
grocer  would  have  to  sell  it  with  the 
label — "This  is  sold  as  a  mixture  of 
chicory  and  coffee"— and  it  is  simply 
the  application  of  the  same  principle  to 
this  compound,  margarine.  As  very 
large  profits  are  made  out  of  it,  there  is 
no  hardship  in  asking  them  to  pay  for 
printing  the  word  "margarine  upon 
the  paper  in  which  it  is  sold.  At  the 
present  time  they  do  print  upon  the  fir- 
liins  the  name  of  the  material. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY:  The  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Liverimol  (Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence) 
has  called  up  difficulties  that  do  not  exist. 
The  provision  trade  of  Liverpool,  stated  in 
evidenoe,  that  it  was  the  custom  to  wrap 
up  even  the  smallest  quantities  in  paper 
apon  which  was  printed  the  word 
"Butterine."  One  witness  supplied  us 
with  numbers  of  examples,  and  stated  it 
was  the  invariable  practice  in  Liverpool, 
and  what  we  asked  for  was  that  the  cus- 
tom which  prevailed  in  Liverpool  should 
be  extended  among  all  traders  through- 
out Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  I  think 
there  is  no  real  difficulty  in  the  way,  and 
as  regards  the  inconvenience  that  would 
arise  to  retul  traders  to  be  compelled 
to  ticket  this  article  in  their  shops,  we 
Mr.  W.  F.  ZawrttKt 
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were  supplied  also  with  tickets  which 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  using  at  the 
present  time,  and  all  these  it  was  argued 
might  be  used  without  inconvenience; 
therefore  the  operation  of  the  clause 
would  not  be  any  hardship  upon  the 
trade.  I  would  further  point  out  that 
it  would  be  unwise  to  listen  to  the  pro- 
posal to  omit  this  clause ;  because,  if  it 
were  omitted  the  Bill  would  cease  to 
hang  together ;  therefore,  it  is  of  vital 
importance  that  the  clause  should  be 
retained,  and  it  is  essential  to  the  carry- 
ing out  tho  policy  which  tiie  Bill  aeeks 
to  carry  out. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right  ia 
regard  to  the  practice  in  Liverpool,  as 
the  traders  have  been  careful  there  to 
mark  the  article;  but  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Heywood  Divi- 
sion of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Hoyle)  that  an 
alteration  having  been  made  in  the 
name,  there  is  no  longer  any  necessity 
for  the  clause. 

Ma.  ILLINGWORTH:  Tho  Com- 
mittee should  not  be  misled  by  the  state- 
ments that  have  been  made  as  to  the 
traders  agreeing  to  this  clause,  because 
that  was  when  the  title  was  different, 
and  they  were  threatened  with  an  article 
to  compete  with  butter  under  an  almost 
identical  name.  But  are  we  here  to 
regulate  the  sale  or  the  use  of  the  article 
"  margarine  ?  "  |^"  No !  "]  Then  if  that 
be  the  case,  why  is  this  thing  to  be  put 
upon  it  ?  [An  hou.  Meubek  :  We  want 
to  advertise  it.]  Yes,  exactly  so;  but 
that  is  not  our  business ;  our  business  is 
to  act  honestly  and  fairly.  I  think  the 
Oommittee  has  gone  as  far  as  it  would 
be  disposed  to  go  to  make  the  distinction, 
and  to  go  one  step  further  would  be  an 
unnecessary  and  unbusin ess-like  inter- 
ference with  the  trade  of  the  country. 
If  done  in  .this  case,  then  there  are 
many  other  articles  that  it  would  be 
applicable  to,  and  legislation  should 
follow.  In  the  illustration  given  of 
coffee  and  chicory  there  was  a  mixture 
in  which  the  quantities  could  not  be  as- 
certaiued;  but  here  there  is  no  such 
suggestion,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
business  of  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
damnify  any  article  that  is  genuinely 
offered  for  sale. 

8ni  BIOHABD  PAGET :  This  clause 
is  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill.  What- 
ever name  the  Committee  may  decide 
this  imitation  butter  moat  bear,  that 
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name  must  be  boldly  displayed.  As  to 
the  particular  marks  on  the  labels  and 
wrappers,  I  would  iuform  the  Committee 
that  every  one  of  them  was  taken  from 
the  examples  ^iven  to  us  of  those  in  use 
in  the  trade  in  Liverpool.  In  somo 
cases  the  labels  are  used,  and  in  others 
the  wrapper;  but  this  ia  the  open  way 
in  which  traders  should  act. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— Aym  106; 
Noes  23:  Majority  83.— (Div.  Liat,  No. 
290.)  [4.ii  A.M.1 

Clause  5  (Fresamption  against  yeador) 
agrud  to. 

Clause  6  (Power  of  officer  of  local 
authority  to  inspect  manuf^tory). 

Mb.  ADDISON :  Ae  regards  Clause 
6,  this  introduces  an  entirely  novel  prin- 
ciple into  our  legislation,  for  it  suables 
an  inspector  to  enter  at  all  reasonable 
times  any  premises  where  the  article  is 
manufactured  for  the  purpose  of  inspect- 
ing them.  Now,  wa  have  heard  over 
and  over  again  this  is  a  perfectly  lawful 
trade  and  perfectly  wholesome  and 
proper,  and  yet  we  are  to  be  told  the 
inspector  may  come  on  any  man's 
premises  at  any  reasonable  time — that 
being,  I  suppose,  to  be  decided  by  his 
own  discretion— and  inspect  the  way  in 
which  any  trader  may  carry  on  his  busi- 
ness. That  is  contrary  to  one  of  the 
most  elementary  rights  we  have,  the 
elementary  right  being  that  people  shall 
not  be  disturbed  or  have  their  premises 
invaded  without  some  reasonable  cause. 
I  beg  to  move  the  omission  of  the  words 
"  any  inspector  may  enter  and  inspect, 
•t  all  reasonable  times." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lines 
28  and  29,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "  any 
inspector  may  enter  and  inspect,  at  all 
reasonable  times."— (Jfr.  Addiion.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

SiB  BICHABD  PAGET :  This  clause 
was  introduced  at  the  instance  of  one 
of  the  largest  manufacturers  of  the 
article. 

Db-CLABK:  This isavery important 
matter,  and  without  this  clause  the 
manufacturers,  instead  of  making  mar- 
garine from  euet,  which  ia  the  best  thing 
to  make  it  from,  might  pat  into  it  aome- 
thing  that  was  very  dangsrons  indeed. 

Ms.  ADDISON:  I  wonld  only  add 
out  word   to  what   the  hon.  Member 
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saya.  The  same  thing  would  be  exactly 
true  in  the  manufacture  of  cigars,  which 
I  am  told — I  do  not  smoke  myself — are 
often  made  from  cabbage  leavea  and 
other  stuff,  and  the  same  with  aausages, 
which  may  or  may  not  be  made  of  ani- 
mals of  which  sausages  ought  to  be 
made ;  but  I  will  not  diaousa  the  matter 
further.  I  ahould  have  thought  the 
feeling  of  tho  Committee  would  have 
been  entirely  with  me,  but  if  not,  I 
shall  not  force  the  Amendment  to  a 
Dirision.  Having  made  my  protest, '' 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdraten. 

Clause  tgread  to. 

Clause  7  (Bntterine  imported  or 
manufactured). 

Clause  8  (Begistratioa  of  manufac- 
tory). 

Mb.  ADDISON:  Again,  as  to  this 
clause  I  cannot,  having  regard  to  the 
wishes  of  my  constituents  who  have 
representations  to  make,  allow  this  to 
pass  without  protest.  This  is  a  proposal 
that  the  manufacturers  of ' '  margarine  " 
as  it  is  now  to  be  called  must  be  regis- 
tered with  the  local  authority  in  such 
manner  as  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
may  direct,  and  a  person  not  ao  regis- 
tered ia  to  be  liable  to  all  the  penalties 
we  have  heard  of.  On  what  ground  has 
the  manufacturer  of  margarine  to  regis- 
ter himself  any  more  than  any  other 
manufacturer  in  England  ?  It  may  be 
right  with  regard  to  gunpowder  >Dd  all 
other  dangerous  compounds,  bat  not  in 
this  case,  which  ia  an  infringement  of  a 
man's  rights. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  to  inspectors  to  take 
samples  without  purchase). 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWEENCE:  In  Clause 
9,  page  3,  line  H,  I  beg  to  move  to 
leave  out,  after  the  word  "may,"  the 
words,  "  without  goin^  through  the 
form  of  purchase."  This  is  a  departure 
from  the  Pood  and  Drugs  Act,  and  it 
appears  to  me  there  is  not  sufficient  rea- 
son for  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
14,  after  "may,"  to  leave  out  "without 
going  through  the  form  of  purchase."—- 
(Jfr.  fF.  F.  Lawrtnei.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 
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Bib  EIOHAED  PAGET:  ThU, again, 
was  the  suggestion  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee bj  seTeral  of  those  interested  in 
the  sale  of  the  article,  and  no  one  ex- 
pressed any  objection  to  it.  I  would  call 
attention  to  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
in  vhioh  will  be  found  ample  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  article. 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE :  I  would 
like  to  explain,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
says  those  he  has  had  to  deal  with  ap- 
prove of  the  olause,  those  I  represent 
nighly  disapprove  of  it. 

Ub.  M.  J.  KENNT :  The  reason  for 
the  provision  is  this.  Inasmuch  as  this 
Bill  deals  not  only  with  shopkeepers 
who  sell  by  retail,  but  persons  who  sell 
wholesale,  it  would  beveryiQconvenient 
to  hare  an  inspector  going  into  a  whole- 
sale dealer's  and  tasing  away  a  large 
pscket,  and  the  provision  is  put  in  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  for  a  small 
quantity  to  be  taken  for  analysis.  Fur- 
ther than  that,  this  clause  had  the  ap- 
proval of  the  persons  who  represented 
the  trade  when  they  came  before  us. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  tg. 

Olause  agrttd  to. 

Clause  1 0  (Appropriation  of  penalties) 
ogrtidto. 

Clause  11  (Proceedings). 

SixBIOHABD  PAGET:  I  have  an 
Amendment  in  the  first  line  of  this 
clause,  and  it  is  to  insert  in  line  25, 
page  3,  after  the  word  "shall,"  the 
words  "  save  as  expressly  varied  by  this 
Aet." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
25,  after  "  sIiEiU,  to  insert  "  save  as 
expressly  varied  by  this  Act." — {Sir 
Richard  Paget.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wordi 
be  there  inaerted." 

Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL:  I  should  wish 
to  ask  the  effect  of  this  Amendment  f 

Sm  RICBA£D  PAGET :  The  effect 
of  the  Amendment  is  this.  This  olause 
embodies  Section  28  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  lb75 ;  but  there  is  a  provi- 
sion in  a  previous  clause  of  the  Act  that 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  modify  it 
unless  these  words  are  introduced. 

Ma.  F.  S.  POWELL :  My  hon.  Friend 
has  not  answered  the  question  which  I 
ventured  to  put  as  to  the  safety  of  the 
innocent  retailer,  whether  there  would 
be  eecnritv  that  the  sample  taken  should 
be  divided. 
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Me.  M.  J.  KENNY :  Yes,  there  is ; 
all  that  is  included  in  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  amended  Title 
(changed  to  "Margarine  (Fraudulent 
Sale)  Bill) ; "  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Mondag  next. 


CLSTEK    OANAL  AND  TTBOKE  KATtOATIOIT 
BILL. 

I  Holioa  of  Hr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  pro' 
vide  for  the  n'raniter  of  the  Ulster  Canal  and 
tho  Tyrone  Navigation  or  Coal  Island  Naviga- 
tion tmta  the  Commiuioneis  of  Pablio  Works 
Irelanfl  to  the  Uigan  Navigation  Compan; ; 
and  for  other  purpoMB,  ordfred  to  be  bronffht  in 
bf  Sir.  JacliiDD,  Colonel  King-Uarman,  and 
Bit  Herbert  Maxwell. 
BiUj)r«wH<inf,tndreRdthe  first  time.  [BUlSlS.j 

FOINDIHO  (SGOTLAin))  BILL. 
On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Watt,  Bill  to  ameod 
the  Law  of  Scotland  in  matters  leUtJng  to 
Poinding,  erdtred  to  be  brought  in  by  tlr. 
Watt,  Mr.  M'Ewan,  Mr.  J.  0.  Bolton,  Mr. 
Baitd,  and  Mr.  Howell. 
BiU;freniilni,andTeBd the flnt time.  [BillSU.] 


HOUSE     OF    LOBDS, 
FriJag,  SthJulg,  1887. 

MINUTES.]  —  FuBUo  BiiLS  —  CommiftM  — 
Stporl—Tiaai^  ^Scotland)  Act,  1S6T,  Amend- 
meat*  (117). 

Ji«y<ir<-QiiarriBi»  (160). 

Third  fiMifin^— Incumbents'  Besigaation  Act 
(I871J  Amendment  (U4)  ;  Municipal  Cor- 
poiationi  Acta  (Ireland)  Amendmeot  (No.  2}' 
(143);  National  Debt  and  Local  Loans* 
(141),  and;>«»^. 

PsovuiOKAL  Ohdib  Bills  —  firil  Siiaiing-^ 
Local  Oovemment  (Ireland]  (Ballyahannon, 

ftc.)»(ie3). 

Btport—Qat*  {17,3). 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN  — THE 
METROPOLITAK  POLICE  FORCE. 

QOESTtOIT.      OBBBBVATIOMS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  it 
is  intended  in  any  way  to  recogniie  the 
excellence  of  the  police  arrangements 
and  the  admirable  conduct  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  during  the  Jubilee  cele- 
bration? said,  that  if  there  was  one 
thing  mote  than  another  which  filled 
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TnE   BiBHoP    OF   CARLISLE   said, 
their  Lordships  would  remember  that 


forei^ers  with  admiration,  it  was  the 
admirable  behaviour  of  the  police  oa 
Jubilee  day.  Un  no  da;  had  there  been 
fewer  charges  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates than  on  the  day  after  the  Jubilee 
celebration,  and  that  he  attributed  to 
the  admirable  conduct  of  the  police,  and 
the  excellent  organization  which  had 
been  brought  about  b;  Sir  Charlee 
Warren. 

Eabl  BEOWNLOW,  in  reply,  said, 
he  wished  emphatically  to  endorae  the 
statement  of  tns  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
excellence  of  the  police  arrangements, 
and  tha  admirable  conduct  of  the  men 
themeelveB  on  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee 
day.  He  had  to  inform  tiieir  Lordships 
that  the  serricea  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  would  be  duly  recognized  and 
rewarded.  The  Chief  Commlasioner  had 
already  granted  three  days'  extra  leave 
with  full  pay  to  each  member  of  the 
force.  Li  addition,  each  member  of  the 
force  would  receive  an  extra  day's  pay 
and  a  bronze  medal  commemorative  of 
the  occasion. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  '■lUPEBIEUSE." 

QUXSTIOK. 

The  Eahl  of  DUNEAVEN  ashed 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  What  the 
maximum  weight  of  coal  the  Impirievse 
is  now  intended  to  carry,  what  is  her 
foil  rate  of  speed  at  sea,  and  what  is 
the  average  consumption  of  coal  per 
hour  at  that  speed  7 

Lord  MiPBONSTONE  (A  Loan  in 
'WAiTiNo)Baid,thatthemaximum  amount 
of  coal  the  Impiritute  is  intended  to 
carry  is  900  tons.  The  rate  of  speed  for 
oontiQuous  steaming  was  ld(  knots  per 
hour,  which  would  involve  the  average 
consumption  of  150  tonsof  coal  per  day. 
A  speed  of  10  knots  per  hour  would  in- 
volve an  average  consumption  of  40  tons 
per  day.  He  might  remind  the  noble  £arl 
ihat  the  same  Question  was  put  on  April 
28th  last,  on  which  occasion  the  same 
answer  that  be  had  now  made  was 
given. 

1NCDMBBNT8  ItESIGNATION  ACT  (1871) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{TA*  Dukt  of  BucMngham  anif  CAtntin.) 
(no.    144.)       THIKD  KEADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 


when  this  Bill  was  in  Committee  an 
Amendment  was  introduced  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Qrimthorpe).  It  was  accepted  on 
tbe  understanding  that  time  should  be 
allowed  for  the  Bishops  to  consider  its 
effect,  and  take  such  action  as  appeared 
desirable  at  a  later  stage.  After  careful 
consideration,  he  (the  Bishop  of  Carlisle) 
and  his  Brethren  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Amendment  was  not  one 
which  they  could  accept.  The  5th  seo- 
tion  of  the  Bill  provided  for  certain 
deductions  or  drawbacks  to  be  made  in 
calculating  the  net  income  with  a  view 
to  pension  of  an  incumbent  about  to  re- 
sign. It  was  provided  that  all  expenses 
and  taxes  upon  the  parsonage  house,  and 
any  mortgages  which  existed  on  the 
living  which  the  incumbent  was  bound 
to  pay,  should  be  treated  as  deductions. 
The  clause  also  provided  that  where  a 
curate  was  compulsorily  employed  the 
stipend  should  be  a  deduction.  So  far,  the 
proposal  of  tbe  Bill  was  perfectly  fair; 
but  the  nuble  and  learned  Lord's  Amend- 
ment introduced  two  additional  possible 
deductions  in  the  calculation  of  the  net 
income.  It  proposed  that  a  deduction 
should  be  made  nhere  a  curate  might 
be  compulsorily  employed,  andalsowbere 
a  curate  was  in  fact  employed.  It  would, 
obviously  cause  much  litigation  to  decide 
when  a  curate  might  be  compulsorily 
employed,  as  it  was  necessary  that  a 
Bishop  should  issue  a  Commission,  and 
that  Commission  should  report  in  favour 
of  the  employment  of  a  curate,  before 
the  Bishop  could  compel  an  incumbent 
to  employ  one.  When  a  curate  was  in 
fact  employed,  bis  stipend  was  paid 
either  by  voluntary  contributions  of  the 
congregation,  by  a  society,  or  by  the  in- 
cumbent. In  the  two  former  cases,  it 
was  obvious  that  the  income  ought  not 
to  be  reduced  by  an  expense  whioh  was 
not  borne  by  it,  and  when  an  incumbent 
voluntarily  paid  a  curate,  it  would  be 
the  height  of  injustice  to  make  a  deduc- 
tion in  calculating  his  income  on  account 
of  an  expense  incurred  through  his  own 
zeal  and  liberality.  Under  those  cir- 
oumstaucea,  he  should  move  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  be  struck  out. 
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On    Queation,    "That   the    Bill   do 
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On  the  MutioD  of  The  Lord  Bishop  of 
Carlisle,  Aoieadments  made. 
Bill  paned,  and  seat  to  the  Commons. 

CROFrERH  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

OOMSlSEaATION  OF  COUUOHs'  AUBKU- 
UENTS. 

OommoQs' Amendments  eontiiereHsa- 
cording  to  Order). 

Commons'  Amendment  to  CIbubo  2. 

Toe  Earl  oe  WEMTS8  said,  he 
must  aek  the  House  not  to  agree  to  this 
Amendment  introduced  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Amendment  exceeded 
the  scope  cf  the  BUI,  wbtch  wae  simp); 
to  remedy  the  defects  of  the  Bill  of  last 
Session. 

ifvvtd,  "That  this  House  dotli  dis- 
agree with  the  Commons  in  the  said 
Amendment."— (TA*  Earlof  Wtmytt.) 

The  SECEETEAET  foe  SCOrLAND 
(The  Uarquess  of  Lothiait)  said,  that, 
although  be  thought  a  good  deal  might 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  Amendment, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  the  objection 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord  bad  great 
force;  and  he  did  not  propose  to  ask 
tbeir  Iiordships  to  agree  to  the  Commons' 
Amendment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Amendment  ditagreed  to. 

Bemaining  Amendments  agried  to. 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare 
Seasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons 
for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the  aaid 
Amendment :  The  Committee  to  meet 
forthwith.  Keport  from  the  Committee 
of  the  Beasone  prepared  by  them ;  read, 
and  agreed  io ;  and  a  message  sent  to  the 
Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with  the 
Seasons. 

HooM  a^oanied  at  Five  o'clock,  to  Moods; 

neit,  «  quarter  before 

£le*en  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Fridtt!/,  ithJulg,  1887. 


IIINUTES.)— SilbctCommittib— FiVif  Atfwrf 
— Armr  and  Hav;  EttimstM  [No.  216]. 

Puhlic  Bills  —  Orimd  —  Fint  Btading  — 
QualifioiUoD  of  Ouardisne  of  tho   Poor* 

t316]. 


Jtthgiotu  BelUf" 

if  Evidenoe  Ainondni«Dt 


Firtl  Stading — Law  ol 

[3t6]. 
(7onini*ffM— Idcenaed  Frenuaec  [Earlier  Clo^g) 

(Scotlnnd)  [ISS]— s.P. 
Commillte — Aeporf— Ueichandue  Uarks    Iaw 

CooMlidation  and  AnendmeDt  {n-tamm.) ' 

[304]. 
Siird  Stading  —  Crimuial  Law    Amendment 

(ImUnd)  [aoS],  andjioMAf, 
WtlAdiawn  —  Copyright     (MnBcal    Compoei' 

tiona)»ri96];  Public  Worship   PMiUliM* 

S292];  Sale  of  IntoiisatiiiK  Liquors  on  Hnn- 
'y^Cin- 
PnovisioxAL  Order  Bills  —  Cotuidtitd  at 
miunded  —  PxihUo  Health  (Scotland)  (Uon- 
tocher  and  Dalmuir  Water]  ■  [288]. 
Tiird  Sfdinff—hoad  GoTenunrat  (No.  7)' 
[282],  aodfoonf. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE-OATHS  "  WITH- 
OUT KELIOIOUS  BELIEF." 

Mr.  BBADLAITGH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether, 
at  the  present  Middlesex  Sessions,  Mr. 
Fletcher  presiding,  a  person  named 
Meare,  summoned  as  juror,  having 
stated  that  he  was  without  religious 
belief,  the  learned  Judge  directed  him 
to  be  sworn,  saying  that  ne  bad,  during 
the  past  year,  bad  so  many  cases  of  per- 
sons declaring  that  they  were  persons 
witbout  religious  belief  that  he  had 
directed  them  all  to  be  sworn ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of  the 
"  Attorney  General  p.  Bradlaugh,"  and 
thepoaeible  serious  consequenoe  of  neon- 
Tiction  being  reversed  for  error  in  fact, 
the  error  being  that  the  jury  have  not 
been  duly  swoiu,  be  will  take  any  action 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
I  have  communicated  with  Mr.  Fletcher, 
(be  Chairman  of  the  Middlesex  Sessione, 
and  from  information  received  from  him 
the  facts  are  not  quite  correctly  stated  in 
the  Question  of  tho  bon.  Member,  It 
appears  that  up  to  the  present  time  the 
number  of  persons  making  objection  that 
(he;  bad  no  religious  belief  has  been  so 
small  that  the  Oourt  has  been  able  to 
dispense  with  their  service  as  jurors. 
Mr,  Mears  did,  however,  raise  the  ob- 
jection mentioned ;  but  tbe  Chairman 
did  not  direct  him  to  be  sworn,  but  told 
him  that,  in  his  (the  Chairman's)  opinion 
it  was  competent  for  him  to  take  the 
affirmation  prescribed  by  Section  8  of  the 
Statute  30  ft  31  Viet,  c.  35.    Upon  this 
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ISt.  Mean  made  no  further  objeotion. 
Mr.  Fletcher  infonns  me  that  when  per- 
Bons  have  come  before  him  and  luve 
persisted  io  their  objection,  he  has  never 
directed  them  to  be  sworn  or  make 
affirmation,  but  has  diapeosed  with 
their  serricea  as  j  urors.  I  think  it  ri^ht 
to  say  that  I  do  not  ag^ree  with  the  view 
of  the  Statute  taken  by  the  learned 
Chairman,  bat,  under  the  oiroamstauceB, 
it  is  clearly  not  a  case  ia  which  I  can 
interfere. 

HYDHOPHOBIA— M.  PASTEUR'S  SYS- 
TEM OF  TREATMENT. 
Dr.  FAKQUHAESON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether, 
seeing  that  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
on  U.  Pasteur's  method  of  treating 
hydrophobia  have  reported  that  M^ 
Pasteur  has,  in  their  opinion,  discovered 
a  method  of  arresting  the  progress  of 
that  disease,  the  Qoremment  intend  to 
take  steps  immediately  to  provide  ia 
this  country  for  carrying  into  effect 
the  practice  which  has  been  so  success- 
fully pursued  in  M.  Pasteur's  Institute 
in  Fans  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Bitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  8t.  George's) :  At  pre- 
sent I  am  not  prepared  to  say  more  than 
that  the  Seport  of  the  Committee  re- 
ferred to  is  receiving  consideration.  I 
imagioe  that,  in  all  probability,  the 
matter  is  one  whioh  is  more  likely  to  be 
properly  dealt  with  by  Local  Bodies  than 
by  a  Government  Department.  As  to 
the  precautions  which  are  desirable  with 
the  view  of  avoiding  the  spread  of  rabies 
among  doga,  I  may  observe  that  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  has 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  this  sub- 
ject. The  reoommendatioua  contained 
in  the  Report  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes  wul,  no  doubt,  be  of  cousider- 
able  assistance  to  the  Committee. 


ADIORALTY-HER  MAJESTTB  JUBILEE 
—NON-COMBATANT  OFFICER. 
SiE  WILLIAM  CBOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Admiralty  to  recommend  that  a 
special  OoMttU  be  issued  for  the  purpose 
01  promoting  some  officers  of  the  non- 
combataat  branch  of  the  Navy,  Surgeons, 
Paymasters,  and  Engineers,  as  *he  pro- 
motions in  the  OaxtlU  issued  <>n  the  oc- 
casion of  Her  Majesty'v  ifubilee  were 
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confined  exclusively  to  ofQcers   of  the 
executive  branch? 

Thk  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
promotions  that  appeared  in  the  GautU 
issued  on  the  21st  of  June  were  those 
that  would,  in  the  ordinary  course,  have 
been  dated  on  the  Ist  July,  and  were  not 
special  or  additional  on  account  of  the 
Queen's  Jubilee.  The  promotions  of 
executive  officers  are  made  half-yearly, 
and  those  of  non-combatant  officers  as 
vacancies  occur.  There  is  no  intention 
of  giving  exceptional  promotion  either 
to  combatant  or  non-combatant  ofBoers 
on  account  of  the  Jabilee, 


Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale]  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  can  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  Corres- 
pondence with  the  Canadian  Qovem- 
ment  respecting  proposed  changes  in  the 
Canadian  Customs  tariff;  and,  whether 
he  can  include  in  those  Papers  the  Memo- 
randum from  the  Canadian  Finance 
Minister  setting  forth  the  manner  in 
which  the  new  dnties  will  affect  imports 
from  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Tee  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Heitrt  Hollahu]  (Hampstead) :  The 
Papers  are  being  prepared  for  presenta- 
tion to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  will,  at 
the  same  time,  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House.  They  will  include  the 
Memorandum  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  also  a  later  Memorandum 
from  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 

THE    COUMISSIONEOS   OF    IBISH 
LIGHTS. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  (Tyrone,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  any  situations  under  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights  are  filled  by 
persons  who  have  been  iu  the  Royal 
Navy ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  grant 
a  Return  as  to  the  qualifications,  pay, 
and  pensions  of  these  officers  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hekby 
Db  WoRua)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtetii) : 
Three  officers  of  the  Board  of  Irish 
Lights  have  been  iu  the  Royal  Navy, 
besides  several  men  serving  iu  the  light 
vessels  and  steamers  belonging  to  the 
Commissioners.  The  information  as  to 
these  officers  whioh  the  hon.  Member 
appears  to  desire  can  be  given  at  once. 
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if  tlie  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it;  if 
the  Keturn  is  to  include  the  men,  the 
collection  of  the  information  will  neces- 
sarily  take  time. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)  — 
QDALIFICATIOK  FOR  MOMITORSHIPS. 

Mh.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asbed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
laeatenaat  of  Ireland,  Whether  passes 
in  the  eesential  subjecta  of  the  Fiftb 
Glass,  first  sta^,  oonstitute  the  mini- 
mnm  proficiency  required  of  a  candidate 
for  monitorship  in  an  Irish  National 
idchool;  and,  if  the  candidates  are  exa- 
mined specially  for  the  appointment  F 

The  PAHLIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Knra-HAKMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  qualification  required  of  a 
candidate  for  monitorship  in  an  Irish 
National  School  ie  as  described  in  the 
Question.  Candidates  are  examined 
specially  for  the  appointment,  if  neces- 
sary. They  are,  however,  usually  exa- 
mined at  the  last  results  examination. 


Mb.  BL.'^NE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral,  If  a  Memorial  from 
the  inhabitants  of  Dromintee,  County 
Armagh,  was  forwarded  to  him,  asking 
that  toe  local  post  office  might  be  made 
a  money  order  and  telegraph  office ;  and, 
if  be  will  remedy  the  inconvenience  and 
loss  felt  by  the  people  of  the  district  by 
compliance  with  the  request  of  the  Me- 
morialists ? 

Thb  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) 
in  reply,  said,  he  oould  not  find  that 
any  Memorial  had  been  addressed  to 
him  on  the  subject  to  which  the  hou. 
Member  referred.  An  application  was 
made  in  January  of  last  year  to  the  Se- 
cretary ofthePostOfficeinDublin;  and 
a  reply  was  sent  in  the  foUoning  month 
by  that  gentleman,  to  the  effect  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  did  not  war- 
rant compliance  with  the  request  of  the 
applicant.  He  should  be  very  glad  to 
cause  a  further  inquiry  to  be  made,  and 
to  communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

PARLIAUENTAR1    VOTERS— A    REVI- 
SION   COURT    AT     BALL'XOAWLEY, 
CO.  TYRONE. 
Mr.  EEYNOLDS  (Tyrone,  E.)  asked 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
S^oh  Stnry  D»  Wormt 


tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  direct  that  a  Court  for 
the  revision  of  Parliamentary  voters  be 
held  at  Ballygawley,  in  the  South  Tyrone 
Division  of  the  County  of  Tyrone  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kiho-Haemait) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  recently 
had  the  object  of  this  Question  under 
bis  careful  consideration  in  conneclios 
with  Memorials  submitted  to  him.  He 
had  decided  it  would  not  be  expedient 
to  transfer  from  Aughnacloy  to  Bally- 
gawley the  whole  of  the  revision  for  that 
district,  nor  yet  to  add  to  the  total  num- 
ber of  Eevision  Courts,  there  being 
already  17  in  the  county. 

MALTA— CASE  OF  DR.  GRECH. 

Mb.  M'EWAN  (Edinburgh,  Central) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Correspondence  between  the  Go- 
vernor of  fifelta  and  the  Colonial  Office 
in  the  case  of  Dr.  Grech  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hemby  HoLLAKc)  (Hampstesd) :  I  am 
afraid  there  is  substantial  objection  to 
publishing  correspondence  with  a  Go- 
vernor in  which  the  acts  of  individuals 
have  been  discussed  without  the  reserve 
which  would  have  been  used  if  publica- 
tion were  contemplated  ;  and  in  this 
particular  case  there  is  no  security  that 
use  might  not  be  made  of  the  corres- 
pondence for  legal  purposes.  There 
would,  moreover,  DO  no  public  advantage 
in  the  publication,  as  the  purport  of  my 
despatch  has  been  already  stated. 

SOUTH     AFRICA   —   BECHUANALAND 

—MARRIAGE    WITH     A    DECEASED 

WIFE'S  SISTER. 

Me.  J.  G.  HDBBABD  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  has  been  correctly  under- 
stood, when  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  to  have  directed  the  Acting 
High  Commissioner  at  the  Cape  to  enact 
for  Bechuanaland  an  Act  to  legalise 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife'a  sister  ? 

Tee  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAnBOF£)(L{ncolttsbire,HomcaBtle): 
No,  Sir;  I  neither  directed  nor  sug- 
gested legislation  for  legalizioemarriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  in  Bechaaoa- 
land.  What  I  did  suggest  was  that  in 
a  general  Proclamation  for  validating 
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iDftmBges  oontncted  before  annexation 
there  should  be  inserted  a  olanse,  which 
has  often  been  introdnoed  into  other 
laws  of  the  kind,  providing  that  where 
either  of  tho  parties  has  validly  married 
someone  else  in  the  mean  lime  the 
second  marri^e,  and  not  the  first,  shall 
prevai].  For  the  purpose  of  giving  an 
eiample  of  saeh  a  clanae  I  sent  out  a 
Qaeensland  law  which  containad  a 
similar  PMriso.  It  happened  to  be  a 
Deceased  Wife's  Sister  £iU,  and  this 
gave  rise  to  the  misconoeption  to  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  oalla  attention. 


Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  th  a  Boardof  Trade,  Whether 
the  Besulationa  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
CIreland)  require  that  a  station  beerected 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  travelling 
public  within  at  least  every  10  miles 
of  railway ;  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  on  the  Great  Northern 
Bailway  (Ireland)  there  is  no  passenger 
station  between  Dundalk  and  Bessbrook, 
main  line  fthe  station  at  Moantpleasaot 
being  used  occasionally  for  stooe  and 
lime  traffic  only),  a  distance,  aa  indi- 
cated by  the  Company's  official  time 
tables,  of  13  miles;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  within  the  past  10  years  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  this  Company  have  been 
frequently  petitioned  by  deputations, 
memorials,  and  letters  requesting  that 
a  station  be  erected  at  BalUnagh  Bridge, 
near  Ueigh,  to  accommodate  the  people 
of  the  very  densely  populated  districts ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  existing 
Laws  and  Begulations,  the  Board  of 
Trade  can  take  any  steps  to  aeoure  for 
the  travelling  public  the  facilities 
urgently  seeded  ? 

Th£  8ECBETAKT  (Baron  Hehkt  De 
WoBua)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth] :  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  authority  to 
require  a  Bailway  Company  to  erect 
stations  at  particular  places.  Nor  is 
there  any  suoh  provision  as  that  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refere  in  the 
Oeneral  Acts,  or  in  the  Special  Acts 
under  which  the  Companies  work.  No 
oomplainia  of  the  nature  referred  to 
have  reached  the  Board  of  Trade,  nor 
are  they  aware  whether  the  Directore 
have  been  petitioned  to  erect  .'a  station 


ber's  Qaestton ;  but  they  have  no  com- 
pulsory powers  in  the  matter. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT- HBP0RT8 
OV  SCHOOL   INSPECTION. 

Mb.  MILYAIN  (Durham)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Why  the  Beports 
of  the  Inspection  of  Schools  and  the 
payment  of  grants  have  been  bo  long 
delayed;  and,  when  they  may  be  ex- 
pected lo  be  made  ? 

The  VICE  PEE8IDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Haet  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
Great  efforta  have  been  made  by  the 
Department,  with  the  result  of  consider- 
ably shortening  the  time  between  the 
inspection  of  schools  and  the  payment 
of  grants.  Whereas  not  long  since  two 
months  used  often  to  elapse,  the  average 
time  now  islittle  more  than  three  weeks. 
But  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  oblige  me 
with  the  particulars  of  any  case  I  will 
at  once  make  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 
the  delay. 

ISLAMD   OF  THE   MAUEITIUS-LIEU- 
TENANT  GOTERNOH8HIP— CHARGES 
AGAINST  SIR  JOHN  POPE  HBNNESSY. 
Mr.  HANBUET  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther any  decision  has  now  been  arrived 
at  with  reference  to  the  charge  alleged 
against  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy ;  and, 
whether,  in  any  case,  he  will  undertake 
to  announce  a  decision  in  time  for  the 
subject  to  be  discussed  on  the  Estimates, 
if  neceesaryf 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
HxuRT  HouAns)  (Hampstead) :  I  have 
had  under  my  careful  cooaideration  the 
voluminous  Papers  in  regard  to  the 
charges  alleged  against  Sir  John  Pope 
Hennessy,  as  well  as  his  statements  and 
explanations  in  reply  to  them,  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  announce  the  deoisios 
early  next  week. 

POST  OFFICE— FACILITIES  FOR  THE 
8ALE  OF  CONSOLS  TO  THE  WORK. 
INO  CLAB8ES. 

MB.BARTLET  (Islington,  N.)  asked 

the  Postmaster  Oeneral,   Whether  he 

has    now    considered    the    Memorial, 

signed  by  nearly  150  Members  of  th« 

House  of  Commons,   sent  to    him    in 

that    increased 

mted  for  the  sale 

MS  of  the  United 
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Kingdom  of  Oonaols  in  small  eumB  to 
the  working  claeaea;  and,  whether  he 
will  introduce  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the 
prayer  of  the  Memorial  without  further 
delay  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Baikes)  (Cambridge  TJniTersity] : 
I  do  not  think  that  the  more  convenient 
oourae  would  be  to  introduce  a  Bill  nith 
one  clause  apecially  to  cany  out  this 
proposal.  But,  subject  to  the  concur- 
rence of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ghan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  think  advan- 
tage might  be  taken  to  insert  a  clause 
in  any  Bill  relating  to  savings  banks 
which  may  be  introduced. 

LAW  AND  POLICB-ALLBGEO  CUABOE 

OF  DRUNKENNESS-  CASE  OF  MAEY 

WILLIAMS. 

MK.PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
8.W0  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
report  in  Tht  Globe  newspaper  of  a  case 
heard  at  the  Westminster  Police  Oourt 
yesterday : — 

' '  liar;  WilliBiDi,  24,  a  well  dressed  Bod  well 
spoken  youDK  womaD,  duscrihed  as  of  no  occa- 
patioD,  sod  hv'mc  at  »0T,  Old  Street,  St.  Lake's, 
was  charged  wiui  beioi;  drunk  and  disorderly 
at  Holdeo Tcrtaco,  PJmuco,  outsidctho  Victoria 
Station  of  the  District  Railway.  Constabla 
Wire,  243,  aaid  that  last  night  about  half-past 
0  o'clock  he  was  called  to  the  Diatrict  Railway 
Station,  when  he  found  the  prisonor  drunk  and 
interfering  with  passengers.  She  had  a  crowd 
of  pc-oplo  around  her,  and  he  was  obliged  to  take 
her  into  custody.  The  accused  said  she  was  not 
intoxicated.  She  felt  so  faint  in  the  station 
that  Bhe  went  to  the  refreshment  room  for  a 
little  pale  brandy,  but  this  she  could  not  dnnk, 
aud  a  ftentloman  aeeing  that  she  was  so  ill 
offered  her  some  sal  volatile.  She  was  taken  to 
the  attendant  and  went  in  a  Gt.  When  she 
cams  round  .  .  .  two  oonstables  came  to  her 
aide,  and  said, '  Why  yoa're  drook.'  She  felt 
mu<^  upset  at  thie,  and  told  them  she  was  faint, 
and  had  nothing  to  eat.  Mr.  D'Eyncourt ;  Do 
you  live  in  Old  Street  P  The  accosod :  That  is 
m^  ancle.  I  am  going  to  be  his  manageress. 
Vince,  the  assistant  gaoler,  aaid  the  accnted  had 
a  fit  that  morning.  He  did  not  know  whether 
she  was  subject  to  them.  Mr.  D'Eyncourt : 
Have  you  any  friend  with  yon  ?  The  defendant, 
crying  bitterly,  said  ihe  had  never  been  in  a 
Court  before.  Last  night  she  came  from 
Baron's  Court  to  Victoria,  intendinK  to  go  to 
Brixton.  It  waa  the  Srst  time  she  hud  been  out 
for  a  fortnight.  The  constable  said  the  Railway 
Station  Inspector,  Mr.  Shenton,  was  in  Court, 
and  had  li^ed  the  charge  sheet.  Mr.  D'Eyn- 
court did  not  call  this  witness,  and  discharged 
the  accused  without  comment ;  " 

and,  if  this  report  is  correct,  whether,  in 
he  iotorest  alike  of  the  police  and  the 
Mr.  Bartky 
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public,  he  will  direct  a  Departmental 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  constable 
and  of  the  officer  who  took  tbe  charge  at 
the  station  ? 

The  8ECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
asked  the  magistrate  and  the  Chief 
Goramissioner  to  be  good  enough  to  re- 
port to  me  on  this  case ;  but  as  yet  there 
has  not  been  time  to  receive  their  Ke> 
port.  When  it  has  been  received  I  will 
consider  whether  any  interference  on 
my  part  is  neceaeary. 

Mr.    FICKEBSCilLL    gave    Notice 
that  he  would  repeat  the  Question  on 
Monday. 
METROPOLITAN       POLICE  —  POLICE 

ORDER  AS  TO  DEFAULTER  SHEET 

OF  CONSTABLES. 

Mr-  PICZERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
9.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  Sir 
Charles  Warren  has  recently  issued  a 
Police  Order  forbidding  superior  officers 
to  make  remarks  as  to  a  constable's 
general  character  on  his  defaulter  sheet 
when  he  is  sent  before  theCommissioner; 
and,  if  BO,  what  ia  tbe  date  of  such 
Order? 

Thb  secretary  ov  STATE  (Mr 
Hatthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  by  Sir  Charles 
Warren  that  the  Order  to  which  it  was 
supposed  the  Question  referred  was 
dated  the  34th  of  May,  1689,  and  waa 
as  follows  :  — 

"  Defaulters,  complaints. — In  the  investiga- 
tion of  charges  ugainst  police  officers  for  mis- 
conduct, every  ofticer  before  whom  the  ehar^ 
is  iaveetigated,  and  who  does  not  dispose  of  it 
sammarily,  shall  be  careful  to  avoid  any  ei- 
pression  as  to  the  guilt  oi  innocence  of  the 
officer  charged." 

Mr.  PIOKERSGILL  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could  state 
the  case  which  led  to  the  issue  of  that 
Order? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  Notice  he  would 
inquire;  but  the  Order  was  a  general 
one.  If  the  case  was  disposed  of  sum- 
marily as  a  clear  breach  of  discipline, 
the  officer  conducting  the  Inquiry  could 
not  be  said  to  be  prejudicing  the  con- 
stable by  pronouncing  the  result  of  the 
inquiry. 

UNIVERSITY  {SCOTLAND)  BILL- 
LEGISLATION. 
Ma.  MASON  (Lanark,    Mid)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  tho  Go- 
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Terament  intend  to  bring  in  the  Scotch 
Universit;  Bill  this  SesMon  ;  and,  if  so, 
wlien  it  will  be  introduced  ? 

TiibLOUD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
MACDOifALD)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Uni vera i ties) :  The  present  in- 
tention is  to  proceed  with  this  Bill.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  down  the 
Question  for  Thursday  I  will  be  able  to 
give  him  a  definite  answer. 

ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS-CONTRACT 
FOK  NEATSFOOT  OIL. 
Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  a 
tender  for  neatsfoot  oil  by  Messrs. 
Brown  and  Deighton,  of  Preston,  was 
recently  declined,  the  only  esplanatton 
beings  that  the  sample  sent  in  was 
"  without  fat ; "  whether,  when  this  tirm 
replied  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
"entirely  fat,"  and  "pure  fat,"  the 
Director  of  Mavy  Gontracta  not  only  did 
not  deny  the  fact,  bat  stated— 

"  Yonr  remiiTlis  appear  to  prove  that  the 
■pedflcatioa  givea  in  the  toDder  form  Is  not 
M  good  u  is  to  be  deured.  Steps  will  be 
token  to  amoid  it  neit  year ;  " 

whether,  when  he  recently  stated  in  the 
House  that  the  facta  were  not  as  above- 
mentioned,  he  had  been  fumiebed  by 
the  Department  with  merely  an  abstract 
instead  of  the  actual  woriU  of  the  cor- 
KHpondence  on  the  subject ;  whether  he 
will  cause  admittedly  defective  speciGca- 
tions  to  be  altered  at  once,  instead  of 
being  Isft  over  for  another  year;  and, 
whettier,  in  connection  with  Navy  con- 
tracts, ho  haa  found  other  instances 
of  specifications  either  defective  or  not 
in  accordance  with  present  require- 
ments? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Foewood) 
(Lancashire,  Ormskirk) :  In  reply  to 
the  Questions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fteston,  I  beg  to  say,  as  to  the  first, 
that  a  lengthy  technical  explanation, 
based  on  the  Beport  of  the  Admiralty 
chemist  on  Messrs.  Brown  and  Deigh- 
ton'e  sample  of  oil,  was  furnished  to  that 
firm.  In  reply,  they  wrote  expressing 
dissatisfaction  with  this  esplaoBtioii  and 
commenting  generally  on  the  specifica- 
tion. The  Director  of  Contracts  replied 
to  this  communicntion,  from  which  letter 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  con- 
veys a  partial  extract.  The  intention  of 
the  Director  of  Contracts  was  to  convey 
to  Means.  Broiro  and  Deighton  that,  as 


the  specification  did  not  appear  lucid  to 
them,  he  would  take  steps  to  make  it 
more  explicit  in  future.  As  regards  the 
third  paragraph  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  the  information  furnished  t<i 
me,  on  which  I  based  my  reply  on 
June  14,  was  an  abstract  which  fairly 
detailed  the  circumstances  of  the  ease, 
and  I  see  no  oocasion  to  amend  the  reply 
that  I  then  gave.  Specifications  that 
appear  to  require  alteration  are  natu- 
raUy  amended  before  new  tenders  are 
issued ;  and  the  one  for  neatsfoot  oil 
will  be  considered  before  the  next 
tenders  are  invited,  which  will  not  be 
required  until  1888.  SpeciGcatione  do, 
from  time  to  time,  require  amendment, 
as  circumstanceaof  manufactare  and  the 
wants  of  the  Service  suggest.  In  the 
Bevised  Begnlations  for  the  Director  of 
Contracts  ha  is  instructed  to  inform  him- 
self as  to  the  general  conditions  of  pur- 
chase prevailing  in  the  respective  trades, 
and  suggest  such  modifications  in  terms 
of  purchase  as  may  seem  desirable.  As 
regards  appeals  from  manufacturers  for 
redress,  these  are  not  to  be  decided 
except  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Financial  Secretary. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD-INSTI- 

TDTION  OF  A  BOUNDARY  COMMIS. 

SIGN -INCLUSION    OF  THE  METRO. 

POLITAN  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Sufi'olk, 
Eye)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board,  When  the  Bill  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Boundary  Oom< 
mission  will  be  introduced ;  whether  it 
ie  intended  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  shall  cease  ta  hold  inquiries  and 
to  issue  orders  under  the  Divided 
Parishes  Acts  until  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  has  been  received;  and, 
wholher  the  Commissioners  will  be  in- 
structed to  abstain  from  making  such 
alterations  aa  will  affect  the  decision  at 
which  Parliament  may  ultimately  arrive 
with  regard  to  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  intermediate  areas  to  be  constituted 
under  a  Local  Government  Bill  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Bill  with  reference  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Boundary  Commission  will  be  in- 
troduced shortly.  It  is  not  proposed 
that  the  Local  Government  shall  cease 
to  hold  inquiries  and  to  issue  orders 
under  the  Divided  Parishes  Acts  until 
the  Beport  of  the  Oommiesion  has  been 
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tMoived  in  caaeB  where  there  is  no  over- 
lapping hy  Ihs  parishes  of  a  county 
boundary.  No  alteratioDs  of  areas  will 
be  made  by  the  CommiBBioners.  The 
ddfy  of  the  Gommiaaioa  will  be  limited 
to  inquiry  and  reporting. 

Me.  WHITJlOIlE  (OhelHea)  also 
ashed  the  right  hoo.  Qentleman,  Whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  include  the  Metro- 
politan District  within  the  soope  of  the 
inquiries  of  the  Boundary  Oommission  ? 

The  first  LOKD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  ia  not 
proposed  to  ask  the  CommisBion  to  deal 
with  the  Metropolis.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  already  possess  considerable 
information  on  the  subject.  If  further 
inveatigation  be  neoessarj*,  it  is  con- 
sidered desirable  that  the  proposals  of 
the  Qoremment  as  to  the  Metropolis 
^ould  be  before  the  House  prior  to 
such  inveBtigatioD. 

POST  OFFICE  —  MEMORIAL  OP  THE 
SOETEHS  IN  THE  LONDON  DISTRICT. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fiosbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether 
he  can  give  an  answer  to  the  Memorial 
of  the  sorters  of  the  London  District, 
whioh  was  sent  him  in  the  early  part  of 
the  year,  asking  that  they  might  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Fro- 
Tincial  Gorters,  under  the  Order  of  the 
30th  November  last? 

Thr  postmaster   general 

(Mr.  Baikes)  (Oambridge  TJniversitv) : 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  is  one  which  affects  a  very  large 
number  of  persons,  and  I  am  not  pre- 

fared  to  give  an  answer  at  present ;  but 
hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  answer 
the  Memorialists  before  the  close  of  the 
Session. 

BULGARIA— THE  ELECTION  OF  PRINCE 
FERDINAND  OF  COBDRO, 

Ma.  8ET0N-KARR{St.  Helen's)  (for 
Mr.  Leob)  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  Newton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  foi 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  reported  election  of 
a  Prince  of  Bulgaria  P 

The  under  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
cheater,  N.E.) :  I  can  only  tell  my  ban. 
Friend  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  offidally  informed  that  Prince  Fer- 
dinand of  Coburg  was  yesterday  unani- 
Mr.  Bikhi» 
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mouely  elected  Frinceof  Balgaria  by  the 
Great  National  Assembly  at  Timova. 

EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT  — TBOHNI. 

CAL   EDUCATION  —  LEGISLATION  — 

EVENING  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the  Oo- 
vernment  propose  to  include  evening 
schools  wiuiin  the  scope  of  their  mea- 
sure on  Teohnioal  Education? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wii^ 
LiAU  Habt  Dtke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
Yes,  Sir ;  it  is  in  contemplation  to  bring 
evening  schools  and  classes  within  the 
scope  of  the  promised  measure. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)-FOR  WARDING  AND  HECEtV- 
ING  PRIVATE  TELEGRAMS  —  THE 
LANCASHIRE  AND  TORESUIRE  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

CoLOSBL  BLUNDELL  (Lanoashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  ia  a  fact  that  the 
telegraph  service  has  been  stopped 
throughout  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
line  ;  and,  if  so,  why  this  has  been  done? 
Ma.  TOMLINSON  also  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  serious 
inconvenience  occasioned  to  traders  and 
others  by  the  sudden  withdrawal  from 
the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway 
Company  of  the  privilege  of  forwarding 
and  receiving  the  telegrams  of  private 
individuals ;  and,  whether  the  Post 
Office  will  take  steps,  by  putting  up 
additional  wires  or  otherwise,  to  replace 
the  service  so  discontinued,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  will  suspend  the  prohibi' 
tion? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raixes)  (Cambridge  Unirerdty) :  With 
reference  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  also  to  the  further  Ques- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
has  proposed  to  aek  me,  I  may  stats 
that  I  had  an  interview  last  evening 
with  the  Directors  and  Manager  of  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railwsy 
Company;  and  that  following  thereon 
there  seems  reason  to  expect  that  an 
arrangement  will  be  arrived  at,  and  that 
I  shaO  be  able  to  give  instructions  for 
the  re-opening  of  the  stations  on  the 
Lanoaihite  and  Yorkshire  Railway  for 
the  transaction  of  public  telegraph  busi- 
ness on  Wednesday  next. 
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CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK— A  ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Firat  Lord  or  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  great 
]oe8  to  depoaitors  by  the  failure  of  the 
Cardiff  BaviDga  Bank,  the  diffioulties  in 
the  wiiy  of  depositors  recovering  their 
losses,  and  the  total  absence  of  responsi- 
bility of  Trustees  of  such  banks,  the 
Ooremment  vill  oonsent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquirs 
into  the  matter,  with  a  view  to  early 
remedial  legiilation  on  the  subject  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
QoTemment  have  given  a  very  careful 
consideration  to  the  ease  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  They  are  doubt- 
ful whether  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  matter 
would  be  desirable  ;  but  it  is  their  in- 
tention, if  possible,  to  introduce,  in  the 
course  of  toe  present  Session,  a  measure 
that  would  aim  at  the  case  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  with  the  object 
also  of  dealing  with  other  cases  of  a  like 
nature  which  may  by  possibility  arise. 

CONTESTED    ELECTIONS-THE    LOBD 

JUSTICES  AS  GOVBENOES  OP  lEE- 

LAND. 

Me.  mac  WEILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Has  the  Bight  Hon.  John  Thomas  Ball, 
with  Prince  Edward  of  Saxe  Weimar 
and  the  Sight  Hon.  the  Vice  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  been  appointed  one  of  the 
Lords  Justices  of  Ireland,  who  discharge 
the  Executive  duties  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant during  his  absence  from  Ireland; 
did  the  Writ  for  holding  the  election  to 
return  a  Member  of  Parliament  for 
Dublin  TTniverstty,  in  place  of  the  late 
Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  issue 
under  the  authority  of  the  Lords  Jus- 
tices as  General  Qovemors  of  Lreland ; 
is  he  aware  that  the  Bight  Hon.  John 
Thomas  Ball,  at  the  nomination  of 
candidates  for  the  University  Eleotiun, 
on  Wednesday,  7th  July,  while  filling 
the  post  of  Lord  Justice,  seconded  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Madden ; 
and,  is  it  usual  for  one  of  the  Lords 
Justices  to  take  an  active  part  in  a  ood- 
tested  election  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Svith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
to  answer  the  first  paragraph  in   the 


affirmative.  The  Writ  for  holding  the 
election  referred  to  issued  in  the  usual 
way  from  the  Hanaper  Office,  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  warrant  of  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Oommons,  and  not  under 
the  authority  of  the  Lords  Justices. 
The  Bi^ht  Hon.  Dr.  Ball,  in  relation  to 
the  University  Election,  acted  in  his 
individual  capacity.  He  had  been  a 
member  of  Mr.  Modden's  Committee  for 
several  months ;  and  he  did  not  consider 
that  the  holding  of  this  office  at  the 
moment  of  the  election  formed  an  objec- 
tion to  his  seconding  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Madden. 

Mr.  mac  NBILL:  Do  the  Lords 
Justices  represent  the  Grown  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  In  the  absence 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  beg  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
not  answered  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  wbioh  asks — 

"  Ib  it  usual  for  one  of  the  Lords  Justices  to 
take  an  active  part  in  a  ooDteatcdelectionF'' 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Right  Hon.  John 
Ball,  he  was  entitled  to  do  so ;  but  we 
do  not  want  Hr.  Ball's  opinion ;  we 
want  his ■ 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  very  well  aware,  I  am  not 
personally  responsible  for  the  particular 
Department  of  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land. But,  according  to  my  own  opi- 
nion, it  is  not  usual  for  the  Lords  Jus- 
tices to  take  part  in  the  contested  eleo- 
tions.  I  am  only  speaking  from  my 
own  observation. 

Me.  MAC  NEILL :  Would  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  kindly  tell  us  whether 
the  action  of  Dr.  Ball  was  protested 
against  at  the  election  P 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Member  all  the  information  in 
my  power. 

METEOPOUTAN  POLICE  ACT— ABEEST 
OF  YOUNG  WOMEN  FOB  ALLEGED 
"  SOLICITING  "  — ABEEST  OP  MISS 
CASS. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) drew  the  attention  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  following 
passage  from  the  Report  for  the  year 
1884  of  the  Society  for  the  Defence  of 
Personal  Bights : — 

"  Id  the  month  ol  Ua;  infoimatjon  waa  re- 
c«ved  by  your  Committee  *  that  the  police  now, 
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in  Wttertoo  Place,  R^^ot  Stnei,  &e.,  take  op 
womon  for  molestiiig  men  without  U17  com- 

C'  it  from  the  men,  uid  that  Hr.  Newton,  of 
[borough  Street,  do«i  not  hetitAte  to  convict 
on  the  anaupported  evidence  of  the  policemaa.' 
The  Socretar}'  (Ur.  J.  B.  Bail^)  wu  inatructod 
to  attend  the  court,  which  he  did  on  the  28th 
and  29th  of  Ua;.  On  the  flnt  da;  he  nw  II, 
and  on  the  aecond  eight,  women  convicted  on 
the  unsapported  ovidence  of  one  policeman,  who 
merelj  itated  in  each  case  that  he  saw  the 
woman  eolicit,  and  that  the  wat  a  proetitnte. 
On  our  advice  one  yonng  woman  thoe  convicted 
applied  for  an  appeal,  which  was  (granted.  The 
magistrate's  clerk,  Mr.  Lyell,  informed  our 
Secretary  that  the  conviction  took  place  in  ac- 
cordance with  what  he  and  the  magiitratea 
believed  to  be  the  correct  interpretation  of  the 
Act— namely,  that  for  a  prostitute  to  be  in  a 
pnblic  place  was  an  offence,  and  that  the  words 
'to  the  annoyance  of  inhahitanliorpassenifers  ' 
applied  only  to  eolicitiog,  and  that  Uiey  elwayg 
acted  on  such  interpretation.  As  the  result 
of  communications  which  passed  between  Mr. 
Lyell  and  our  solicitors  the  former  acknow- 
ledged the  interpretation  of  the  law  hitherto 
acted  upon  to  be  incorrect,  that  '  annoyance  to 
an  inhabitant  or  passenger '  must  be  proved  in 
order  to  justify  a  conviction,  and  that  care 
woold  be  taken  in  future  to  prove  annoyance 
before  conviction.  Owing  to  tbe  action  of  yoar 
Committee  the  fine  was  remitted  in  the  case 
referred  to,  and  the  appeal  was  not  proceeded 
with;" 

and  asVed,  Whether  he  will  direct  that 
tlie  promised  inquiry  ehall  include  the 
cases  above  referred  to  as  bearing  upon 
the  consideration  of  the  same  magia- 
trata's  action  in  the  cose  of  Miss  Caasf 
The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Skith)  (Strand,  Westminster);  I  must 
premise  that  the  circumstances  to  vhtch 
the  hon.  Member  refers  occurred  four 
years  ago,  and  I  have  not  yet  had  time 
to  veri^  the  facts  stated  ia  the  Ques- 
tion. The  rule  acted  upon  bj  all  Metro- 
politan police  magistrates  1  underataud 
to  be  that,  while  annoyance  to  inhabi- 
tants or  passeugera  must  be  proved,  that 
fkot  may  DB  proved  by  any  legal  evidenoa, 
and  not  necessarily  by  the  evidence  of 
the  inhabitant  or  passenger  himself.  At 
a  meeting  of  Metropolitan  magistrates 
in  October,  ISSS,  this  was  agreed  to  as 
being  the  correct  interpretation  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Act.  Having  re- 
gard to  the  lapse  of  time  and  other  cir- 
cumstancee,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
include  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  ban. 
Member  in  the  inquiry  now  being  car- 
ried on. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  KE- 

DDCTION  OF  THE  IRISH  BENCH. 

Mb.  OHILDEHS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 

wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 

Xr.  Congbearf 
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sury  a  Question  of  which  I  have  givoa 
him  private  Notice.  It  is,  When  tha 
Bill  to  reduce  the  number  of  the  Irish 
Judges  will  be  introduced,  in  accordanco 
with  the  promise  made  on  the  14th  of 
April  last,  upon  the  faith  of  which  op- 
position to  toe  Bupreme  Court  of  Juu- 
cature  (Ireland)  Bill  was  withdrawn  ? 

Thb  FIE9T  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sihth) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Oovernment  to  introduce  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  question  in  the 
course  of  next  week. 

WALE8-THE  TITHE  AGITATION 
THE  RIOT  AT  MOCHORE. 

Mb.  BOWEN  EOWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  a  paragraph 
in  that  day's  Dailj/  Neat,  in  reference  to 
the  trial  at  Bnthin  of  the  prisonera 
charged  with  having  been  concerned  in 
the  IJangwm  riots.   It  was  stated  that — 

"  The  wife  of  one  of  the  defendants  having 
died,  pemiseion  for  him  to  go  home  was  asked ; 
but  as  the  prosecution  opposed  it  the  Bench 
could  not  permit  him  to  do  so  F  " 
He  asked,  whether  this  prosecution  was 
being  conducted  by  or  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment;  and  whether  they 
would  not,  if  the  statement  was  true, 
take  notice  of  such  inhuman  conduct? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  oy  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.],  in  reply, 
said,  the  matter  was  entirely  uew  to  him, 
and  he  had  not  had  time  to  inquire  into 
the  facts.  He  must,  therefore,  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  BOWEN  EOWLANDS  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  repeat  the  Quea* 
tion  on  Tuesday. 

BnsiNEBS  OF  THB  HOUSE, 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Who- 
ther  he  can,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  give  us  any  information  as  to 
when  the  Government  propose  to  take 
Supply  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suite)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  It  ia 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  on  Monday, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  read  a  second  time 
not  later  than  Tuesday.  In  that  event 
Supply  will  be  taken  on  Wednesday  or 
Thursday, 
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In  reply  to  llr.  BttHT  (Uorpeth), 
Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he 
feared  it  would  not  be  posaible  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Goal  Mines,  fto.  Begula- 
tion  Bill  next  week. 
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BELFAST  MAIN  DBAZNAQE  BILL. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wiah 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  TteaBUi7,  in 
the  event  of  the  Belfast  Franchise  Bill 
coming  down  from  the  House  of  Lords 
to-daT,  If  he  will  agree  to  have  it  set  for 
Monday  next,  so  as  to  obviato  the  neces- 
sity for  a  further  adjournment  of  the 
Main  Drainage  Bill  on  Tuesday  next  ? 

The  FtRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Buith)  (Strand,  Westminstor) ;  I  have 
not  ohai^  of  the  Bill,  therefore  it  is  not 
under  my  control.  I  hope  it  will  be 
possible  to  put  it  down  before  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  considered  in  this 
House.  On  Tuesday  I  gave  an  engage- 
ment to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  not  in  this  House  bo- 
fore  the  Main  Drainage  Bill  was  con- 
sidered, I  would  use  my  endearourB  to 
Est  a  further  postponement  of  the 
itter. 

Mb.  S£XT0N  observed,  that  unless 
the  Franchise  Bill  was  considered  and 
finally  dealt  with  before  the  Main 
Drainage  Bill  came  on  on  Tuesday,  he 
ahould  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to 
consent  to  a  further  adjournment  of  the 
oonuderation  of  the  Lords'  Amendments 
to  the  Drainage  Bill  till  Friday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  assentod. 

UB.  W.  0-BRlEN  AND  COLONEL 
SAUNDBRSON  —  PBBSONAL  EXPLA- 
NATION. 

Me.  W.  O'BEIEN  (Oork  Co.,  K.E.) : 
I  should  like  to  raise  a  mattor  in  the 
nature  of  a  personal  explanation.  The 
boa.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (u>lonel  Saunderson)  read  a 
quotation  last  night  from  a  speech  of 
mine  at  Cork,  and  proceeded  to  stato, 
after  reading  the  quotation,  that  I  spoke 
in  a  different  sense,  and  Ithiuk  in  a  con- 
trary sense,  before  a  Cork  audience  to 
the  tone  of  my  remarks  in  London.  I 
had  not  any  report  of  my  speech  at  band 
at  the  moment,  but  I  have  had  an  op- 
portunity since  of  obtaining  one ;  and, 
as  I  think  the  impatation  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  hurtful  and  un- 
just,  I  shall  ask  leave  of  the  House  to 
read  one  or  two  sentences  from  what  I 
TOL.  CXXJXVJL    [thibs  isaaa.} 


saidatOork.  Iq-aotaftom  7%6  Jrmnan'i 
Journal  of  June  20 — 

"Wa  are  for  conciliation  with  the  English 
people.  I  saj  it  here  to-night  before  one  of 
tbs  DiOBt  extreme  andienaes  that  coold  he  a«- 
aembled  inlrelaod,  wearefocoonciliation,  wilL- 
ont  one  mental  reservatioii,  or  vithout  one 
thonght  of  bittemen  or  Tengeance  for  the  pait. 
1  do  not  fear  to  say  that  before  everr  friih 
nudience  in  America,  and  your  dieen  tell  me  I 
need  not  fear  to  repeat  it  hert  to-nicht.  We 
long  for  conciliation,  and  the  hand  of  f  riendahip 
of  Ur.  Qladttoneandthe  democracy  of  England 
stretched  oat  to-day  if  grasped  to-day  by  the 
whole  Irish  race  throughoat  the  world.  Yea';  it 
ia  easy  to  oonoiliate  us  to-day,  hut  it  is  impos* 
eible  to  aabdne  us  now  or  erer. " 
I  will  now  leave  the  House  to  judge 
what  truth  there  is  in  the  allegation  that 
I  speak  with  one  voice  in  Cork  and  with 
another  voice  in  this  House. 

OEnER— THE  CASE  OP  MI88  CABS— THE 
MEUBERS  FOR  LANOASHIBB. 
The  under  8BCEETAET  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaiieb  Febousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) ; 
I  desire  to  put  a  Question  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Northern  Division  of 
Manchestsr  (Mr.  Schwann),  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice.  My 
attention  has  been  called  by  more  than 
one  of  my  constituents  to  a  speech  which 
it  is  alleged  the  hon.  Member  delivered 
at  the  Free  Trade  Hall,  in  Manchester, 
on  Wednesday  last.  The  following  is 
the  passage  in  the  hon.  (Gentleman's 
speech  as  reported  in  the  newspapers, 
to  which  I  wish  to  draw  his  attention : — > 
"  Although  the  Toriea  were  jubilant  at  pre- 
sent, the  time  might  soon  come  when,  in  vulgar 
language,  they  would  laugh  at  the  other  side 
of  their  mouth.  We  might  also  And  that  the 
men  who  did  not  object  to  saoriflce  the  libartiea 
of  the  Irish  people  would  not  object  to  sacrifice 
the  liberties  of  the  English  people.  Look  at 
what  took  place  on  Tuesday  night  when  the  Go- 
vemment  was  put  in  a  minority.  He  saw  that 
22  Lancaahire  Members — he  supposed  they  were 
Conaerrative* — formed  part  of  Uie  minority. 
Be  desired  to  poiut  out  to  Lancashire  man  that 
they  sent  Members  to  Parliament  who  did  not 
object  to  see  the  daughters  of  the  honest  poor 
insulted  in  the  streets.  He  hoped  they  would 
take  due  note  of  their  names,  and  that  th« 
knowledge  would  penetrate  into  the  dull  intelli* 
gence  of  the  Conservative  working  men." 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member, 
Whether  be  is  correctly  reported  to  have 
used  these  words  with  reference  to  the 
Members  for  Lancashire,  who  voted  in 
the  minori^  on  Tuesday  night,  and  may 
I  express  a  hope  that,  on  consideration, 
he  may  think  fit  to  withdraw  this  lan- 
guage, bearing  in  mind  that  we  meet 
I 
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here  on  terms  of  taimesB,  of  ooarteaj, 
and  of  some  mutual  consideration  ?| 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
The  words  ascribed  to  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  are,  I  believe,  perfectly 
correct.  I  wish  to  state  to  the  House 
that  they  consUtute  an  inference  which 
I  drew  from  the  vote  of  the  miuonty — 
the  real  effect  of  their  vote ;  hut  as  I 
have  learnt  from  you,  Sir,  that  it  is  not 
proper,  even  outside  this  House,  to  refer 
to  the  assumed  motives  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, I  have  to  express  my  regret  for 
having  unwittingly  transgressed  the 
Kules  of  the  House,  or  hurt  the  feeliDgs 
of  any  of  my  Oonservative  Colleagues 
from  Lancashire. 

Me.  FOBEEST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
include  in  his  stnctures  the  vote  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers),  or  of  those  Mem- 
bers on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
who— 

Mk.  SPE&EEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
point  is  a  personal  question  between  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  I  hope  the  matter  will  not  be  fur- 
ther pursued. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  This  ques- 
tion is,  I  need  hardly  say,  a  matter  of 
surprise  to  us  Irish  Members.  May  I 
aak  you,  Sir,  if  we  take  the  trouble  of 
directing  your  attention  to  language 
used  in  regard  to  us  of  a  similar  kind, 
whether  you  will  extend  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers the  same  protection? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
interruption  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
irregular.  When  the  Question  was  put 
to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Baronst,  who 
showed  me  the  statement  of  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  Manchester,  I  was 
naturally  desirous  to  make  peace  be- 
tween any  hon.  Members  so  far  as  I 
oonld.  I  suggested  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thatheshonldmakehisstatement 
in  such  a  way  as  would  allow  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  without  any  reflection  on  bis 
personal  honour  and  character,  to  make 
snoh  an  explanation  as  I  felt  sure  be 
would  make  under  the  ciroumBtanees.  I 
consider  that  the  hon.  Member  has  made 
a  statement  which  is  satisfactory  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  to  the  House, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  take  any 
farther  notice  of  a  matter  whioh  is 
purely  personal  between  two  hon.  Mem- 
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OEIMINAL  LAW  AMBKDMBNT    {tEE- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  305.] 
{Mr.  Arthar  Balfoar,  Mr.  StsreCsry   Haltkeiei, 

Mr.  Attoraey   Oeneral,  Sir.  AUarniy  Qeairal 

for  Inland.) 
IHIBQ  BKADinO.       [ACJODBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [7th  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  third  time." 

And  whioh  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  three  months," — {Mr.Qhdtlont,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  'now' stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  reivmed. 

Ma.  BBYOE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster),  who  spoke  last  night, 
at  any  rate  paid  the  argoments  they  had 
urged  against  the  Bill  the  compliment  of 
seriously  trying  to  refute  them  ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Bryce)  did  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  succeeded  in 
demolishing  those  arguments.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was,  for  instance, 
very  far  from  appreciating  the  force  of 
the  reasons  which  led  them  to  believe  that 
the  2nd  clause  did  create  new  crime. 
It  was  hard  to  make  a  technical  matter 
of  this  kind  perfectly  clear  in  this  dis- 
cnssion ;  but  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  law  with  regard  to  conspiracy, 
as  it  stood  in  England  until  the  passing 
of  the  Trades  Union  Act  of  1875,  and 
as  it  appeared  now  to  stand  in  Ireland 
for  everything  not  covered  by  that  Act, 
was  a  very  vague  law.  Their  contention 
had  been  that  the  principal  reason  and 
motive  of  the  Statute  of  1875  applied 
with  no  less  force  to  agricultural  dis- 
putes in  Ireland  than  it  applied  as  be- 
tween employer  and  workman  in  Eng- 
land.  The  morality  of  the  matter 
was  the  same,  and  the  oonaiderationB 
of  expediency  were  the  same ;  and  they 
said  that,  after  the  Act  of  1875  in 
England,  no  English  Judge — if  a 
similar  case  arose  in  an  agricultaral 
dispute — would  venture  to  press  the 
law    as    it    stood   before    1876,    and 
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to  applj'  it  in  tho  oabo  of  an  agii- ' 
oultural  diapnte  in  England.  But  b; 
this  Bill  they  were  re-enaoting  that  ob- 
jeoHonable  law,  and  that  was  the  point 
which  the  hoD.  and  learned  Attorney 
Ctoaeral  failed  to  moot.  In  that  senae  a 
new  offence  waa  created,  and  if  he  added 
to  that  the  proTieion  of  the  4th  Bub- 
■eotion  as  to  incitement,  they  would  see 
what  a  large  stretch  the  law  received  by 
theBill.  ThispronBionappearedtobeez- 
preBsly  aimed  at  the  case  of  persons  who, 
in  ^eeoh  or  newspaper,  should  en  dearour 
to  justify  any  oombination  of  tenants. 
He  did  not  know  any  case  in  England  in 
whioh  it  had  been  held  that  to  adyo- 
oate  Bucha  combination  would  be  deemed 
a  panishable  offence.  There  was  another 
point  upon  whioh  the  hon.  and  learned 
Xttome;  General  endeavoured  to  meet 
the  argumentaof  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Qladstone).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  did  not  make  an  act  a  crime 
by  proclaiming  it,  because  the  crime  was 
to  be  punished  by  the  Oourta.  But  the 
Bill  laid  down  that,  if  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  eatisfied  that  an  association 
existed  for  certain  purposes,  he  might 
declare  membership  in  that  association 
to  be  a  crime.  The  crime  existed  in  the 
impresaion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  re- 
corded in  his  declaration  that  it  was 
a  crime— that  was,  merely  in  the  im- 
pression in  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  own 
mind ;  and  what  was  the  mind  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant?  Hia  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had  said 
that  it  was  the  mind  of  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary. It  was  not  eren  that.  It  was 
the  mind  of  some  lawyer  in  Dublin 
Oastle — whom  they  were  not  able  to  get 
at — and  they  had  had  experience  of  tho 
way  in  which  lawyers  in  Dublin,  from 
the  LordOhancellor  downwards,  adminis- 
tered Acts  of  this  kind.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  said  that  these 
offences  would  be  punished  by  the  Oourts 
and  not  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Yes ; 
but  if  a  case  came  before  the  Court, 
what  had  the  Court  got  to  ask  ?  They 
had  merely  to  ask — Did  the  prisoner 
take  part  in  this  association,  and  was 
the  assooiatioa  mentioned  in  the  Lord 
Lieateoant's  Proclamation  ?  Judgment 
did  not  follow  from  the  finding  of  the 
jury  upon  the  character  of  the  associa- 
tion, but  merely  from  the  finding  of  the 
jary  that  the  oetenduit  had  taken  oart 


in  the  proceedings  of  that  association 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  his  own 
proper  motion  made  criminal.  Then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, repeating  an  observation  made 
earlier  in  the  evening  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  said  the  dis- 
cussions on  this  Bill  were  not  directed 
solely  against  those  prorisions  which 
were  capable  of  being  perverted  to  in- 
terfere with  political  liberty.  He  (Mr. 
Bryce)  supposed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  lengthy  dis- 
cussions on  the  lat  clause  ;  but  the  1st 
clause  was  ancillary  to  all  the  rest  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  because  the  exceptional 
powers  given  for  investigation  might  be 
applied  so  as  to  aid  prosecutions  for  acta 
which  were  not  really  crimes  that  a 
minute  and  lengthy  opposition  had  been 
given  by  the  Irish  Members  to  the 
Ist  clause.  Besides,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  was  out  of 
court  on  that  point.  The  clause,  be- 
fore it  had  left  the  Committee,  had 
swollen  from  a  few  linos  to  three  pages, 
with  Amendments  which  the  force  of  ar- 
gument compelled  the  Qovemment  to 
adopt ;  and,  therefore,  the  time  was  not 
wasted  whichwasspentonthe  1st  clause. 
He  was  glad  to  pass  from  those  some- 
what hackneyed  poiata,  and  make  one  or 
two  parting  observations  upon  the  Bill. 
It  would  DO  longer  be  capable  of  amend- 
ment  in  this  House;  it  certainly  was  not 
likely  to  be  amended  in  "  another  place," 
for  the  other  House  generally  considered 
it  to  be  its  function  to  make  seven  times 
hatter  any  furnace  prepared  in  this 
House.  Nothing  was  left  to  them  bat 
to  put  on  record  the  grounds  on  which 
they  should  ask  the  people  of  this  ooun- 
try  to  condemn  the  BUI  and  the  authors 
of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  opposed  on 
three  grounds.  The  first  objection  to  it 
was  that  it  was  an  nnei^ual  Bill,  which 
destroyed  the  equal  citizenship  of  Irish- 
men with  Englishmen,  which  cut  away 
the  very  ground  on  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  relied — ^namely,  that  this 
was  a  United  Kingdom,  and  that  the 
same  laws  ought  to  be  passed  for  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland  by  a  United 
Parliament.  The  second  main  objection 
to  it  was  because  it  was  a  permanent  Bill. 
It  did  not  come  before  them  with  excuses. 
It  was  not  intended  to  tide  ever  exoep- 
tional  circumBtances ;  but  it  was  enacted 
as  a  nermaneat  addition  to  the  Criminal 
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knew  that  ton.  Members  opposite  were 
told  by  tbeir  landlord  frienda  to  bring  ia 
this  Bill,  becauBe  if  the  GoTeinmeut  had 
not  vigour  of  its  ova  the  Bill  would 
give  theta  vigour.  But  if  they  were  to 
a«k  the  wisest  men  in  Ireland  they 
would  be  told  that  if  they  relied  upon 
the  ordinary  lav,  and  put  it  in  force 
with  all  the  vigour  and  oonstaucy  at 
their  command,  they  would  find  it  amply 
sufficient  for  their  purposes.  He  bad 
mentioned  on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading— and  he  had  not  since  ad- 
dressed the  House — that  they  were  not 
discussing  the  Bill  as  if  it  were  the  first 
Bill  of  the  kind ;  and  it  was  rather  re- 
markable  that,  in  the  course  of  the  long 
debates  since,  there  bad  been  scarcely 
any  reference  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House  to  anyprevious  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  law,  with  the  exception 
of  occasional  recriminations  against  the 
Opposition  in  respect  to  the  Bills  of 
1881  and  1882.  Now,  coercion  in  Ire. 
land  had  a  historywhich  extended  back- 
wards beyond  1881.  This  history  begau 
with  the  year  ISOO,  and,  in  fact,  farther 
back  than  that ;  for  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment between  1782  and  1800  had  also 
passed  Coercion  Bills.  They  had  been 
reminded  of  the  fact  that  the  old  Irish 
Parliament  had  passed  Coercion  Bills ; 
but  it  was  a  landlord  Parliament — an 
exclusively  Protestant  Parliament.  The 
Irishman  of  the  day  might,  however, 
say,  in  the  famoi^  words  of  Byron — 


Code  of  Ireland.  It  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  keep  this  Bill 
always  on  the  Statute  Book — a  weapon 
always  ready,  sharp,  and  burnished,  for 
the  hand  of  any  Conservative  Govern- 
ment. It  continued  that  demoralization 
of  the  Irish  Executive,  who  had  been 
too  long  accustomed  to  rely  on  excep- 
tional powers,  who  had  not  learned,  as 
the  Italian  statesman  said,  to  govern 
witbont  a  state  of  ei^e,  and  who  had 
lost  the  sense  of  the  ordinary  and  na- 
tural government  of  a  free  country. 
And  the  third  ground  of  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  it  was  a  Bill  of  a  thoroughly 
despotic  tendency.  It  gave  powers  too 
large  even  for  a  wise  Executive.  And 
what  was  the  Irish  Executive  f  It  was 
an  Executive  which  combined  nearly 
every  evil  which  an  Executive  Govern- 
ment oould  have.  It  was  a  shifting 
Executive — how  many  Lord  Lieutenants 
and  Chief  Secretaries  had  there  been  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  seven  years — 
how  many  Chief  Secretaries  belouging 
even  to  ttie  same  Party,  but  with  dif- 
ferent policies — and  it  had  the  great 
disadvantage  of  being  more  out  of  touch 
with  public  opinion  than,  he  should 
think,  any  other  Executive  in  the  world 
— at  least  in  a  free  country.  It  was 
out  of  touch  with  the  public  opinion  of 
England,  because  it  lived  in  Ireland  in 
the  recesses  of  the  Oastle ;  and  it  was  out 
oftouoh  with thepublicopinion of  Ireland, 
because  it  was  anti-National  in  its  whole 
spirit.  The  Irish  Executive  was  so  far 
local  that  it  had  not  got  the  traditions 
and  the  spint  of  English  justice  to  guide 
it.  It  was  not  accustomed  to  submit  its 
aets  to  public  opinion,  as  was  the  case 
in  regard  to  English  administration  in 
this  coantry,  where,  as  bad  recently  been 
shown,  one  apparent  abuse  of  power  in 
regard  to  a  single  individual  had  raised 
public  opinion  and  this  House  in  arms. 
The  Ixiah  Executive  was  not  subject  to 
public  opinion  in  this  way.  But,  though 
in  some  degree  local,  it  had  not  the  ad- 
vantages that  spring  &om  a  local  Exe- 
cutive. It  was  not  in  sympathy  with 
local  feeling  or  anxious  to  meet  local 
needs.  He  had  been  told  the  other  day 
by  an  Irish  Tory  landlord  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  already  believed  in  Ire- 
land to  be  weak,  and  commanded  little 
confidence  there,  beeause,  if  not,  they 
would  not  have  had  recourse  to  excep- 
tional powers,  but  to  a  more  eue^etio  ad- 
minifltratioB  of  the  ordinary  law.  He 
Xr.Bryee 


Were  still,  at  leeet,  our  ooontrTtaea." 
He  asked  hon.  Members  opposite  if  they 
had  taken  the  pains  to  study  and  con- 
sider the  history  of  coercion  in  Ireland 
since  1800?  They  were  told  that  the 
richer  classes  and  the  educated  classes 
in  this  country  were  in  favour  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  He  was  not 
disposed  to  admit  that  there  was  any 
perior  authority  in  the  opinion  of  the 
iher  classes,  and  what  those  classes 
called  their  education  very  often  had 
the  effect  chiefly  of  filling  people  with 
the  vain  conceit  of  their  own  know- 
ledge, and  with  a  false  notion  of  their 
own  competence  to  disousfi  questions  off- 
hand wMch  required  a  great  deal  of 
minute  and  careful  study  and  considera- 
tion. He  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  because  men  belonged  to  the  upper 
classes,  aa  thev  were  called,  that  they 
were  li^ehr  to  be  wiser  or  better  fitted 
to  judge  ufficnit  aad  complex  qaestioBa 
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which  required  a  great  deal  of  special 
knowledge  and  of  special  study.  Thej 
had  had  some  experience  in  England  of 
the  attitude  of  anperior  persons  towards 
the  great  csoBes  which  had  been  fought 
among  na  dnring  the  last  20  or  30  years. 
The  upper  classes  sympathized  with  the 
Southern  States  of  America  in  the  war 
of  Secession.  They  sided  with  Austria 
against  Italy  in  the  long  struggle  for 
Italian  national  freedom.  They  went 
out  of  their  way  to  show  how  entirely 
they  had  condoned  the  offences  of  Louis 
Napoleon.  In  the  case  of  the  Beform 
Bill  of  1866,  the  upper  classes  —  and 
conspicuously  the  upper  classes  in  Lon- 
don—received with  rapture  the  fervid 
declamations  of  Mr.  Bobert  Lowe  against 
the  extension  of  the  franchise.  In  days 
still  more  recent  there  was  a  large 
majority  of  the  so-called  educated  classes 
who  approved  the  monstrous  folly 
of  the  Anglo-Turhish  Oouvention  and 
the  wanton  wickedness  of  the  Afghan 
War.  li'npUbtteiUh&i  been  taken  in 
the  Londou  CInbs  in  1878  both  those 
acts  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Oovemment 
would  have  been  approved  by  large  ma- 
jorities, and  he  was  afraid  the  ITui- 
versity  Clubs  would  have  given  no  wiser 
judgment  than  the  other  clubs.  How 
many  of  the  persons  who  spoke  so  con- 
fidently upon  these  Irish  measures  had 
been  to  Ireland,  or,  being  in  Ireland, 
had  tried  to  see  the  people,  or  get  out  of 
the  little  landlord  circle  in  which  most 
English  visitors  moved  when  they  went 
to  Ireland  ?  How  many  had  gone  over 
the  Irish  history  of  the  last  century,  and 
had  tried  to  understand  the  causes  of 
this  perpetually-recurring  discontent  f 
Ee  ventured  to  contend,  in  the  teeth  of 
■11  this  appeal  to  the  upper  classes,  that 
both  logic  and  history  were  ou  their 
side.  First,  as  to  logic.  They  had  given 
in  1884  an  enlarged  representation  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  They  had  given 
a  franchise  which,  considering  the  con- 
dition of  the  country,  was  really  more 
liberal  than  in  England;  and  they,  in  re- 
distributing the  seats  in  Ireland,  had 
continued  to  Ireland  rather  more  than 
her  share  in  the  numerical  representa- 
tion. And  now,  when  they  had  made 
that  gift  to  Ireland,  bad  invited  the 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people,  and  had 
received  the  answer  of  the  Irish  people, 
they  refused  to  listen  to  their  fiepresen- 
tattvefl.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen  actually 
nuMle  it  ft  ground  of  oomplaint  against 


the  Opposition  that,  in  considering  what 
measure  of  self-government  would  safisfy 
Ireland,  the  Opposition  had  felt  bound 
to  pay  some  regard  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish  people  expressed  by  five-sixths  of 
their  Bepresentatives.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  seemed  to  think  that  this  was  a 
question  that  ought  to  be  settled  without 
considering  the  feeling  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives.  What,  then, 'was  represen- 
tation for?  To  escape  from  this  dilemma, 
the  Conservative  Party  had  invented  the 
theory  that  in  Ireland  half  the  p^plfi 
were  coerced  by  the  Pfational  League 
and  by  agitation.  It  must  be  a  curious 
agitation  which  had  been  able,  in  one 
form  or  another,  to  sustain  itself  for 
nearly  90  years,  and  had  been  able,  as 
the  National  League  now  was,  to  thrive 
against  all  the  wealth  as  it  was  said, 
against  all  the  education  as  it  was  said, 
and  all  the  powers  of  administration 
in  Ireland.  There  must  be  some  real 
ground  of  discontent,  or  the  League 
could  not  have  such  power.  They 
had  in  another  part  of  Europe  a  state 
of  affairs  which  was  parallel  to  what 
they  had  in  Ireland.  There  had  been 
for  two  or  three  years  a  struggle  going 
on  in  Bulgaria  between  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Bulgarian  nation  and  a  oom* 
paratively  small  part  of  it  which  de- 
sired  Bussian  influence  to  be  paramount. 
TheBnlgarian  people  had  asserted  them- 
selves, and  continued  to  assert  them- 
selves, and  had  demanded  national  in- 
dependence. But  while  the  whole  body 
of  the  Bulgarian  people  were  of  this 
opinion,  tho  BuBsians,  on  the  contrary, 
were  fully  persuaded  that  the  leaders  ot 
the  Bulgarian  national  movement  were 
only  a  handful  of  conspirators  who  were 
endeavouring  to  crush  the  voice  of  the 
people.  The  Bnssian  people  believed 
what  they  were  taught  by  the  Bussian 
newspapers  in  the  teeth  of  all  the  facts. 
So  it  was  with  some  of  us.  The  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  continued  to 
believe,  in  the  teeth  of  the  evidence, 
that  the  Irish  people  were  harassed  by 
wicked  agitators  who  had  managed  in 
some  mysterious  way  to  maiutaiu  their 
agitation  for  90  years  against  the  real 
wish  of  the  Irish  people.  That  which 
the  so-called  UnioniBt  Party  really 
desired  was  to  extinguish  the  nationid 
feeling  of  Ireland,  and  there  had  been 
some  candid,  and  perhaps  unintended, 
admissions  of  that  fact.  There  was 
a  remarkable  letter  purporting  to  ema- 
IStemtimgit.] 
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nate  from  the  riglit  lion.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Iteasur;  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  in  which  that  admis- 
sion was  candidly  made.  Thie  Bill 
would,  no  doubt,  piactically  Buppreas 
freedom  of  speech  m  Ireland.  But  it 
did  not  go  iat  enough.  It  would  not 
hare  anj  effect  upon  freedom  of  speecli 
in  the  House  of  Oommons.  Irish  Mem- 
heia  would  stiil  be  able  to  say  whatever 
they  liked,  and  any  deaunciationa  of  the 
Oovetoment  or  of  the  landlords,  which 
they  indulged  in,  and  the  Fress  would 
carry  on  its  wings  the  speeches  made  in 
that  House  openly  and  freely  thro ughout 
every  village  in  Ireland.  Why  did  not 
the  Qovemment  silence  the  voice  of  hon. 
Members  in  that  Housed  Why  did  they 
not  take  away  Irish  representation, 
which  was  useless  if  they  were  not  going 
to  listen  to  it?  The  action  oftheGo- 
Temmeut  had  been  often  compared  to 
putting  a  man  in  a  strait- waistcDat.  But 
while  putting  on  the  strait  waistcoat 
they  were  leaving  one  of  the  patient's 
arms  free.  Let  mem  have  the  courage 
ol  their  opinions.  Let  them  go  through 
with  their  policy.  If  they  were  going 
to  disregard  the  voice  of  Irish  lepre- 
sentation  let  them  get  rid  of  it,  and  let 
them  govern  Ireland  ae  a  Crown  Colony. 
When  the  discnseione  on  this  Home 
JRule  Question  began,  he  had  asked  one 
of  the  most  learned  men  in  this  country 
— indeed,  one  of  the  most  learned  men 
in  Europe — be  was  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament— on  what 
ground  ho  would  base  his  argument 
for  Irish  self-government  7  He  replied 
"  that  he  should  base  it  on  the  ground 
of  history,  because  he  considered  the 
argument  of  history  to  be  absolutely 
overwhelming."  He  (Mr.  Bryce)  be- 
lieved that  must  be  the  conclusion  tlint 
any  unbiassed  mind  who  studied  the 
history  of  Ireland  for  the  last  100  years 
must  come  to.  Irish  history  showed 
that  these  Coercion  Bills  had  not  sub- 
dued and  quieted  the  country;  that  they 
hod  destroyed  the  grace  and  the  healing 
power  which  ought  to  go  with  conceasioo ; 
that  they  had  made  law  and  order  not 
loved  but  hated  by  the  people;  and  that 
they  had  brought  us  no  nearer  to  that 
peace  and  unity  on  which  the  greatness 
of  the  Empire  must  ultimately  depend. 
He  must  insist  u^n  this  point,  because 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  argument 
from  history  was  the  supreme  argument 
Jf^.Bryu 


— the  beginning  and  end  of  the  whole 
matter.  He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  point  out  what  ground  of  hope 
they  had  for  better  results  from  thia 
Coercion  Bill  than  from  one  of  its  prede- 
cessors. The  House  was  naturally  sua- 
picious  of  prophecies,  for  it  heard  a 
great  many;  but  the  Liberal  Party  had 
made  a  prediction  last  year  that  if  thoGo- 
vemment  of  the  day  refused  self-govern- 
ment to  Ireland  they  would  be  driven  to 
coercion  as  the  only  alternative.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  near  him  derided  that 
prophecy  at  the  time,  and  declared  that 
coercion  would  not  be  necessary.  But 
the  prophecy  had  come  true,  and  he 
ventured  now  to  lay  before  the  House 
another  prophecy,  which  was  not  a  very 
bold  one  to  make  in  view  of  the  history 
of  Ireland  since  the  Union,  and  that  was 
that  this  Bill  must  fail,  because  it  had 
not  even  the  advantages  that  the  pre- 
vious Bills  had  had.  Previous  Coercion 
Bills  had  been  supported  by  both  Eng- 
lish Parties.  The  courage  of  those 
who  supported  them  had  not  been 
broken  b^  successive  defeats  at  English 
bye- election  8.  The  policy  embiraied 
in  these  Bills  was,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, supported  by  Irish  Sepreeenta- 
tives;  certainly  it  had  never  been  op- 
posed, OS  this  Bill  was,  by  five-sixths  of 
the  Irish  Members.  How  long  did  they 
think  this  new  coercion  pobcy  would 
last?  The  Government  could  have  no 
confidence  in  the  permaneuoy  of  their 
policy.  They  could  not  tell  whether 
they  would  be  in  a  power  a  few  months 
hence.  Their  feet  were  not  planted  on 
a  rock ;  they  were  standing  on  a  whirling 
globe  like  that  on  which  the  Greek 
fable  made  Eortune  stand,  balancing 
themselves  with  difficulty  on  it,  and 
liable  to  be  overset  by  a  bundred  acci- 
deuta.  If  the  Government  thought  that 
the  country  would  pardon  such  mistakes 
as  they  might  make  in  administration,  in 
domestic  legislation,  or  in  foreign  policy, 
merely  for  the  sake  of  supporting  a  plan 
of  coercion  in  Ireland,  whiiih  was  not 
even  submitted  to  the  people  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  had  never  re- 
ceived their  approval — if  they  thought 
that  merely  for  the  sake  of  keeping  a 
Tory  Ministry  in  power  every  error 
would  be  condoned  and  forgiven  they 
were  sadly  mistaken.  He  had  eadea- 
vourod  to  show  thatlogic  waa  with  those 
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who  opposed  thia  Bill;  he  had  also 
showa  that  history  was  with  them,  even 
recent  biatory,  the  histoij  of  1884  and 
1886,  that  famous  year  of  Tory  sur- 
render. He  repented  that  this  was 
not  a  case,  as  was  alleged,  of  edu- 
cation against  aeatimoat;  it  was  a  case 
of  reason  and  experience  against  pre- 
judice, arrogance,  and  fear.  This  was 
a  very  solemn  moment  for  the  Irish, 
people.  The  Bill  to  which  they  were 
to  he  enbjected  was  doubly  wanton 
beoanse  it  was  not  justified  or  required 
by  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  beoaueeit  was 
foredoomed  to  failure.  Bat  there  was 
a  new  factor  in  the  problem.  They  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  at 
leastmostof  them,  whostoodbytheoldeet 
and  best  traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party 
—[^MinitUrial  Crwo/"Oh,  oh!"]— yes; 
those  traditions  which  had  not  disre- 
garded national  feeling,  which  regarded 
It  as  the  duty  of  erery  Government  to  be, 
like  our  Throne,  "broad  baaed  upon  the 
people's  will,"  and  which  held  that, 
wherever  there  was  discontent  from  year 
to  year  and  from  century  to  century, 
there  were  deep-lying  causes  which 
ought  to  be  got  at  and  removed — those 
were  the  traditions  they  stood  by,  and  in 
the  spirit  of  those  traditions  they  had 
assured  the  Irish  people  of  their  sym- 
pathy and  help.  The  Irish  people  were 
about  to  be  subjected  to  harsh  govern- 
ment, to  be  administered  by  Dublin 
lawyers  and  conntnr  magistrates,  neither 
of  whom  the  Irish  peo^ple  had  much 
reason  to  trust.  Coercive  policy  had 
hitherto  been  generally  followed  by  more 
bitter  hatred  between  the  two  countries, 
by  outrages,  and  by  secret  and  often 
deadly  ooaspirades.  They  conld  not  be 
sure  (hat  they  might  not  be  followed  by 
iho  same  results  now.  But  he  hoped 
the  Irish  people  would  refrain  from 
outrage,  and  especially  from  those  secret 
oonspirocies  which  had  beeu  the  darkest 
chapter  in  Irish  history.  Let  them  be 
sure  that  the  Liberal  Party  in  England 
would  not  desert  the  policy  they  had 
adopted.  There  were  ^Serenoes  on  the 
Liberal  side  as  regarded  the  particular 
form  the  self-government  to  be  given  to 
Ireland  should  take.  They  hoped  by 
amicable  consultation  to  settle  and  re- 
move those  difficolLiea,  and  bring  about 
a  more  general  re-onion  of  all  who 
believed  in  aelf-govemment  than  woe 
poaaible  a  year  ago.  But  whatever 
minor  difforencea  there  might  be  on 


such  points,  they  were,  at  any  rate, 
perfectly  united  in  their  opposition  to 
this  BiU.  There  was  no  doubt  about 
that.  There  were  no  difficulties  to  be 
settled  there.  The  principle  was  plain 
and  dear.  Upon  that  they  would  stand 
or  fall — upon  that  line  they  would  fight. 
He  therefore  hoped  and  trusted  that  the 
Irish  people  womd  recover  their  cour^j^e 
and  taeir  confidence — that  they  would 
prove,  by  the  self-reetraint  with  which 
theywould  conduct  themselves  even  after 
the  passing  of  this  Bill,  that  they  under- 
stood and  felt  the  new  spirit  of  friend- 
ship in  which  the  English  Liberal  Party 
purposed  to  treat  them.  He  should  like 
to  say  to  the  Irish  Members  and  to  the 
Irish  people — "Time  is  on  our  side." 
All  the  ohanoes  and  changes  which 
happen  in  human  affairs,  and  which 
have  overthrown  OoTsmments  far 
stronger,  both  in  numerical  mojoiity 
and  in  their  intellectual  power,  than  the 
Oovemment  they  saw  before  them— 
these  were  on  their  side.  The  moral 
forces  of  the  world — [CriV*  of  "Oh, 
oh !  "  ] — yes,  Sir ;  the  forces  which 
had  made  Europe  now  different  from 
what  it  was  at  the  date  of  the  Treaty  of 
Tienna,  the  forces  which  had  every- 
where recognized  in  one  form  or  an- 
other the  sentimentof  nationaUty,  which 
had  advanced  the  liberties  of  the  masses 
of  the  people,  and  which  had  made  self- 
government  more  general,  and  the  rights 
of  the  citizen  everywhere  more  aecure— 
all  the  forces  which  made  for  amity, 
peace,  and  freedom — these  were  on  their 
side ;  and  they  were  forces  which,  in  the 
long  run,  would  prevail.  Therefore  it 
was  that  he  entreated  the  Irish  people 
to  be  patient,  because  he  believed  that 
patience  would  be  rewarded  by  victory. 
Thb  Marquess  of  HABTINQTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  feel  that  anyone  who  rises  to  address 
the  House  at  this  stage  owes  to  it  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  an  excuse,  and 
ought  to  have  something  of  a  practical 
character  to  say  after  the  long  and  pro- 
tracted debates  which  have  already  tuen 
place  upon  this  Bill ;  and  I  can  assure 
bon.  Members  who  are  present  to  hear 
me  that  it  is  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
because  I  believe  it  is  in  my  power  to 
add  anything  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  urged  so  frequently  upon  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  in  support 
of  this  measure  that  I  venture  to  rise 
and  BSy  a  very  few  words  on  the  lost 
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atafffl  of  the  Bill,  It  is  solely  IsecanBe  I 
fully  recoffuize  tbat  aa  we  nare  often 
been  told  In  the  progress  of  thoM  de- 
bates, 67erj  portion  of  tha  majority 
wbicb  baa  enppoited  tbia  measure  bas 
and  must  bear  a  great  responsibility  for 
tbe  action  it  has  taken,  and  inaamuch 
aa  that  majority  bas  bean  composed, 
a  certaiu  extent,  of  lbs  Party  with  which 
I  bare  the  honour  of  being;  connected 
and  of  acting,  I  do  not  wish  tbat  there 
should  be  the  elighteat  doubt  or  hesita- 
tion in  expressiog  the  full  senae  of  the 
responsibility  which  we  bear  for  the 
part  which  we  have  taken.  I  think  it 
IS  our  duty  to  take  this  final  opportunity 
of  saying  that  we  are  aa  fully  convinced, 
after  all  the  debates  that  have  taken 
place — after  the  disousaion  upon  the 
introduction,  on  the  Beoond  reading,  and 
in  Committee  on  this  Bill — of  the  neces- 
sity and  the  expediency  of  the  provisions 
it  contains  aa  we  were  at  the  first  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  follow  the  able,  but  aome- 
what  academical,  speech  which  has  just 
been  addressed  to  us  by  my  hon.  Fnend 
(Mr,  BryceJ.  I  think  that  my  hon. 
Friend  earned  the  argument  about  the 
judgment  of  the  upper  and  the  more 
educated  clasaes,  as  compared  with  that 
of  the  less  educated  classes,  a  little  far- 
ther than  it  has  usually  been  carried, 
and  it  did  strike  me  tbat  he  was  a  some- 
wbat  remarkable  champion  to  espouae 
the  cause  of  ignorance  against  educa- 
tion. We  are  told — we  were  constantly 
told,  Sir—that  ooe  of  the  elements  in 
this  cose  to  which  we  ought  to  pay  the 
greatest  attention  ia  the  opinion  of  the 
civilized  world,  and  that  the  opinion  of 
the  civilized  world  condemns  the  action 
of  England  and  its  relations  with  lie- 
land.  We  also  heard  last  night  bow 
that  opinion  of  the  civilized  world  is 
ezpreesed — that  the  permanent  and  last- 
ing! exponent  of  the  opinion  of  the 
civilized  world  ia  the  literature  of  the 
civilized  world.  We  are,  therefore,  to 
understand  that,  as  regards  the  judg- 
ment which  is  to  be  delivered  upon  the 
English  policy  towarda  Ireland,  the  opi- 
nion of  the  educated  clossea,  who  are,  I 
suppose,  the  classes  who  produce  that 
literature,  is  to  be  conclusive  on  this 
subject,  and  upon  that  judgment  thus 
delivered  we  are  to  rely  so  long  as  those 
antbora  and  writers  do  not  belong  to  the 
British  people.  The  people  of  the  culti- 
vated class  througbont  the  world,  and 
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the  opinion  of  the  educated  classes  all 
over  the  world,  is  the  opinion  of  the 
oiviliKed  world  ;  and  that,  we  are  told, 
condemns  ua,  and  their  verdict  we  are  to 
bow  to.  But  we  are  also  told  that  the 
opinion  of  the  educated  claaaee  among 
ourselves  is  the  opinion  not  of  a  really 
ednoated  oloas,  but  of  a  class  which  is 
only  distinguished  by  its  self-aufflcieucy 
and  its  shallowneBS.  We  have,  how- 
ever, never  appealed  to  the  opinion  of  the 
upper  or  educated  classes,  or  to  the  opi- 
nions of  any  particular  olass  in  this  coun- 
try as  conctusivs  on  thia  question ;  but 
we  have  argued,  and  we  shall  continue 
to  argue,  that  the  opinion  of  those 
claseea,  who  have,  at  all  events,  much 
more  time  and  better  opportunities  of 
studying  the  historical  questions  which 
are  involved  in  these  diacuaaiona,  is  an 
element  which  ia  not  to  be  neglected. 
We  shall,  therefore,  continue  to  feel 
aome  confidence  that  we  are  in  the  right 
way  so  long  na  we  are  anppoiled  by  the 
opinion  of  those  classes.  We  shall  not 
consider  that  tfae  mere  fact  of  beingsap- 
ported  by  those  classes  is  eufiloient  to 
condemn  them,  because,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  went  on  to  say,  they  are  always 
in  the  wrong.  He  further  went  on  to  say 
that  be  thought  the  historical  argument 
onthis  question  much  the  strongest  argu- 
ment. Doeamyhon.Friendtbink  that  the 
educated  clasaea  are  absolutely  incapable 
of  appreciating  the  historical  argument, 
and  that  the  great  mass  of  the  electors 
of  the  country  are  in  a  better  position  to 
form  sound  vlawa  of  the  history  of  the 
relations  between  England  and  Ireland 
than  the  educated  classes  whose  opinion 
he  condemns  ?  But  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  passing  of  the  third  read- 
ing of  this  Bill.  The  sole  question  now  is, 
whether  this  House  is  to  decide  tbat  thia 
Bill  is  to  paaa  as  it  stands?  It  is  no 
longer  a  question  whether  it  contains 
any  unnecessary  or  any  too  stringent 
provisions.  If  it  does  contain  any  such 
provisions  which  have  not  been  ade- 
quately diBCueaed  in  the  course  of  these 
debates,  the  fault  cetainly  does  not  lie 
with  the  Government,  but  rests  with  the 
Oppoaition.  It  cannot  he  dented  that 
in  the  diacuasionB  of  this  Bill  ample 
time  has  been  given  for  a  full  and  super- 
abundant discussion  of  every  one  of 
those  poiata  on  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
last  night  rested  his  final  condemnation 
and  denunciation  of  thia  measure.    My 
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right  hon.  Friend  said  he  would  not 
r»fer  to  the  character  of  the  oppoeition 
which  hu  been  offered  to  thie  Bill. 
Perhaps  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  woU 
advised  in  taking  that  course.  It  seema 
to  nto  that  the  Opposition  have  either 
done  too  mnch  or  not  enoagh.  They 
began  by  denouncing  the  measure  before 
thoy  had  ever  seen  a  single  provision  it 
oontained.  They  conducted  two  pro- 
trftcted  second-reading  debates  before 
the  BUI  was  laid  on  the  labia  of  the 
House.  They  conducted  another  long 
debate  on  the  second  reading,  whiohwas 
partly  of  the  nature  of  a  second-reading 
debate,  partly  of  the  nature  of  a  discus- 
sion in  Oommittee,  and  partly  of  the 
nature  of  a  third-reading  debate ;  and 
up  to  the  time  when  the  House  sepa- 
rated for  the  Whitsuntide  Beoess  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  took  various  opportunities  of 
palliating,  if  not  of  juetifyiug,  the  oha- 
raot«r  of  the  opposition  which  had  been 
offered  to  this  Bill  by  the  Party  that  sits 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  from 
Ireland.  When  the  House  returned 
after  that  Becess,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
I  the   Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 

i  Harconrt),  seeming  to  hare  some  suspi- 

cion that  the  discussion  had  gone  be- 
yond the  limits  of  the  patience  and 
forl>earance  of  the  conntnr,  did  make 
a  single,  a  first,  and,  I  beliere,  a 
last  attempt,  in  which  he  was  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  somewhat  to  limit  the 
character  of  this  discussion.  But  that 
■nggeetion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  absolutely  rejected  by  the  Irish 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  ["No, 
no ! "]  The  offer  was  made  neverthe- 
less. It  nerer,  to  my  knowledge,  was 
renewed,  and  the  rejection  of  that  ad- 
vice did  not  make,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
and  has  not  made,  so  far  as  I  know,  the 
slightest  change  in  the  attitude  which 
has  been  taken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  his  Oolleagues  towards  the  Irish 
Party.  It  has  not  made  the  slightest 
Changs  in  their  attitude  towanu  the 
Ooremraent,  nor  has  the  rejection  of 
their  adrice  induced  them  to  mta  to  the 
OomnmeDt,  or  to  the  majority,  the 
alighteet  assistance  in  shortening^  or 
putting  an  end  to  this  debate.  Well, 
Sir.Isaymyrighthon.  Friend  is  hardly 
entitled  to  take  the  credit  of  this  bar* 
ma  protest,  which  has  had  no  effect 
whatever  on  the  conduct  either  of  his 


own  Friends,  or,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to 
see,  on  himself,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  only  went  to  justify  the  aotion 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Irish 
Party.  Nay,  more,  in  the  last  observa- 
tions which  my  right  hon.  Friend  made 
on  this  subject,  I  thought  he  actually 
went  to  the  extent  of  applauding  the 
Irish  Members  for  having  rejected  his 
advice.  He  told  them  that  if  a  Bill  of 
this  character  had  been  introduced  to 
apply  to  thecountyot  Derby,  hewould 
have  resisted  it  as  the  Irish  Members 
have  resisted  this  measure,  and  that  he 
would  have  been  entirely  indifferent  to 
the  accnsations  of  obstruction  brought 
against  him.  [Sir  Whxiak  Hasoottxt  : 
Hear,  hear !]  Uy  right  hon.  Friend 
cheers  that  declaration.  Then  I  want  to 
know  why  he  thought  it  necessary,  at  an 
eariier  period  of  this  discuHstan,  to  sug- 
gest to  the  Irish  Members  that  the 
discussion  should  not  be  carried  on,  or 
carried  on  in  a  more  limited  manner? 
Therefore  it  is  we  say  that  the  Opposi- 
tion has  done  too  much  in  this  matter, 
or  it  has  not  done  enough ;  and,  instead 
of  exhorting  the  Irish  Opposition  to 
restrict  discussion  on  this  Bill,  they 
ought  either  to  have  boldly  supported 
them,  or  avowed  that  they  would  sup- 
port them  in  any  amount  of  obstruction 
to  this  Bill.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  last  night 
that  the  debates  on  this  Bill  miaht  have 
been  greatly  shortened  if  the  onaracter 
of  the  Bill  had  been  altered,  if  it  had 
been  reduced  to  what,  in  his  judgment, 
was  areal  Crimes  Bill,  and  had  followed 
out  the  rule  of  such  Bills  in  not  attempt- 
ing to  interfere  with  political  combina- 
tions. Toat  conjecture  has  not  received 
much  support  &om  the  actual  progress 
of  the  debate.  My  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Biyoe]  has  admitted 
the  fact  that  the  Ist  clause,  which  does 
not  deal  with  political  combinations  at 
all,  was  a  clause  very  similar  to  the 
clause  contained  in  the  Act  of  1S82,  and 
yet  that  was  the  clause  which  received 
the  longest  and  most  protracted  scrntiny. 

Ma.  BBYOE :  My  point  is  that  the 
reason  why  the  discussion  was  protracted 
on  the  Ist  clause  was  because  the  ma- 
chinery supplied  byitwas  tobeused  for 
all  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill,  to  which 
we  objected. 

Ihs  Mabquess  of  HABTINOTON  : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  interpolated  in  my 
speech  exactly  what  I  was  going  to  say. 
IStetniJfifil.-] 
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But  I  ask  Lim  whether  lie  considers  that 
is  a  proper  way  to  diecaaB  measurea  in 
thie  House?  Does  he  consider  himself 
justified  in  discussing  at  enormous  length 
B  clause,  which  is,  as  he  eajs,  annillaiy 
to  Bomething  vhich  is  to  come  subse- 
quently ?  If  so,  would  it  not  have  been 
more  in  accordance  with  the  Orders  and 
the  traditions  of  this  Rouse  that  the 
proTisions  of  the  Bill  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  takes  direct  exception  should  be 
debated  on  the  clauses  where  they  occur 
and  are  directly  raised  than  to  discuss 
them  on  other  clauses ;  and  that  indirect 
discussions  on  the  1st  clause  should  not 
be  resorted  to,  because  there  are  parts 
of  the  Bill  to  which  exception  is  to  be 
taken?  Wa  are  asked  to  reject  this 
Bill  on  two  grounds — first,  because  my 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  said  that  a  Bill  against 
onme  was,  at  the  present  time,  unnecee- 
eary  in  Ireland ;  and,  further,  that  this 
was  not  a  Bill  against  crime,  but  a  Bill 
which  created  new  crimes  and  offences — 
a  Bill  different  in  character  and  scope 
from  all  previous  legislation  of  such 
ohiiracter.  Well  now.  Sir,  the  positic 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  not  quite 
olear.  My  right  hon.  Friend  referred 
to  a  forecast  which  he  made  last  year, 
when  he  told  the  House  that  coercion 
would  be  the  alternative  to  the  adopti 
of  a  Home  Bule  policy.  Does  my  right 
hon.  Friend  hold  that  that  forecast  has 
been  realized,  or  that  it  has  not?  Does 
he  think  that,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
jection of  the  Home  Bule  Bill,  there  is 
no  necessity  for  a  Grimes  Bill  in  the 
present  year,  and  that,  therefore,  his 
forecast  of  last  year  was  an  erroneous 
one ;  or  does  he  think  it  has  been  real- 
ised, and  that  in  consequence  of  the 
rejection  of  that  Bill  a  ooercion  measure 
is  required  ?  A.nd  when  a  measure  of 
this  sort  is,  as  be  prophesiss,  the  only 
alternative  to  the  adoption  of  his  own 
[Kdiry,  I  can  understand  that  he  is  jus- 
tified in  opposing  this  Bill  if  he  wishes 
the  House  still  to  adopt  his  alternativd  ; 
but  be  cannot  be  astonished  and  sur- 
prised if  we,  who  thought  those  pro- 
posals were  absolutely  inadmissible  and 
likely  to  produce  greater  evils  to  the 
country  and  to  Ireland  than  coercion, 
should  be  driven  to  resort  to  the  alter- 
native which  he  himself  told  us  would 
be  the  necessa]7  consequence  of  the  re- 
j  ection  of  his  Home  Bule  scheme.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  says  that  the  ground 
on  wliich  be  asks  us  to  reject  this  Bill  ie 
.  TktMaritu**  o/SarUngten 


that  there  is  no  crime  in  Ireland  which 
necessitates  or  justifies  the  introduction 
of  a  Crimes  Bill.  I  deny  altogether 
that  the  prevalence  of  the  increase  of 
agrarian  crime  is  the  only  justification 
for  Parliament  resorting  to  a  meaeure 
of  an  exceptional  character ;  and  I  deny 
that  it  has  ever  been  held  to  be  the  only 
justification.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  Act  of  1882  was,  perhaps,  stringent. 
It5  introduction  was  hastened — perhaps 
it  was  carried—  on  account  of  the  excep- 
tional amount  of  agrarian  crime  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  was 
still  further  strengthened  and  hastened 
by  the  occurrence  of  a  crime  of  a  singu- 
larly  atrocious  character.  But  that  Bill 
was  in  preparation  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment long  before  that  event,  and  it  was 
not  aimed  solely,  any  more  than  this 
Bill,  at  agrarian  crime.  That  Bill  was 
aimed,  as  this  Bill  is  aimed,  at  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  National  League,  and 
at  the  Boycotting  which  is  the  weapon 
of  the  National  Ceague.  That  Bill  was 
aimed  not,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
tends, solely  at  agrarian  crime,  but  at 
the  intimidation  which  is  the  result  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  NationalLeague. 
Sir,  the  provision  in  that  Act  against 
intimidation  includes  any  words  spoken 
or  act  done  in  order  to,  or  calculated  to, 
put  any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or 
danger  to  himself  or  to  any  member 
of  ms  family,  or  to  any  person  in  his 
employment,  or  in  fear  of  any  injury  to 
or  loss  of  his  property,  or  his  means  of 
living.  That  definition  was  not  aimed 
at  the  prevalence  of  agrarian  crime  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  aimed  at  that  inti- 
midation carried  on  by  the  National 
League,  which  I  defy  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  say  is  now  practised  in  a 
less  degree  than  it  was  practised  at 
the  moment  when  that  Bill  was  passed. 
If  the  Act  of  1B83  stepped  short  at  the 
provisions  aimed  at  acts  of  actual  in- 
timidation— if  it  contained  no  suoh  pro- 
vision as  the  present  Bill  does,  aimed 
at  conspiracy  to  intimidate  —  my  firm 
conviction  is  that  that  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  considered  at  that  time 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  to  strike  at 
acts  of  intimidation,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  deal  with  conspiracy  or  com- 
bination  to  intimidate.  At  all  events,  in 
the  dieoUBsions  on  that  Bill  nothing  was 
heard  in  palliation  or  extenuation  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  National  League,  or 
of  the  Boycotting  which  it  practised ;  and 
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never  was  it  sag^ested  b;  an;  of  those 
who  are  sow  sittiDg;  near  me,  and  with 
whom  I  was  then  aaaociated,  that  the 
National  League  and  its  practices  as  to 
exclusire  dealing — its  combinations  for 
promotiDg  eKcluaive  dealing — vers  the 
only  powers  which  the  poorer  tenantry 
of  Ireland  had  for  protecting  themselves. 
These  are  considerations  which  it  is  ab- 
eolately  necessary  for  anyone  to  bear 
in  mind  who  would  understand  the 
reoBona  for  the  introduction  of  this  Bill 
and  the  necessity  for  the  provisions 
which  it  contains.  It  has  been  said  in  the 
oonrsQ  of  the  debate  that  no  Government 
wonld  dare  to  introduce  a  similar  measure 
for  England.  [The  necessity  for  it  does 
not  exiat  in  England ;  and,  therefore,  it 
would  be  a  wanton,  unnecessary,  and 
gratuitous  act  to  introduce  for  England 
a  measure  for  which  there  is  no  neces- 
■i^.  My  right  hon.  Friend  speaks  of 
the  National  League  as  a  combination  to 
promote  the  practice  of  exclusive  deal- 
ing. He  then  proceeds  to  a  general  con- 
demnation of  the  practice  of  exclusive 
dealing,  and  he  invariably  goes  on  to 
speak  of  it  as  being  practised  in  some 
parts  of  England,  and  also  as  being 
practised,  to  a  considerable  extent,  by 
Protestants  in  Ireland  towards  Protes- 
tant Home  Bulers;  and  he  cited  in- 
stances of  that  exclusive  dealing  as  being 
analogous  to  the  exclusive  dealing  en- 
couraged by  the  National  League.  Now 
our  position  is  this — that  there  is  no 
resemblance  whatever  between  the  prac- 
tice of  exclusive  dealing  as  prevailing  in 
England  and  Ireland,  in  u^e  instances 
referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
the  exclusive  dealing  habitually  resorted 
to  by  the  National  League.  Voluntary 
combinations  to  give  preference  to 
p<ditical  adherents  and  political  friends 
may  be  a  very  objectionable  proceeding ; 
bnt,  whether  they  are  objectionable  or 
not,  they  differ  absolutely  from  the  pro- 
eeediugs  that  take  place  under  the 
sanction  of  the  National  League,  and 
from  the  practices  to  which  that  League 
reeorts.  We  are  told,  as  I  have  said 
before,  thatwe  darenotapply umeasure 
of  this  sort  to  England.  Well,  when  we 
are  told  that,  let  us  attempt  to  conceive 
—though  it  is  not  easy  to  conceive — a 
case  of  a  Primrose  League  in  some  part 
of  England,  where  they  are  in  a  very 
large  majority,  adopting  the  policy  and 
the  metiiods  of  tna  Irish  National 
League.     Does  the   Primrose   League 
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hold  courts,  and  summon  before  it  ita 
own  members,  or  other  persons,  and 
examine  them  as  to  their  transactions  in 
business  and  their  relations  with  other 
individuals  f  Does  it  take  evidence  and 
pass  sentences,  and  does  it  enforce  those 
sentences  ?  Does  it  enforce  those  sen- 
tences b;  indicting  similar  penalties  to 
those  inflicted  by  the  National  League 
on  all  persons  who  do  not  pay  attention  to 
their  decrees,  and  by  means  whioh  are 
unknown  in  this  country  P  If  any  in- 
stances of  such  practices  on  the  part  of 
the  Primrose  League  can  be  adduced,  I 
wonder  why  some  Member  on  this  side 
of  the  House  has  not  been  found  to  bring 
them  forward.  I  should  have  thought 
they  wonld  only  have  been  too  glad  to 
do  BO.  But  I  go  a  step  further,  and  I 
ask  whether  the  Primrose  League  has 
been  ever  known  in  England  to  exercise 
its  intimidation  upon  juries  where  the 
proceedings  of  the  Primrose  League 
have  been  brought  before  the  tribunals 
of  the  country  ?  I  maintain  that  if  any 
such  state  of  things  could  be  found  to 
exist  in  relation  to  the  Primrose  League, 
in  any  single  part  of  England,  suoh  asl 
have  described  in  connection  with  the 

?roceedings  of  the  National  Lesfue  in 
reland — I  cannot  say  whether  Parlia- 
ment would  think  it  nenesBary  to  inter- 
fere or  not,  because  that  might  depend 
upon  the  relative  strength  of  the 
aggressor  and  the  aggrieved — but  if 
there  were  any  such  proceedings  in  any 
corner  of  England,  there  would  be  an 
immediate  demand  made  on  the  Legis- 
lature for  its  interference  in  order  to  pro- 
tect the  victims  of  such  tyranny,  ana  the 
sense  of  the  great  majority  of  &e  impar- 
tial people  of  this  country  would  cheer- 
fully support  any  legislative  interference 
whioh  might  be  required  to  protect  the 
minority.  I  deny,  therefore,  altogether 
that  the  prevalence  of  agrarian  crime  ia 
the  only  ground  that  can  justify  Parlia- 
ment in  legislation  of  tms  kind,  and  I 
maintain  that  an  amply  sofficient  ground 
for  it  has  been  admitted  by  former  Par- 
liaments in  the  existence  of  an  organized 
tyranny  that  attempts  to  administer  a 
law  of  its  own — a  law  not  in  accordance 
with  the  law  of  the  land,  and  6  law 
intended  and  devised  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  and  overthrowing  the  law 
which  has  been  framed  and  established 
hy  Parliament.  The  next  j^und  on 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  inrited  the 
House  to  reject  this  BUI  is  that  under 
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the  Bill  new  orimeB  have  been  created. 
New  orimee,  I  underBtand  him  to  sa;, 
hare  been  created  by  the  2nd  aa  welt  as 
by  the  6th  and  7th  clauaes.  As  to  the 
2ndclaase,  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  who  will  be  ad- 
mitted to  bo  a  legal  authority  of  eome 
weight,  absolutely  denies  that  any  new 
crime  has  been  created  by  the  find 
clause  of  the  Bill.  And  I  must  aay 
that  to  my  mind,  not  being  a  lawyer, 
it  does  appear  to  be  impossible  to 
oonoeive  bow  a  new  crime  can  have  been 
created  by  the  Ist  anb-section  of  the 
2nd  clanse  since  the  introduction  of  the 
words  "  now  punishable  by  law."  How 
is  it  possible  that  any  aota  Bubsequently 
enumerated  in  that  sub-section  should 
hereafter  be  held  to  be  crimes,  when  it 
is  distinctly  stated  in  the  second  line  of 
the  sub-seotion  that  it  only  applies  to 
aote  which  are  "now  punishable  by 
law?"  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  upon 
legal  authority,  and  on  the  ordinary 
common-sease  view  of  the  matter,  it 
cannot  be  contended  that  new  crimes  are 
created  by  the  lat  aub-section.  And  if 
it  is  contended  that  any  new  crime  is 
created  by  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the 
2nd  clause  exactly  the  same  imputation 
can  be  brought  against  the  Crimes  Act 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself,  for 
this  sub-section  has,  I  believe,  been 
taken,  word  for  word,  from  the  Grimes 
Actof  1882.  Then myright hon. Friend 
says  that  new  crimes  are  created  in  a 
certain  sense  by  the  6tb  and  7th  clauses 
of  this  Bill.  But  I  maintain  that  ^e  Act 
of  1 882,  for  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  responsible,  contains  provisions  which 
have  exactly  the  same  aim  and  object, 
although  the  method  adopted  was  a 
different  one.  The  9th  section  of  that 
Act  made  it  an  offence  under  the  Act  to 
be  a  member  of  an  unlawful  association 
as  defined  by  that  Aot,  and  in  the  defi- 
nition of  an  unlawful  association  I  find 
every  unlawful  association  which  is 
formed  for  the  oommiesion  of  crime :  and 
the  expression  "crime,"  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  section,  means  any  crime 
punishable  upon  indictment  by  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.  Under  that 
Erovlrion,  any  member  of  the  National 
league  might,  at  the  discretion  of  a 
Gourt  of  Snmmaiy  Jurisdiction,  be  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  by  a  magistrate, 
apon  his  definition  of  what  an  illegal 
association  was.  And  after  all  that  we 
have  heard,  and  the  opinion  that  is  held 
Tkt  Marqiuu  of  Sw-tingtM 


on  this  side  of  the  House  as  to  the  legal 
capacity  of  Irish  Besident  Magistrates, 
it  seems  to  me  that  equal  protection  is 
given  by  this  Bill,  which  requires  that 
the  definition  of  an  unlawful  associatioii 
proclaimed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  be  submitted  to  the  review  of 
this  House,  to  that  given  under  the  Act 
of  1882  by  the  review  of  the  decision  of 
aCourtofSummaryJuriediction.  There- 
fore, I  say,  though  technically  it  is  quite 
Eossible  to  maintain  that  new  offences 
ave  been  created  by  the  Bill,  the 
objects  aimed  at  are  precisely  the  same 
as  those  aimed  at  by  the  Act  of  1882. 
I  say  the  Act  of  1882  was  not  framed 
entirely  with  respect  to  agrarian  crime. 
It  was  aimed  to  strike  at  the  unlawful 
interference  practiced,  or  supposed  to  be 
practiced,  by  the  National  League  at  the 
time,  and  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are 
aimed  at  similar  proceedings,  undoubt- 
edly carried  on  by  that  Association.  Uy 
right  hon.  Friend  said  the  other  day — 

"  Wo  have  naver  gi«eu  orer  to  an  Eiecntire 
officer  liks  Lord  CiuUereagh,  or  a  Secretary  for 
Ireland  like  Mr.  Balfour,  the  power  ot  deter- 
mioing  the  innocence  or  gailt  ot  an  individual 
with  reference  to  belonging  to  particnlar  asso- 
ciations, and  of  cancelling  that  right  which 
esaentially  attaches  to  him  as  a  British  subject, 
tho  right  to  a  judicial  bearing  of  his  case;  and 
the  carrying  over  ot  what  are  nanr  questloue  of 
law  and  right  into  the  chamber  ot  the  £xecu< 
tive  QoveroineDt,  to  be  dealt  with  aecreUy, 
according  to  their  intorests  or  their  views,  is 
a  fundamental  change,  and  Lord  Hartiogton 
has  no  right  to  sa;  that  any  one  of  us  for  a 
moment  ever  gave  countenance  to  a  principle 
which,  from  the  bottom  of  oar  hearts,  we 
abominate  and  detest." 

When  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  that 
statement,  he  must  have  foi^tten  that 
he  was  the  author  not  only  of  the  Act  of 
1882,  but  of  the  Act  of  1881.  The  Act 
of  1881  gave  to  his  own  Executive 
officers  power  to  imprison  men  without 
trial  before  aay  judicial  authority,  with- 
out a  hearing  of  their  case  before  a 
Court  of  Law,  for  any  offence  of  which 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  choose  to 
suspect  him.  When  we  ate  told  that 
the  fact  that  this  Bill  places  a  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Executive  Government 
not  even  remotely  approaching  that 
which  was  so  energetically  exercised 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  my  right  hon.  Friend  must 
have  allowed  his  love  of  argument  some- 
what to  overpower  his  memory  and 
judgment,  and  that  he  can  scarcely  urge 
the  fact  that  such  a  power  is  contained 
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ia  this  Bill  as  a  ooncluBire  raason  why 
the  Eouae  should  reject  it.  Since  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  those  who  support 
him  hare  adopted  a  different  principle  of 

fovernment  for  Ireland,  if  they  have 
iscorered,  as  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  has  said,  "  a  more  excellent 
way,"  of  course  they  are  entitled  lo  resist 
not  only  this  Bill,  but  any  Bill  which 
introduces  ezosptional  legislation  for 
Ireland,  and  increases  the  power  of  the 
Ezeontive.  But  what  I  cannot  under- 
stand is  why  they  should  not  be  satis- 
fied with  condemning  coercion  aa  an 
alternatiTB  to  their  policy  in  the  ab- 
Btraut,  and  why  they  should  seek  to 
prejudice  the  oonslderation  of  this  mea- 
sure, which  really  does  not  differ  in  any 
essential  particular  from  Acts  passed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  himsolf,  by  im- 
puting to  it  all  sorts  of  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanours  which  it  does  not  con- 
tain, and  with  which  in  reality  it  has  no 
concern.  My  right  hon.  Friend  last 
night,  in  the  eloquent  conclusion  of 
his  speech,  asked  what  we  were  con- 
trading  for.  He  asked  whether  we  con- 
ndered  the  condition  of  Ireland,  after 
700  years  connection  with  England,  so 
saliiJactoTy  and  honourable  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union  was  worth 
fighting  for  any  further  ?  ["No,  no!"J 
I  do  not  want  to  misrepresent  my  right 
hon.  Friend ;  but  he  asked  us  whether 
we  considered  the  state  of  Ireland  satis- 
factory or  honourable,  and  whether  the 
sziating  relations  between  England  and 
Ireland  were  worth  the  special  effort  of 
the  ConseTvative  Party,  or  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Fatty,  to  maintain 
by  fighting  for  them  ?  I  altogether  deny 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  is  so  nnsatis- 
faolory  and  dishonourable  to  this  coon- 
try  or  the  British  QoYomment  aa  my 
right  hon.  Friend  contends.  It  is  not 
soTStylong  since  I  heard  myright  hon. 
Friend  describe  the  vast  strides  in  hei 
material  and  moral  condition  which  Ire- 
land had  made.  But,  granted  that  the 
relations  between  Qreat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land are  neither  satisfactory  nor  honour- 
able to  us,  I  cannot  help  thinking  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  making  that 
eloquent  appeal  he  went  a  great  deal 
fnrUier  than  he  ought  to  have  done  to 
indsce  ns  to  vote  for  the  alternative  he 
lud  before  us.  If  myright  hon.  Friend 
had  oonrinced  himself  that  separation 
between  the  two  oountriea  was  the  only 
"WJ  to  put  an  9ad — '^Limd  Mtm»  ltid» 


er«i  o/ "  No,  no !  "  I  I  say  "if."  \_Rt' 
MtMdcruio/  "No;"J  I  am  very  well 
acquainted  with  the  power  of  oontradio- 
liou  of  hon.  Members,  but  I  do  not  know 
how  those  powers  can  extend  to  an  "  if." 
I  say  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  con- 
yinced  himself  that  separation  was  the 
only  way  of  bringing  to  a  conclusion  the 
unsatisfactoij  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  the  appeal  made  to 
last  night  might  have  been  made  in 
)  same  words  aa  ho  used.  But  my 
right  hon.  Friend  admits  that  sepaia- 
tion  is  impracticable,  and  physically  im- 
possible, and  that  he  will  not  be  a  party 
to  it.  I  think,  therefore,  I  may  put  it 
to  the  House,  and  even  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself,  that  if  we  believe,  how- 
wrongfully  or  wilfully,  the  policy 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recom- 
mends will  lead  to  separation,  surely  we 
are  entitled  to  treat  nis  demands  upon 
us  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  would  treat  a 
demand  for  absolute  separation.  "We 
believe  that  the  policy  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  urging  upon  us,  no  doubt 
honourably  and  conscientiously,  is  a 
policy  which  will  lead  to  that  separation 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  repudiates. 
Having  that  belief,  we  ore  entitled  to 
act  upon  the  conviction  we  hold,  and  to 
do  aa  the  right  hon.  Geuileman  himself 
would,  if  separation  was  the  only  alter- 
native, and  so  to  strengthen  the  law  of 
die  United  Kingdom'  as  to  afford  pro- 
tection to  every  member  of  the  com- 
munity, in  whatever  portion  of  the 
United  Eiingdom  his  lot  may  be  cast. 

Mb.  0R0S8LEY  (York,  W.E., 
Sowerby)  said,  that  if  they  were  to  con- 
sult the  feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, they  would  pass  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  without  critidsm  or  discus- 
sion, and  it  waa  becaase  they  felt  it  to 
bo  their  duty  to  offer  every  oppoution 
to  the  measure  that  they  took  part  in  the 
debate.  In  appealing  to  the  country  1 2 
months  ago,  the  Conservative  Party  nad 
not  informed  it  that  they  intended  to 
bring  in  a  Coercion  Bill.  They  had  not 
promised  a  Coercion  Bill.  They  had  not 
said  it  was  necessary — indeed,  some  of 
their  most  staunch  supporters  had  gone 
so  far  aa  to  say  that  the  condition  of 
Ireland  was  such  that  no  coercion  would 
be  necessary.  When  Parliament  met  in 
the  autumn,  and  when  the  Leader  of 
the  National  Far^  in  Ireland  put  in  an 
earnest  olaiin  on  behalf  of  the  distressed 
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tenaDtr;  of  Ireland,  tbe  GoTernmant 
tamod  a  deaf  ear  to  his  evidence  and 
hu  warning,  and  since  then  they  bad 
been  reaping  tbe  conaeqnences  of  their 
neglect.    What  had  Parliament  done 


thie  ^ 


IT?    It  began  vith 


said  it  would  stand  or  fall  by  coercion, 
and  that  remedial  measures  might  take 
their  diance  for  all  they  cared.  Wheu 
the  Oriminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  was 
first  brought  in,  it  was  expected  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) would  justify  it  by  produoing 
ample  evidence  of  exoessive  crime  ;  bat 
all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able 
to  say  was  that  some  parts  of  Ireland 
were  in  a  state  of  great  agitation  on 
account  of  unjust  evictions  and  of  un- 
just rents,  and  all  the  remonstrances 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
-  was  met  by  the  parrot  cry — "  It  is  tho 
duty  of  the  Government  to  preserve  law 
and  order."  But  what  was  tliis  "law 
and  order"  which  the  Government  eon- 
mdered  it  was  their  bounden  duty  to 
nuuntain  ?  It  meant  the  defence  of  a 
number  of  Shylocks,  wbo  demanded  not 
only  their  pound  of  flesh,  but  every  drop 
of  ufe-blood  which  that  flesh  contained. 
It  would  be  a  hard  thing  to  And  on 
oharging  a  man  with  burglary  that  the 
law  of  the  land  was  on  the  side  of  the 
burglar.  Alt  this  talk  about  "loyalty, 
"disloyalty,"  "rebellion,"  and  so  o: 
was  just  so  mnoh  dust  in  the  road, 
irritated  and  even  blinded  the  eye ;  but 
all  that  was  wanted  was  the  heavy  rain 
of  just  legislation  to  clear  the  atmos- 
phere. What  thoy  had  to  do  was  to 
deal  with  this  serious  question  of  the 
law  aSeoting  land,  and  it  was  because 
tbo  Party  opposite  would  not  do  that 
eeriously  that  the  House  was  troubled 
with  this  Coercion  BiU.  Tbe  Shylock 
landlords  of  Ireland  had  ruined  the 
tenants,  and  he  would  say  to  them  as  to 
the  fixture  that,  in  regard  to  every  pound 
of  flesh  they  had  exacted  £rom  the 
tenants,  they  should  pay  the  tenants  for 
every  drop  of  life-blood  it  contained. 
Th^  should  be  compelled  to  make  resti- 
tution for  every  pound  of  rack-rent  they 
had  demanded  from  their  tenants ;  and, 
if  justice  and  equity  were  done,  no  doubt 
in  a  large  number  of  cases  the  property 
would  have  to  be  handed  over  entirely 
liom  the  landlords  to  the  tenants.  Any 
legislation  to  satisfy  the  Irish  people 
mart  make  &iz  and  jnrt  nata  a  posn- 
.  Mr.  Crmhff 


bilily  for  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  If  they 
attempted  to  do  that  they  would  under- 
take a  gigantic  task,  as  the  question  of 
tbe  position  of  the  landlords  was  sur- 
rounded with  great  difficulties;  but  it 
would  be  better  to  deal  with  it.  and  act 
on  the  Beport  of  their  Commission,  thaa 
to  try  to  skim  over  tho  surface.  There 
would  be  coercion  for  ever  and  ever  so 
long  as  they  neglected  to  go  to  the  root 
of  the  evil.  There  lay  the  strength  of 
the  demand  for  Home  Bule  in  Ireland, 
because  this  Parliament  would  not  d^al 
thoroughly  with  bad  government  in  Ire- 
land and  the  effect  of  unjust  laws ;  but 
the  House  would  find  that  it  must  have 
regard  to  justice  and  humanity  as  well 
as  to  law  and  order.  Becently  there 
was  an  extraordinary  episode  in  the  dis- 
cussions upon  this  Bill,  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  endeavoured  to  show  that 
it  was  impossible  to  £nd  in  that  House 
a  snfficient  number  of  fair-minded  and 
honourable  men  to  deal  with  a  simple 
question  of  the  honour  and  privilege  of 
uie  House.  Nov,  however,  they  had 
no  hesitation  in  placing  in  the  hands  of 
one  hon.  Gentleman  the  whole  liberties 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  looked  npon 
this  Coercion  Billl  as  an  instrument  for 
undertaking  a  gigantic  piece  of  Boy- 
cotting. The  Qovemment  were  ^iof 
to  endeavour  to  Boycott  the  Nauon^ 
League,  and  the;  meant  to  put  in  its 
place,  not  a  Constitutional  League,  but 
an  Imperial  League.  The  people  of 
England  would  have  to  Boycott  the  Im- 
perial League,  and  they  were  preparing 
to  do  it.  The  Liberals  of  England,  who 
were  staunch  and  true  to  their  great 
Leader,  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  were  determined  that  they 
would  not  let  this  question  rest  until 
they  bad  torn  this  legislation  to  shreda 
and  tatters.  He  opposed  it  because  ha 
believed  it  would  oe  disastrous  to  the 
Tory  Party.  He  would  infinitely  prefer 
to  see  tbe  Tory  Party  dealing  with  the 
Land  Question  in  a  manly  way  than 
dealing  with  coercion.  He  also  opposed 
the  Bill  because  he  believed  it  woiud  be 
disastrous  to  the  Liberal  Unionists.  The 
Party  on  that  side  bad  been  honey- 
combed by  Liberal  Unionists;  but  if 
this  Bill  passed  they  would  soon  be  re- 
duced in  numbers,  and  those  who  re- 
mained would  come  back  to  the  House 
wiser  if  not  better  men.  Tbe  action  of 
the  GttmtaaaiA  in  reeorting  to  ooeroioa 
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and  necleotiDg;  the  real  souroe  of  the 
evil  am>rded  the  strongest  ailment 
that  could  bo  used  in  favour  of  Home 
Bnle ;  and  he  had  no  fear  as  to  the 
loyalty  of  the  Irish  people,  whose  uaiou 
with  tiiia  countiy,  he  believed,  would  he 
truer,  nobler,  and  more  spontaneous 
than  many  hon,  Members  on  both  sides 
might  possibly  expect.  Many  hearts 
had  been  stirred  Dy  the  question  of 
justioe  to  Ireland,  perhaps  more  than 
by  any  other  causo  of  political  agita- 
tion. He  protested  against  the  Bill,  and 
■hould  vote  against  the  third  reading. 

8ia  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  ho  oonfessed  he 
was  surprised  when  he  beard  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Glad- 
•tone)  on  the  previous  night.  He  had 
never  attempted  to  compare  this  Bill 
with  the  Acts  of  1861  and  1B82.  Had 
he  done  so,  the  whole  of  the  arguments 
upoa  which  he  rested  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill  would  have  fallen  to  the  ground. 
For  his  own  part,  be  had  never  for  a 
moment  desisted  from  opposition  to 
the  views  propounded  by  hon.  Qentle- 
men  below  the  Qangway  opposite ;  and 
he  had  condemned  any  faltering  what- 
ever by  one  Government  or  another,  from 
what  he  conceived  to  be  the  strict  line  of 
duty  io  reference  to  Irish  government. 
He  should  like  to  go  a  step  farther  back 
in  the  retrospect  than  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  chose  a  particular  period 
as  best  suiting  his  own  purpose.  He 
would  go  hack  to  1847,  when  he  know 
Ireland  well,  and  was  engaged  in  carry- 
ing ont  what  was  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  there.  Id  1647 
tiiere  was  an  Act  poased— Lord  John 
BobmII  being  then  Prime  Minister,  and 
Lord  Besshorough  Lord  Lieutenant — a 
necessary  Act  in  the  then  condition  of 
Ireland,  after  the  Famine  year.  There 
were  dassee  of  murders  sudi  as  he  hoped 
and  believed  could  not  be  committed 
now.  Agrarian  murders,  not  carried  out 
by  those  concerned  in  the  dispute,  but 
by  hired  assassins  —  men  who  took 
"blood  money,"  as  it  was  called. 
Many  were  the  murders,  and  two  men 
were  particularly  notorious  as  having 
committed  them,  Byan  Fuck  and  Andrew 
Day.  Pnck  was  principal  in  13  murders 
andaeoeuoryinioureUiers.  AGommis- 
non  sat,  and  these  men  were  tried,  con- 
1,  and  executed  at  Limerick,  and 
ment  fell  npon  all  those  who  con- 


nived at  the  crimes.  This  passed,  and 
then  arose  disturbances  between  the 
' '  Old  Ireland ' '  Party  and  the  '  ■  Toune 
Ireland  "—the  Smith  O'Brien  Party.  B 
fell  to  his  lot  to  be  called  out  on  duty  at 
Limerick  to  suppress  a  great  disturb- 
ance in  which  three  remarkable  men 
were  implicated —  Mitchel,  editor  of 
Uniltd  Ireland,  Martin,  who  afterwards 
sat  in  the  House  as  Member  for  Meath, 
and  Meagher.  On  the  occasion  referred 
to  the  military  cleared  the  streete,  and 
these  three  men  were  sent  off  to  Dublin, 
having  been  rescued  just  in  time  to 
save  their  lives  by  the  dragoons  under 
his  command.  Mitchel,  Martin,  and 
Meagher  were  all  afterwards  trans- 
ported. Mitchel  was  editor  of  VhiUd 
Ireland,  and  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  the  articles  for  which  Mitchel 
was  sentenced  to  IS  years'  transporta- 
tion were  not  more  mischievous  than 
the  articles  in  Untied  Ireland  of  to-day. 
But  what  ho  intended  to  say  was,  that 
there  was  this  state  of  crime  ;  that  a  re- 
pressive Act  was  carried  out ;  there  was  a 
CommiBsion  that  punished  the  offenders, 
and  for  20  years  after  that  Ireland 
was  prosperous  and  peaceful.  [_Crieso/ 
"Oh,  oh!"]  Would  any  hon.  Gentleman 
who  gave  vent  to  hia  incredulity  get  up 
and  deny  the  facts  that  showed  that 
never  had  Ireland  made  greater  strides 
towards  prosperity  than  in  the  20  years 
between  1646  and  IS68,  alike  in  regard 
to  trade,  cultivation  of  land,  the  number 
and  character  of  the  houses  built,  the 
money  spent  on  improving  property,  and 
the  ease  with  which  money  could  be  bor- 
rowed on  mortgage  for  improvements  ? 
[Laughter.']  Would  any  hon.  Member 
deny  that  Ireland  prospered  in  those 
20  years  ?  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  laughed  ; 
let  him  get  up  and  refute  the  statement. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  begged  the  hon.  Baronet's  par- 
don.  He  certainly  did  smile ;  but  it  was 
at  the  hon.  Baronet's  statement  that  the 
proof  of  the  prosperity  of  Ireland  was 
shown  by  the  greatness  of  the  amount 
raised  on  mortgages. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
that  was  not  what  he  said  or  meant. 
Ireland  could  then  get  money  when  she 
required  it,  and  England  was  prepared 
to  lend  it ;  and  Englishmen  were  also 
prepared  to  buy,  and  did  buy,  land  at 
that  time.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  say  there  would  be  no  difficulty  now 
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in  ralaiDg  monoj  on  an  Iriab  mortgage  ? 
He  would  ventnte  to  say  there  wae  not 
a  man  who  would  la;  out  a  aliilling  on 
Irish  seonritj.  This  state  of  things  went 
on  until  the  time  to  which  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
went  back.  To  aee  what  crime  was,  he 
went  back  to  the  Fenian  disturbanoea. 
In  reference  to  these,  he  might  mention 
an  anecdote  which  would  show  how  easily 
the  Irish  people  were  influenced.  It 
was  in  1866,  and  in  Wicklow,  just  after 
a  oonaiderable  outbreak,  that  a  raid  was 
made  upon  the  police  station  atTuUagh. 
Lord  Strathn  aim  wasinoommandatDub- 
lin,  and  took  such  precautions  that  the 
Fen  ions  were  surprised;  several  men  were 
shot,  and  the  rest  threw  away  their  arms 
and  ran  away.  [An  hon.  Member  :  They 
had  uo  arms.l  Who  sud  they  had  do 
arms  ?  Ibey  nad  until  they  threw  them 
away  to  use  their  legs.  Some  206  were 
made  prisoners,  ana  sent  to  Dublin, 
under  two  sergeants'  escorts.  Lord 
Strathnaim  having  refused  for  such  men 
to  send  them  in  under  a  stronger  escort, 
he  had  the  bands  of  their  trousers  out, 
BO  that  they  had  to  hitch  them  up  with 
both  hands,  and  in  this  condition 
they  marched  into  Dublin,  and  the 
Dublin  population  turned  out  to  make 
merry  at  and  laugh  and  jeer  at  the 
very  men  whom  they  had  cheered  on 
the  previous  day.  And  so  it  would  be 
to-morrow  if  the  Government  had  the 
courage  of  their  opinions;  if  they  be- 
haved as  they  ought  to  behave.  With 
the  credit  and  honour  of  the  country  at 
stake,  and  when  so  much  was  said  about 
the  many  friends  of  Irish  malcontents, 
there  need  be  little  tear  on  that  aoconnt. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gle3stoDe]  began  his  history 
with  1869,  when  the  more  reoent  troubles 
had  their  beginning.  And  why?  With- 
out attributing  blame  to  one  side  or  the 
other,  it  was  uien  that,  for  political  pur- 
poses, first  one  aide  and  then  the  other 
began  to  tamper  with  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  This  was  the 
cause  of  all  the  mischief  to  one  side  or 
the  other.  Totes  were  of  use,  and  were 
to  be  had,  and  a  policy  like  this  would 
be  fatal  to  any  coontry,  and  partionlarly 
a  country  like  Ireland.  It  had  been 
seen  how  ready  were  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  to  turn  out  a 
Liberal  Government  that  had  made  no 
overtures  to  them,  and  to  ^ve  their  sup- 
port to  the  Oonservative  Party,  They 
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claimed  to  represent  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, and  these,  according  to  their  own 
showing,  were  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  interests  of  England.  \_Crittof  ""So, 
no!  "]  From  apeeohesin  and  outofthe 
House  he  could  show  that  that  was  the 
case,  and  how  the  value  of  the  profea- 
sions  made  could  be  estimated.  Who, 
after  listening  to  the  speech  of  the  hoD. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  [Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  could  doubt  that  the  feeling  of 
hostility  existed,  and  would  exist.  Home 
Buleorno  Home  Hule?  Threats  had 
been  made  to  worry  and  annoy  tbia 
country  in  her  time  of  difiicnlty,  and  it 
was  that  power  to  make  mischief  that 
he  would  do  all  that  in  him  lay  to  pre- 
vent. When  the  hon.  Member  for  Korth- 
Eaat  Cork  spoke  of  stalwart  men  abroad, 
did  he  not  mentally  think  of  them  a« 
hatassing  us  when  we  irere  in  diffi- 
culty, as  the  Irish  had  formerly  sought 
the  aaeistance  of  the  French?  Never 
should  there  he  the  opportunity,  if  hg 
could  prevent  it,  of  a  foreign  nation 
using  Ireland  as  a  means  of  pounding 
England,  as  in  the  days  of  Pitt.  An 
attack  was  recently  made  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  he 
was  called  oy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  a  deserter.  There 
were  two  classes  of  deserters.  A  man 
sometimes  deserted  from  his  regiment 
from  dislike  to  it,  but  re-enlisted  in  an- 
other. That  was  not  a  serious  offence. 
But  what  do  you  say  of  the  man 
who  deserts  and  goes  over  to  the 
enemy  t  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  was  so  free  with  the  epithet  could 
say  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way on  December  16, 1885,  that  "they 
were  not  to  be  trusted,"  and  on  the  28th 
January,  1886,  he  accepted  Office  in 
a  Gkivemment  that  came  into  power  on 
a  compact  that  Home  Rule  should  be 
brought  in.  In  a  week  he  deserted  the 
principles  he  had  followed  all  his  life 
and  deserted  to  the  enemy.  The  men 
whom  he  had  condemned  in  anmeasured 
terms  were  now  his  faithful  allies.  Oa 
this  matter  he  felt  strongly,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  feel  that 
the  country  felt  strongly.  Moming, 
noon,  and  night  had  hon.  Members  sat 
there,  and  they  had  given  powers  to 
the  Government  to  assist  them  in  put- 
ting an  end  to  the  reign  of  Boycotting, 
terrorism,  and  crime;  to  restore  law  and 
Older ;  aad  to  prove  to  the  loyal  nuaority 


>v  Google 


257 


CHminal  Law 


[July  8,  1867^    Aamdmtni  (^Ireland)  Sill      268 


of  Ireland  that  the  QoTemmeDt  would 
do  their  duty.  He  called  upon  the  Go- 
verament  to  do  their  duty  as  soon  aa 
they  had  the  power,  and  if  they  found 
the  powers  insufficieat,  let  them  come  to 
the  House  for  more.  Beyond  what  was 
necessary  ho  did  not  want  to  go;  but 
thore  was  the  work  to  be  done,  and 
no  GoTemment  could  remain  leaving 
undone  the  duty  of  restoring  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  To  the  completion  of 
that  work  he  believed  the  Bill  would 
prove  a  powerful  means,  and  heartily, 
therefore,  he  supported  the  third  read- 
in  fr. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Poasondale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartiuii;- 
ton),  in  the  powerful  speech  he  delivered 
a  short  time  ago,  referred  to  the  peculiar 
circumstances  attending  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  through  the  House.  He(Kr.E. 
Robertson)  proposed  to  follow  the  noble 
Marquess,  though  he  did  not  hope  to 
reach  the  some  conclusion.  He  thought 
the  most  remarkable  fact  about  tbisBill 
was  that  it  had  occupied  a  larger  amount 
of  Parliamentary  time,  and  hadreceived 
a  less  amount  of  Parliamentary  con- 
sideration, than  any,  other  measure  of 
the  same  importance,  perhaps  in  the 
whole  history  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Session  was  nearing  its  close.  The 
five  or  six  weeks  during  which  they  had 
been  here  had  been  occupied  with  dis- 
cussions, almost  every.one  of  which  had 
been  preparatory  or  subsidiary  to,  or 
incidental  to,  or  in  some  way  or  other 
connected  with,  the  measure  which  was 
now  finally  passing  through  the  House ; 
and  yet  as  to  three-fourths  of  that  Bill, 
it  had  received  no  sort  of  Parliamentary 
oonsideration  whatever.  The  Bill  was 
leaving  tbem,  like  the  spirit  in  Hamlet, 
"unhouseled,  disappointed,  unaneled." 
Who  was  responsible  for  this  state  of 
things?  The  Houfe  as  a  body  was  not 
responsible.  The  vast  body  of  private 
Members  who  had  sat  silent  throughout 
these  long  debates  were  not  responsible 
for  this  state  of  things.  Responsibility, 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladgtone)  said 
last  night,  lay  where  power  lay.  There 
were  various  sections  of  leaders  in  the 
House  to  whom  was  freely  and  volun- 
tarily given  great  authority  in  the 
management  of  affairs  in  this  House. 
He  waa  not  there  to  deny  that  respon- 
aibility  might  rest  upon  the  collective 
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leadership  of  the  House  as  to  the 
management  of  this  Bill.  He  inferred 
from  what  had  been  said  on  the  other 
side,  and  what  had  been  said  that  night 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Rosaendale,  that  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  agreed  with  that  principle.  They 
had  accused  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  of  con- 
niving  at  obstruction,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  palliated,  if  he  had  not  justified, 
the  course  that  had  been  pursued  below 
the  Gangway.  This  admitted  the  prin- 
ciple that  where  leadership  was  there 
the  responsibility  rested.  Now,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  responsible,  because 
of  his  powers  as  leader  of  a  portion  of 
a  minority,  how  much  greater  must  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  who  commanded  the  majority, 
and  who  commanded  the  whole  powers 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen),  speaking  at  a  small 
meettug  somewheie  in  London  the  other 
day,  apologized  to  his  own  followei's  in 
a  way  which  showed  that  ho  was  aen- 
sible  that  Ibis  charge  lay  at  his  own 
door.  He  said  the  Liberals  actually 
thought  that  the  Government  bad  been 
indifferent  to  this  waste  of  time,  becuuss 
they  were  not  prepared  with  legislative 
measures  which  they  were  anxious  to 
force  on  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  (Mr.  E.  Roberlaon)  did  not 
know  whether  that  charge  had  been 
formulated  in  that  wav ;  but  he  bad 
said  in  this  House,  and  he  said  again, 
that  the  Government  had  been  indif- 
ferent to  the  wa«te  of  lime  in  the  passage 
of  this  Bill,  and  if  the  reasou  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  not  the  true  rea- 
son he  would  surest  another.  It  was 
that  the  Government  were  indifferent, 
because  thev  did  not  wish  to  hasten  the 
time  when  tuey  should  come  into  dispute 
with  their  aUtes,  and  force  those  allies 
either  to  disavow  their  principles  or  vote 
against  themselves.  No  sooner  did  this 
Bill  oome  to  its  final  stage  than  the 
Liberal  Unionists  found  it  difG.cuU  to 
support  hon.  G en ttemea opposite.  Two 
orthreedaysagotheyplaced  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  minority,  and  he  suspected 
when  the  Land  Bill  was  reached,  if  they 
did  not  place  them  in  a  minority,  they 
would  place  them  in  a  position  of  very 
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between  the  two  Front  BenclieB,  and  in 
the  irreleTant  charges  of  inconaiBtonoy 
which  they  Ikad  been  in  the  habit  of 
bringing  against  each  other.  What  did 
hon.  Members  who  had  not  been  tainted 
with  coercion  care  about  the  incon- 
sistencies of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
either  side  of  the  Table?  Itwaa&neasy 
and  amiiiing  game  for  them  to  play. 
It  was  like  the  spot  stroke  in  billiards. 
It  always  succeeded,  and  it  was  always 
easy.  In  oonoIuBian,  he  had  only  a  word 
or  two  to  say  about  the  BiU  itself.  He 
thought  the  Oovemment  in  framing  the 
Bill,  in  defending  the  Bill,  in  everydiin^ 


considerable  embarrassment  indeed.  It 
was  for  this  reason  the  Government  had 
been  oallous  and  indifferent  to  the  waste 
of  time.  Let  him  remind  the  House  of 
the  extraordinary  powers  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  asked  and  received  in 
ooonection  with  this  BiU.  First  of  all, 
thoy  received  a  permanent  power  of 
closure  of  debate.  He  did  not  complain 
of  that,  because  he  himself  was  an  ab- 
solute partizan  of  closure.  In  the  second 
Slaoe,  besides  that  power,  which  they 
eliberately  mutilated  at  the  time  they 
got  it,  they  received  a  Eule  of  Urgency 
of  a  peculiar  and  unprecedented  kind  in 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill.  They 
received  another  Euleof  Urgency  equally 
unparaUeled,  which  they  applied  on  the 
Beport  stage;  and  the  result  of  aU  these 
tremendous  powers  was  that  as  to  three- 
fourths  of  the  clauses  of  the  BiU  it  was 
leaving  them  without  any  consideration 
whatever.  The  Government  were  carry- 
ing this  Bill,  not  by  aregular  process,  but 
by  a  series  of  convulsions.  The  various 
stages  of  the  BiU  had  not  been  stages  so 
much  as  shocks.  They  had  catapulted 
the  Bill  through  the  House,  Instead  of 
using  the  closure,  which  the  Liberal 
Party  bestowed  upon  them  as  an  instru- 
ment for  the  benefit  of  ordinary  debate, 
they  had  treated  it  as  a  Party  expedient. 
Was  it  not  the  fact  that  since  urgency 
was  first  devised  the  permanent  and 
regular  closure  had  never  been  applied 
at  aU  ?  Let  him  take,  for  example,  what 
happened  in  the  Committee  stage.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  fixed 
a  period  by  which  the  debate  was  to 
close.  He  must  have  supposed  thatthat 
period  was  sufficient  for  full  and  fair 
debate  of  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
What  did  he  do?  He  allowed  the 
whole  of  that  urgency  week  to  be  abso- 
lutely wasted  on  two  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
Either  he  under- estimated  and  blundered 
with  regEurd  to  the  amount  of  time  neces- 
sary for  that  discussion,  or  he  was  faith- 
less to  his  trust  in  not  applying  the 
regular  closure  in  such  a.  way  as  to  dis- 
tribute the  time  of  the  House  over  the 
whole  BiU.  There  was  another  point  on 
which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must 
share  respondbility  with  their  opponents 
on  this  side.  He  wished  to  bring  this 
charge  with  all  deference  and  humility 
and  respect  to  the  Leaders  of  the  House. 
A  great  deal  of  time  had  been  wasted 
in  perfectly  unnecessary  recrimioation 
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Bill,  had  displayed  the  same  kind  of 
fatuous  imbeciUty  as  marked  their  con- 
duct in  the  case  of  Hiss  Cass.  It  had 
been  the  same  in  this  la^B  matter  as  it 
was  in  the  small  matter.  The  right  way 
was  easy  and  obvious  to  them,  but  they 
chose  the  wrong  and  difficult  way.  The 
House  would  permit  him  to  give  one  or 
two  examples  of  what  he  meant.  He 
would  take,  in  the  first  place,  that  pro- 
vision of  theBillwbicheubstituted  trial  by 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  for  trial  by  jury. 
That  was  the  gist  of  the  whole  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley),  everybody  knew,  was  perhaps 
the  most  extreme  opponent  of  this  BiU 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  was  pre- 
pared to  carry  his  opposition  to  it  much 
farther  than  he  (Mr.  £.  Bobertson]  was. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  aaid  he 
wanted  to  make  coercion  difflcult.  That 
position  he  did  not  accept,  because  it 
seemed  to  mean  that  to  the  evil  of 
coercion  in  Ireland  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  prepared  to  add  the  still 
greater  evU  of  a  wasted  Session  and  a 
paralyzed  Parliament.  He  only  men- 
tioned that  to  emphasize  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  about  the  gist  of 
the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  gist  of  the  Bill  was  in  the  substitution 
for  trial  by  jury  the  trial  by  Stipendiary 
Magistrates.  How  easy  would  it  have 
been  for  the  Government  to  obviate  all 
possible  objections  on  this  score  by  a 
simple  method  ?  Why  did  they  not 
clean  out  the  wholeBench  of  Magistrates 
in  Ireland  and  substitute  competent  and 
qualified  men  ?  They  could  get  plenty 
of  them  both  in  Ireland  and  in  this 
country.  If  they  had  done  that  they 
might  have  smiled  calmly  at  any  amount 
of  claptrap  that  might  have  been  talked 
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learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Ifr.  E. 
Boberteon),  that  the  OoTemment  had 
been  piilt;  of  "fatuous  imbeoUitj," 
added  nothing  to  the  strength  or  the 
value  of  his  oriticiem.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  stated  that  the 
essence  of  this  Bill  was  to  substitute 
for  trial  by  jury  trial  before  Stipendiary 
Magistrates.  That  was  perfectly  true, 
and  it  was  probably  one  of  the  most 
important  provisions  of  the  Bill,  beoause 
the  object  sought  to  be  attained  was  tfaat 
crime  which  was  committed  on  Monday 
should  be  punished  on  Wednesday ;  that 
thepuoishment,  though  moderate,  should 
be  swift  and  certain ;  end  that  there 
should  no  longer  ho  the  mockery  of  an 
Assize  trial.  No  peaceable  person  going 
about  his  bu&ineaa  in  Ireland  would  be 
one  whit  the  worse  in  consequonoe  of 
this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  taken  care  to  avoid  all  per- 
sonalities, and  in  no  respect  had  the 
Qoveinment  been  responsible  for  the 
waste  of  time  spent  over  the  Bill.  The 
suggestion  that  the  delay  was  encou- 
raged by  the  Qovemment  in  order  to 
postpone  the  quarrels  with  the  Liberal 
Unionists  which  were  inevitable  in  the 
future  was  absurd  on  the  face  of  it,  as 
there  neither  were  nor  were  likely  to 
be  any  serious  differences  between  the 
Oonservative  and  Liberal  sactione  of  the 
Unionist  Party.  He  was  proud  to  sit 
behind  MiniHters  who  oonduoted  the 
affairs  of  the  country  with  such  dignity, 
skill,  and  moderation. 

Mn.  FATJLTON  ^Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland)  said,  that  in  respect  of  dig- 
nity the  Government  was  the  laughing 
stock  of  Europe  in  respect  of  the  Turkish 
Convention.  Of  their  ekill  they  had 
proof  in  the  absolute  stagnation  of 
Fublio  Business,  and  their  moderation 
was  manifested  by  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  of  unexampled  severity  fbroed 
through  the  House  by  the  most  lyran- 
nical  methods.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  had  commented 
upon  the  fact  that  the  educated  classes 
were  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  he  also  asked  why  it  was 
that  whilst  they  did  not  attach  so  much 
importance  to  them  in  this  country,  they 
yet  did  attach  very  great  importance  to 
educated  opinion  abroad.  Ha  ventured 
to  Doint  out  this  difference,  and,  in  hia 


OQ  this  dde  of  the  House  regarding  the 
benefits  of  trial  by  jury.  Then  as  to 
the  arbitrary  powers  they  proposed  to 
^ve  the  Loid  Lieutenant.  There  again, 
ly  introducing  a  definition  as  the  non. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  —  the  late  Attorney 
General — (Sir  Charles  SusHell)proposed, 
they  might  have  avoided  all  reason- 
able objections.  Perhaps  a  still  more 
remarkable  example  of  the  way  in 
which  they  had  avoided  the  obviously 
right  thing  to  do  was  in  their  treatment 
of  the  question  of  conspiracy.  The  way 
was  there  again  pointed  out  to  them  in 
a  clear  and  definite  Resolution  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney,  and  they  refused  to 
take  it.  They  deliberately  rejected  that 
which  would  be — he  warned  them — the 
fint  prinoiple  of  demooratio  jurispru- 
dence, and  that  was  that  whatever  was 
lawful  for  one  man  to  do  should  not  be 
imlawful  for  two  or  more  men  to  do, 
and  thereby  they  had  drawn  upon  their 
heads  perhaps  the  most  formidable 
oritioism  levelled  against  this  Bill.  After 
all  had  been  said,  he  must  confess  he 
was  heartily  glad  that  they  had  reached 
the  final  stage  of  this  abominable  Bill. 
He  was  sure  that  in  that  sentiment  all 
parts  of  the  House— including  that  nart 
where  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  eat 
— would  cordially  agree.  They  were 
going  to  get  rid  of  it,  and  he  was  thank- 
Inl  for  it.  He  had  never  pretended  to 
be  one  of  those  who  struck  melodra- 
matic attitudes  about  this  coercion.  He 
thought  that  after  B6  Coercion  Acts  it 
was  a  little  ridiculous  to  go  into  hys- 
terics over  the  87th,  and  for  his  part  ha 
hoped  that  way  of  looking  at  the  Bill 
would  be  shared  by  some  hon.  Members 
near  him.  [^rtun/ "No,  no!"]  He 
believed  many  of  them  shared  it  now. 
He  believed  they  would  find  that  the 
Bill  in  its  administradon  would  be  as 
great  a  sham  as  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  generally.  At  all 
events,  he  hoped  and  trusted  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  neglecting,  if 
it  be  necessary,  any  counsel  to  lawless- 
nesB  that  they  might  receive  from  this 
aide  of  the  House,  would  do  their  best, 
by  patience,  by  fair  play,  by  abstinence 
from  violence,  to  make  it  difficult  for 
the  Qovemment  to  convert  this  sham 
Bill  into  anything  like  a  reality. 
Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-nnder-Lyne) 
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namely,  that  in  this  country  thoBS  who 
considered  themselves  the  upper  olassos 
had  a  strong  and  dirwt  persoaal  interest 
in  such  questions  as  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing— namely,  the  government  of 
Ireland.  Abroad  the  state  of  things  was 
not  the  same.  There  educated  opinion 
was  not  so  closely  identified  with  those 
classes  of  the  population  connected  with 
the  landed  interest,  and  he  did  think 
that  there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  views  and  opinions  of  the  up]>er 
clasaos  of  this  country  must  of  necessity 
be,  to  a  certain  extent,  influenced  and 
tinged  by  the  considerations  which 
attached  to  their  interests  as  contrasted 
to  the  interests  of  the  masses  of  the 
people.  If  they  were  to  have  coercion, 
the  sooner  it  came  the  sooner  it  would 
be  ended.  He  believed  that  this  was  the 
very  last  lease  of  life  it  would  have  in 
this  country.  The  noble  Marquess  told 
them  that  if  such  an  organization  as  the 
National  Leaguo  existed  in  England  it 
would  be  immediately  crushed.  If  a 
National  League  existed  in  England  the 
first  thing  Parliament  would  do  would 
be,  not  to  set  to  work  to  crush  it,  but  to 
remove  the  cause  of  its  existence.  In 
the  same  way,  until  the  remedy  was 
adopted  in  Ireland,  no  matter  what  at- 
tempts they  might  make  to  crush  such 
organizations,  they  would  spring  up 
agaia  aod  agaiu.  What  right  had  the 
Party  opposite  to  talk  of  a  wfistad 
Session  1  Had  they  not  got  their 
wretched  Bill  through  ?  If  they  at- 
tached hut  half  the  importance  to  it 
wJiich  they  professed  to  attach  to  it, 
they  ought  to  be  saiisficd  and  to  cease 
to  prate  about  the  Session  having  been 
wasted.  The  Bill  bad  been  described 
by  the  right  hon,  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ifr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  as  a  measure  for  the  protection 
of  minorities  in  Ireland.  What  he 
wished  to  know  was  this— If,  as  was  ad- 
mitted, the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
that  nouse  was  to  govera,  why  should 
not  the  opinion  of  the  majority  govern 
in  Ireland  ?  The  Bill  was  real^  only 
a  makeshift.  If  the  Qoverament  bad 
had  the  courage  of  their  opinions  they 
would  have  adopted  the  only  true  alter- 
native to  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Hr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  attempted 
to  govern  Ireland  by  martial  law. 
The  noble  Marquees  the  Member  for 
Itosaendale  had  declared  that  the  ob> 
Mr,  PmUtm 


jects  of  this  Bill  were  the  same  as  those 
of  the  Bill  of  18B1.  Evea  if  that  were 
ao,  nothing  would  be  gained,  for,  accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  of  Lord  Spencer 
himself,  the  Bill  of  1 B6 1  failed  to  secure 
its  objects,  as  would  inevitably  the  mea- 
sure now  under  consideration. 

SiE  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin, 
Co.,  S.)  said,  he  thought  he  could  very 
well  understand  why  bon.  Members 
opposite  were  anxious  that  the  debate 
on  this  Bill  should  come  to  a  very  speedy 
conclusion,  because  from  what  had  been 
said  oa  the  opposite  side  of  tho  House 
during  the  debate  their  position  had  not 
been  improved.  The  longer  this  mea- 
sure, which  they  were  trying  to  force  on 
the  House  in  this  unprecedented  fashion, 
was  investigated,  the  more  monstrous 
it  would  appear.  Admitting,  for  tho 
sake  of  argument,  that  hon.  Members 
apposite  did  well  in  endeavouring  to 
bring  this  debate  to  a  speedy  conclusion, 
it  did  not  fuUow  in  the  least  that  at  any 
rate  the  Irish  Members  were  bound  in 
any  way  to  give  in  to  their  wishes 
in  that  respect.  They  had  not  been 
sent  there  to  suit  the  convenionco  of 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Nowadays 
Irishman  were  not  prepared  to  betray 
their  country  to  suit  the  convenience  of 
an  English  political  Party.  The  day  ia 
wliich  that  sort  of  thing  could  be  done 
was  gone  by,  and  there  was  very  little 
chance  of  its  coming  back  again. 
They  cared  very  little  whether  they 
were  called  Obstructionists  or  not  any 
more  than  they  cared  whether  hon. 
Members  chose  to  call  them  dynamiters 
and  assassins,  for  there  was  as  much 
reason  for  the  one  reproach  as  the  other. 
They  were  told  that  in  opposing  this 
Bill  the  Irish  Members  were  impeding 
Enslish  legislation ;  but  it  was  tho  duly 
of  the  Irish  Members  to  oppose  this  Bill. 
It  was  the  Government  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  its  introduction,  and  lE 
English  legislation  was  impeded,  that 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  Iriah  Members, 
but  of  the  Government.  Would  not 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  offered  an 
equally  etrenuous  resistance  to  the  mea- 
sure il  it  had  affected  their  own  country  ? 
Would  they  submit  tamely  while  their 
liberties  were  voted  away  by  an  unfair 
and  unscrupulous  majority  ?  In  an  old 
number  of  TA»  Timia  he  remembered 
reading  these  words — "Liberty  is  a 
serious  game  to  be  played  out,  as  the 
Greek  told  the  Persian,  with  knives  an4 
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willi  hatchets."  Whea  Ihnt  appeared 
Thi  Timet  was  supporting  the  cauBO  of 
the  revolution  in  Italy.  He  did  not 
suppoee  that  The  Tims»  would  coneent 
to  the  application  of  those  woida  to 
the  cose  of  Ireland.  But  tho  Irish 
people  considered  that  the;  vere  ae 
much  entitled  to  the  rights  of  free  men 
as  were  the  Italians,  and  they  had  not 
the  elightest  intention  to  forego  their 
claim.  They  could  not  regain  their 
liberties  by  force  of  arms,  but  they  in- 
tended resorting  to  every  Constitutional 
method.  This  Coercion  Bill  Iiad  been 
brought  in  by  the  Government  in  breach 
of  their  pledges  to  the  country  at  the 
last  Qeneral  Election.  The  Conaer- 
vatives  then  denied  that  there  waa  no 
alternative  to  Home  Kule  but  coercion ; 
but  the  event  had  proved  that  they  were 
wrong.  There  was  no  justiScation  for 
the  Bill,  for  Ireland  waa  in  a  very 
peaceful  condition — more  peaceful  than 
when  the  Oonaervative  Party  were 
coquetting  with  Home  Sule,  more 
peaceful  than  when  they  themselves 
deliberately  abstained  from  resorting  to 
ooercioD.  It  almost  seemed  as  if  the 
object  of  the  Qovernment  in  bringing 
in  this  Bill  was  to  find  some  excuse  for 
not  legislating  for  the  reform  of  abuses 
and  tlie  abolition  of  privileges.  At 
first  reference  was  made  to  one  or  two 
charges  of  the  Irieh  Judges  to  justify 
this  Bill,  but  this  ground  had  been 
Rbaadoned,  for  it  had  been  shown  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  charges  of  the 
Irish  Judges  testified  to  the  crimeless- 
neiB  of  the  country.  Tlien  it  was  urged 
that  the  Bill  was  made  necessary  by  the 
fact  that  juries  would  not  convict.  But, 
though  it  waa  quite  true  that  Irish 
juries,  to  their  credit,  would  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  made  the  tools  of  the 
Irish  Government  in  prosecutions  car- 
ried out  by  trick  and  chicanery  against 
political  foes,  he  denied  that  juries  had 
been  unwilling  to  return  fair  verdicts 
according  to  the  evidence  in  ordinary 
cases.  The  last  excuse  for  coercion  waa 
that  intimidation  was  rife  in  Ireland. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  less  in- 
timidation than  thero  had  ever  been,  and 
far  leu  than  there  had  been  when  the 
Tory  Party  had  gone  about  the  country 
reproaching  the  Liberals  for  coercing 
Ireland.  The  Irish  people  had  learned 
in  Ie{ 
tnethoi 


than  tho  mutilation  of  cattle  and  as- 
sassination. It  was  not  intimidation 
that  the  Government  intended  to  attack 
by  this  Bill ;  they  wanted  to  put  down 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  which  was  now 
legal,  but  which  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  make  illegal.  It  was  a  Bill  to 
suppress  the  right  of  public  meeting  and 
free  speech,  to  silence  the  Irish  people, 
to  attack  the  opponents  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  put  down  Constitutional 
agitation.  Its  only  result  would  be  to 
make  things  in  Ireland  worse  than  they 
now  were,  and  to  make  the  people  more 
disloyal.  They  had  asked  through 
channels  which  the  Oonstitution  laid 
down  for  the  right  to  make  their  own 
laws,  and  this  Bill  was  the  answer  which 
waa  given  them  by  the  Government.  He 
believed  that  they  would  auoceed  in  win- 
ning back  that  right  before  very  long, 
in  spite  of  coercion  and  in  spite  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  J.  PLUNKETT  ( Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury),  said,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  remark  used  by  an  hon.  Member 
that  the  sooner  this  law  was  passed  the 
sooner  it  would  die.  That  was  his  hope 
and  wish,  and  the  sooner  the  Irish 
people  made  up  their  minda  to  enjoy  the 
peace  and  security  which  Her  Majesty's 
laws  had  brought  to  other  parts  of  the 
Empire  the  better  it  would  be  for  them.' 
That  Bill,  by  being  permanent,  would 
prevent  a  seditious  and  dangerous  or- 
ganization, under  another  name,  but 
with  the  same  leaders,  from  taking  the 
place  of  the  National  League  in  Ire- 
land. There  were  many  parts  of  that 
country  which  could  not  by  any  possi* 
bility  support  their  present  amouot  of 
population,  and  he  maintained  that  emi- 
gration was  a  blessing  to  the  people.  It 
was  cruel  to  try  and  keep  the  people  on 
the  poor  land,  and  he  believed  that 
emigration  was  the  only  remedy  for  the 
congested  and  impoverished  districts  of 
Ireland.  In  many  instances  that  he 
knew  of,  Irishmen  hod  borrowed  the 
money  to  emigrate  with,  and  had  in- 
variably repaid  it,  and  in  a  little  time 
they  had  also  sent  for  their  families  and 
invited  their  connections  to  follow  them. 
It  was  said  that  the  poor  Irish  tenants 
had  only  been  enabled  to  pay  their  rents 
with  the  assistance  of  the  money  they 
received  from  their  kindred  in  America ; 
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Irisb  teaaatB  themBelreB  not  also  go 
Bon}3«  the  Atlantic,  where  thsy  irould 
be  enabled  to  lire  in  comfort  and  plenty  F 
Seotland  many  years  ago  vas  in  quite 
as  bad  a  condition  as  Ireland  was  now, 
but  ber  people  wisely  adopted  emio^- 
tion  with  the  exoeUent  results  wbioh 
ware  nt  present  apparent.  Tbey  were 
told  that  Ireland  was  now  suffering 
under  unfair  laws ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
Dourt)  eaid  that  if  the  laws  were  unfair 
the  first  thing  to  be  done  was  to  rectify 
them  and  make  them  fair.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  seemed  to 
have  forgotten  that  he  and  the  right 
hon.  Uember  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Gladstone)  had  been  mainly  respon- 
sible for  the  law  in  regard  to  Ireland 
for  a  long  period  of  years.  If,  as  was 
admitted,  the  past  Irish  legislation  __ 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
had  proved  a  total  failure,  was  it  likely 
that  the  people  of  Eogland  would  try 
his  etatesmanahtp  again  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman's  Irish  legislation  had 
not  been  a  failure,  why  did  he  com- 
pletely turn  round  and  now  promote  the 
very  thing  which  his  former  measures 
were  intended  to  guard  a|;ainst,  because 
they  had  been  entirely  directed  against 
Home  Bule  7  They  were  often  reminded 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  public 
career  had  extended  over  50  years.  For 
is  years  out  of  the  60,  however,  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  been  against 
Home  Hule,  and  one  year  for  it.  Had 
he  been  wrong  for  49  years  and  right 
only  for  one  ?  Each  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  former  great  Irish  Bills 
was  annoauced  by  him  as  final,  and  yet 
they  had  all  failed.  Were  they  to  have 
another  great  measure  from  him  which 
should  be  positively  final  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Qeotleman  were  to  turn  round 
again,  in  his  opinions,  and  to  say  that 
Home  Bule  would  be  a  form  of  treason 
which,  as  a  patriotic  Englishman,  he 
could  not  submit  to,  he  would  have  just 
OS  large  a  following  as  he  had  at  pre- 
sent. The  hon.  Member  had  made  a 
charge  of  false  imprisonment  against 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  for  having  ehut  him  up 
in  Kilmainham.  Why  did  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  take  proceed- 
ings against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 
The  fact  was,  the  case  was  settled 
out  of  Court,  and  the  compensation 
awarded  to  the  hon.  Member  was  the 


Kilmainham  Treaty,  by  which  it  was 
agreed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
on  condition  that  he  was  released  Jrom 
gaol,  would  give  a  general  support  to 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  induce  his  fol- 
lowers to  do  the  same.  The  next  reward 
offered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  the  giving  over  the  country  of  Ire- 
land to  the  tender  merdeB  of  that  ban. 
Member.  Aiid  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  whole  of  the  dviliied 
world  was  in  favour  of  his  extraordinary 
snheme.  If  that  were  the  case,  he  oonld 
only  say  that  the  conversion  of  the 
civilized  world  to  that  creed  had  been 
effected  quicker  than  its  conversion  to 
Christianity.  It  was  quite  clear,  how- 
ever, that  such  dark  comers  as  London, 
Oxford,  and  Cambridge  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  civilized  world,  though  in 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
such  places  as  Chicago  were.  The 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  would  not 
have  satisfied  the  Irish  Bepresentatires. 
Although  their  speeches  in  the  House 
of  Commons  might  have  conveyed  the 
idea  that  they  were  satisfied  with  it,  they 
could  not  speak  for  those  to  whom  tbey 
looked  for  support.  The  promises  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  oould  not  be 
depended  upon;  and  if  the  scheme  of 
Home  Enle  ofi'ered  were  not  exactly  what 
the  supporters  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party  thought  it  should  be,  the  only 
way  of  rectifying  the  fatal  mistake  that 
would  be  made  in  granting  it  would  be 
a  military  re-conqueat  of  Ireland.  He 
bad  heard  it  stated  in  the  Honse  that 
the  Crimes  Bill  would  be  rendered  futile 
by  the  action  of  the  Nationalist  Press  in 
Ireland;  bathe  supposed  that  if  a  news- 
paper deliberately  incited  the  people  to 
rebellion  it  woula  come  within  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  The  course  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  had  shown  all  dis. 
affected  persons  that  if  they  disagreed 
with  the  law  they  had  only  to  break  it 
either  wilh  gunpowder  or  with  the  other 
resources  of  civilization,  and  they  would 
get  it  altered.  His  present  allies,  by 
persistent  law- breaking,  had  wrung 
concession  after  conoession  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  until  now  they 
had  got  him  on  hia  knees,  and  he  had 
gone  over  to  the  very  men  who  were 
formerly  deaortbed  as  marching  through 
rapine  to  the  dismemberment  of  the 
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Empire—  to  the  very  men  tie  liad  put  in 
prieon,  and  who  were  now  parBuiag  the 
same  objects  b;  the  same  means  as 
those  for  which  he  imprisoned  them, 
irhen  all  England  applauded  their  im- 
prisonment. 

Mb.  B.  OOLEBIDGE  (Sheffiold,  At- 
terdiffe) :  I  have  listened  with  what 
attention  I  could  to  the  somewhat  in- 
coherent speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Thomoury  Division  of  Olouoester- 
ahire  (Mr.  Plunkett},  and  I  could  not 
but  ^mpathize,  when  I  listened  to  that 
speech,  with  the  dislike  and  distrust  ex- 
hibited on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers with  British  rale  in  Ireland.  It 
struck  me  that  at  this  late  period  of  the 
contest  we  hare  something  graver  and 
more  weigh^  on  hand  than  the  wretched 
bandjing  of  iuguoguei  from  one  side  to 
the  other,  and  I  was  surprised  that  the 
main  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
ing  an  Aotwhich  deprives  the  Sister 


pMsmg 
Conntry 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
at  some  other  time,  and  under  other  cir- 
cnmstauoes,  had  expressod  other  views 
than  those  which  no  now  expresses. 
"Whether  that  were  true  or  not,  it  struck 
me  that  a  taunt  about  the  Eilmainham 
Treat;  from  a  Member  of  a  Party  which, 
Trithia  the  memory  of  everyone,  has  in- 
trigued for  the  support  of  the  Irish 
Party  did  not  come  ^m  the  right 
t^narter,  and  was  not  addressed  to  the 
nght  quarter.  I  am  well  aware  that 
the  time  for  argument  on  this  question 
ia  oloaed.  I  am  aware  that  argument  ia 
treated  with  quiet  contempt  by  those 
who  have  power  on  their  aide ;  but,  al- 
^ough  the  time  for  atgament  may  be 
passed,  the  time  for  protest,  however 
onaTailing,  is  not  past.  I  speak  on  be- 
half of  a  working-class  constituenov ; 
and  I  tell  the  House,  that  it  may  be 
some  satisfaction  to  the  Irish  Members 
irhen  I  say  it,  that  the  working  men  in 
my  oonstitnency— and  I  believe  they 
are  only  a  sample  of  the  working  men 
tiuon^hont  the  entire  Kingdom — repu- 
diate with  scorn  and  contempt  all  re- 
aponaibili^  for  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
I  am  aware  that  this  Bill  has  practically 
been  passed  by  the  closure  of  debate  in 
tbia  House.  I  have  never  said  a  word 
against  the  right  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  pass  the  measures  it  thinks 
neoeasary  to  pass  by  olomng  debates  in 
this  HouM.    I  admit  that  &om  their 


point  of  view  they  are  justified  in  pre- 
venting prolonged  discussion  if  fliey 
think  that  prolonged  discussion  is  a 
disadvantage  to  the  country  over  which 
they  role.  Bat  I  maintain  that  it  ia  our 
right  to  protest  in  season  aud  out  of 
season  against  legislation  which  we  be- 
lieve to  he  damaging  to  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  country.  It  ia  our  duty  to 
show  the  people  that  if  you  destroy  the 
liberties  oi  a  Sister  Country  you  destroy 
your  own.  The  result  of  closing  debate 
in  this  House  is  to  drive  discussion  to 
platforms.  There  the  contest  will  have 
to  be  fought  out;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
of  the  issue.  I  maintain  that  hy  the 
legislation  which  the  House  is  now  at- 
tempting to  enforce  the  House  is  running 
counter  to  the  great  and  healthy  moru 
sentiment  of  aU  that  is  beat  and  wisest 
in  the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  know  there  are  men  who  cast  scorn 
upon  any  person  in  the  House  who  men- 
tions either  moral  or  sentiment ;  but  I 
say  that  in  this  time  of  day  that  Govern- 
ment will  not  last  long  which  violates 
the  moral  instincts  and  sentiments  of  the 
people  over  which  it  rules.  It  is  within 
the  recollection  of  all  in  this  House 
that  the  strongest  Government  perhaps 
this  country  ever  saw  was  swept  away 
because  the  people  of  the  country  con-' 
sidered  it  was  in  its  foreign  policy  vio- 
lating moral  instincts,  because  it  was 
fighting  on  behalf  of  oppression  against 
freedom  and  self-government.  I  might 
appeal  to  the  other  side  on  other  and 
lower  grounds ;  I  might  ask  them  as  a 
candid  &iendof  an  Opportunist  Govern- 
ment, whether  or  not  thev  think  that  the 
passing  into  law  of  this  legi^ation  will 
redound  to  their  credit  and  benefit  ?  The 
efiect  of  passing  bad  laws  does  not  cease 
when  those  laws  come  into  operation. 
The  effect  of  passing  bad  laws  is  to  de- 
moralize those  who  pass  them.  You 
have  already  begun  to  lower  the  line  of 
controversy  in  thia  ooontry.  Ton  no 
longer  fight  the  question  tmon  bare 
argument.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  this  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  lends  hie  name  and  the  name  of 
his  business  to  the  spreading  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land 
accusations  against  Members  of  the 
House  which,  if  false,  are  dishonouring 
to  him  who  spreads  them. 

The  FIRST  LOfiD  of  the  TREA- 
81JBY   (Mr.  W.   H.  Suith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it 
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is  oonBistsnt  with  tlie  digait;  of  political 
controyoray  to  iatroduoe  ciLarKeB  of  this 
kind  into  the  debates  of  this  House.  I 
have  said  before,  and  I  say  again,  that 
I  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
circulation  of  the  papers  to  which  the 
hon.  Oentleman  refers,  and  it  ie  mon- 
strous such  charges  should  be  made  in 
this  House. 

Ma.  B.  COLERIDGE :  I  do  not  re- 
tract anything  I  have  said. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  ask 
him  to  retract  anything,  and  I  did  not 
expect  it  of  him. 

Mr.  B.  COLERIDGE :  If  the  right 
hon.  Ctentleman  had  heard  me  out  ho 
would  have  heard  I  said  that  the  spread- 
ing of  these  accusations,  if  they  were 
false,  were  dishonouring  to  him  to  spread 
them.  Into  the  truth  or  otherwise  of 
those  accusatiouB  the  right  hoa.  Oentle- 
man himself  declines  to  inquire,  and  I 
say  tliat  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is 
thuH  dealing  a  blow  at  tho  respect  which 
I  say  from  my  heart  all  persons  in  this 
House,  including  myself,  desire  to  enter- 
tain for  him.  Such  are  the  means, 
hitherto  unknown,  by  which  this  Act  is 
being  propagated  and  pressed  in  this 
Honse.  How  will  it  work  in  Ireland  ? 
If  it  fails,  it  will  be  a  mouument  of  in- 
capacity, oovering  the  grave  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  political  reputation. 
If  it  succeeds,  through  what  method  and 
through  what  men  will  it  eucoeod?  After 
the  Bill  is  passed  all  that  is  wisest  in  the 
Irish  Nation  will  be  stigmatized  as 
rebellious  and  criminal.  The  persons  by 
whom  you  will  work  this  Act  are  those 
men  who  are  cowards  enough  to  become 
informers,  or  who  are  dishonest  enough 
to  become  your  spies.  You  do  not  even 
stop  here.  From  day  to  day,  on  the 
platforms  of  the  country,  and  in  this 
House,  you  and  those  who  support  you 
are  trading  in  the  ignoble  pasaiona  of 
religious  hatred  and  religious  prejudice. 
H  I  had  that  dash  of  opportunism  in  my 
nature  which  I  believe  is  owned  by  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  if  I  were  atmply 
considering  I'atty  triurophe,  I  tthould 
say—"  Go  on,  walk  in  the  exact  path  in 
which  you  are  now  walking,  do  not  be 
too  hasty,  but  fill  up  drop  by  drop  tho 
cup  of  exasperation  until  it  ia  full  to 
overflowing."  Sir,  higher  considerations 
animate  our  minds  in  dealing  with  a 
great  question  like  this.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  attainment  of  Party  triumphs 
aro  what  we  ought  to  consider  in  doal- 
ilr.  W.  M.  Smilk 


ing  with  the  Irish  Question.  I  do  not 
wish  to  see  enacted  over  again  the  sad 
and  harrowing  details  of  Irish  evictions ; 
I  do  not  want  to  see  performed  again 
upon  public  platforms  the  laat  tragedy 
of  a  nation's  life.  I  do  not  expect  tho 
hon.  Oentleman  opposite  will  do  any- 
thing else  but  jeer  at  anything  that 
seems  to  them  tike  sentiment  or  morals. 
I  say  this,  that  when  that  day  comes,  as 
come  it  inevitably  will,  when  you  have 
to  appeal  to  the  people  of  this  country 
to  endorse  your  aotions  and  to  approve 
your  policy,  I  am  as  certain  as  I  stand 
here  that  your  actions  to-night  will  bo 
spurned  and  disowned  by  all  that  is  best, 
wisest,  and  most  generous  in  the  people 
of  the  British  Teles. 

CoLONRL  DUNCAN  {Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  said,  he  felt  bound  to  repudiate 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Attereliffe  Division  of 
ShefBeld  (Mr.  B.  Coleridge),  that  argu- 
ment was  wasted  upon  those  who  sat 
upon  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House. 
He  had  listened  to  all  that  had  been 
said  on  this  subject,  and  he  had  endea- 
voured to  nut  himself  in  the  place  of 
those  who  spoke  on  the  opposite  side, 
but  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  measure  was  necessary,  and  that  it 
was  no  encroachment  on  individual 
liberty.  As  a  soldier  he  objected  to  the 
term  "  coercive  "  being  applied  to  a  mea- 
sure intended  to  enforce  the  law  and  to 
prevent  crime.  It  was  aimed  atorime 
and  criminal  associations,  and  would  no 
more  interfere  with  well-aOected  indiri- 
duals  than  did  the  law  of  this  country. 
Complaint  had  been  made  that  the  Bill 
was  aimed  at  political  association,  but  as 
be  understood  politics  it  was  the  science 
of  all  that  related  to  the  welfare  of  the 
State,  and  if  not  the  welfare  of  the  Slate 
but  its  injury  was  contemplated  by  any 
political  association  then  he  said  the 
political  association  should  feel  the 
power  of  tho  latvs  as  much  as  the  indi- 
vidual. There  was  no  more  reason  why 
this  measure  should  not  be  permanont 
than  there  was  against  the  Decalogue 
being  permanent.  He  trusted  that  hon. 
Members  would  come  to  a  Division  that 
night  without  any  acrimony  entering 
their  minds. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  have 
listened  with  considerable  attention,  and 
with  some  amusement,  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  gRllant  Gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House.  Although  the 
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hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  belongs  to 
the  Tory  Party,  lie  ia  a  Qentleman  for 
whom  I  have  always  entertained  a  deep 
Teapect  and  kindly  feeling.  I  have  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  he  means  well 
to  Ireland  if  his  lights  enabled  him  to 
see  the  facts  in  their  true  position.  I  do 
not  intend  to  follow  him  in  the  hopeleas 
task  of  essaying  to  throw  oil  on  the 
tronbled  Tatera,  but  there  is  one  etate- 
ment  of  his  to  which  I  must  take  oz- 
oeption  when  he  said  that  he  and  his 
Fart;  looked  at  this  matter  from  a 
higher  standpoint  than  we  do.  I  deny 
that  proposition.  They  look  at  it  from 
the  point  of  view  of  what  is  best  for  the 
Empire  ;  we  look  at  it  from  the  point  of 
view  of  liberty.  Our  duty  is  to  see  that 
the  libertiea  of  the  Irish  people  are  re- 
spectfld,  and  our  first  duty  is,  although 
W6  Rre  prepared,  as  we  have  frequenfly 
stated  lathis  House,  to  acknowledge  when 
we  are  decently  treated,  a  duty  also  to 
this  Empire  which  we  do  not  acknow- 
ledge at  the  present  moment.  Our  first 
and  greatest  duty  is  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  have  Bent  us  bore  to  repre- 
sent them.  There  is  one  point  frequently 
alluded  to  in  the  course  of  the  long  de- 
bates on  this  Bill,  and  which  has  formed 
the  substance  to-night  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Uarquess  tho  Uember  for 
Eoesendale.  That  is  the  protracted 
character  of  the  opposition  given  to 
this  Bill  by  the  Members  for  Ireland. 
I  admit  that  the  charaoter  of  that  oppo- 
Bition  has  been  prolonged  and  bitter, 
but  hon.  Uembera  who  indulge  in  this 
charge  forget,  or  pretend  to  forget, 
that  daring  the  whole  of  this  matter 
we  have  represented  in  this  House  a 
majority  of  five-sixths  of  the  nation  to 
which  this  legislation  is  alone  sought  to 
be  applied.  Can  anything  be  more 
disiDgennouB  or  unjust  than  to  conduct 
an  argument  on  the  assumption  that 
there  is  no  real  distinction  between  the 
English  and  Irish  nations  ?  Had  not 
the  history  of  your  legislation  swept  all 
snoh  contention  away  ?  Are  not  the  land 
laws  of  the  two  countries.  Is  not  the 
whole  machinery  of  government,  as 
different  as  possi  ble  P  Why  is  it  that  the 
Qneen  does  not  rule  directly  in  Ireland, 
but  is  represented  by  a  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 
Everyone  knows  that  it  is  false  and  mis- 
leadiiigtosByUiatthe  two  nations  are  one 
nation;  therefore  any  argument  as  to 
the  obarocter  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill   drawn    from  preoedenoe    of   the 


^position  given  by  a  minority  in  that 
Hottee  to  measures  affecting  the  entire 
nation,  or  by  a  minority  of  English 
Hopresentatives  to  measures  affecting 
England,  is  false  and  fallacious.  If 
the  Irish  nation  formed  an  integral  and 
indivisible  part,  as  you  maintain  it  does, 
of  this  Britiah  nation,  why  do  you 
introduce  laws  into  this  House  and  not 
apply  them  to  the  whole  people?  I 
maintain  that  our  position  is  impreg- 
nable when  we  say  that  we  stand  upon 
the  floor  of  this  Houso  as  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  a  vast  and  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  people — I  was  going  to 
say  the  great  people,  but  I  will  not  say 
that,  but  I  mil  say  the  unfortunate 
people  whose  fortunes  and  liberties  atone 
are  affected  by  this  Bill.  If  there  bo 
any  object  at  all  in  our  remaining  in 
this  House  that  object  must  be,  to  somo 
extent,  to  impress  our  views  upon  the 
House.  We  have  laboured  long  and 
hard  during  this  Session,  and  I  cannot, 
for  my  part,  see  that  we  have  achieved 
much  in  the  direction  of  impressing  our 
views  upon  the  House.  1  recollectclearly 
at  an  early  stage  in  these  proceedings, 
when  it  was  proposed  first  to  put  the 
closure  upon  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
House,  that  some  of  our  Party  upon 
these  Benches  used  what  might  be 
described  as  the  threat  that  if  closured 
in  this  HoQse  they  would  betake  them- 
selves to  the  country  and  appeal  to  the 
people  of  England,  and  I  recollect  the 
roar  of  derision  with  which  that  threat 
was  received  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. In  view  of  the  threat  I  read  with 
great  amusement  the  speech  delivered 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at 
St.  James's  Hall,  on  the  6th  of  July, 
when  he  was  endeavouring  to  revive  the 
somewhat  drooping  spirits  of  his  Party 
as  the  result  of  the  Spalding  election. 
What  does  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer say  in  reference  to  the  Spalding 
election  ?     He  says — 

"  I  will  teil  you  ons  maans  by  which  thut 
elfictioB  was  won.  The  Irish  Party  flont  down 
almost  a  force  of  their  energelio  Blembers  to 
spread  thoir  doctrinea  abroad  in  that  constitu- 
ency, not  oaly  making  tet  speeches  at  big 
meetin^B,  bat  going  from  village  to  village  and 
almoBtfrom  house  to  house." 
I  thought  that,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  they  attempted  to 
do  such  a  thing  they  would  be  kicked 
out  of  the  place. 

"Thay  put  thoir  plaonbla  case  berfore  the 
eJoctora,  who  had  not  the  means  which  men 
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have  in  the  great  centrei  of  iniolligence  to  con- 
traet  tlia  language  used  ia  Englaad  and  the 
lanf^oaga  neGd  in  Ireland.  Tbej  beard  the 
views  which  were  put  before  them  by  those  Iriah 
Representatiyes— man  of  much  eloquence  and 
trmnendouB  energy.  They  had  not  t«ad  about 
thdr  antecedents ;  they  hud  not  read,  no  doubt, 
ai  most  of  Ton  have  read,  of  how  that  frendli- 
neu  tovards  Eogland  which  may  have  been 
displayed  in  the  hamleta  of  that  division  has  not 
been  the  friendlinesa  avowed  when  they  atood 
upon  other  platforms  in  Ireland,  or  America, 
and  so  a  BaccMsful  oampaig^n  may  have  been 


I  can  tell  Uia  right  hou.  Gentleman 
that  hie  Unioniat  irieDds  took  care 
that  the  electOTB  of  the  Spalding  Di- 
vision ehould  read  every  blackguardly 
libel  that  baa  been  circulated.  Tbey 
were  deluged  with  them,  and  there  was 
not  a  peasant's  cottage  or  a  labourer's 
house  but  the  Hbols  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  were  poured 
upon  their  tables.  The  electors  had  read 
them,  but  tbey  refused  to  believe  them. 
Let  not  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer lay  the  flattering  unction  to 
hie  Boul  that  he  baa  only  to  spread 
hie  libels  and  all  will  be  well.  These 
libels  have  been  spread  abroad  for 
months  past,  but  thoy  had  no  effect, 
and  the  labourers  and  farmers  of  Eng- 
land will  not  believe  Th»  Tiiitei,  bnt  they 
will  believe  the  Irish  Members.  ^A 
laugh.']  Hon.  Members  may  laugh,  but 
we  will  meet  you  at  every  election  in 
England.  It  is  made  a  grievance 
against  the  Irish  Members  that,  not 
content  with  addressing  public  meetings 
in  England,  they  went  into  the  boueee 
of  poor  men  and  sat  at  their  tables. 
We  did,  and  we  are  proud  to  boast  that 
we  were  welcomed  there  in  spite  of 
your  calumnies.  We  whom  you  de- 
nounce broadcast  over  England  aa  mur- 
derera  and  assassins  are  welcomed  at 
the  poor  man's  board  in  England,  and 
we  will  meet  you  there  on  every  ocoa- 
non,  and  we  will  see  the  poor  men,  and 
though  we  be  denounced  by  Th«  Timet 
newspaper,  we  can  get  a  hearing  from 
the  labourers  of  England,  and  get  them, 
perhaps,  to  vote  for  the  Irish  Members 
in  preference  to  men  who  sit  on  those 
Benches.  Tou  can  cloture  us  in  this 
House,  and  I  told  you  at  the  commence- 
ment of  these  debates  I  did  not  care  how 
soon  you  put  the  cloture  on  us  in  this 
House,  but  you  cannot  cloture  db  in 
England.  I  defy  yon,  and  I  defy  the 
Ministers  to  refuse  us  a  hearing  in 
ifr.  DiUon 
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'  England,  no  matter  what  Bills  you  may 
pass  in  this  House.  One  of  the  great 
arguments  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and 
whioh  has  been  used  throughout  these 
debates — namely,  that  there  is  crime  in 
Ireland,  has  been  practically  abandoned. 
The  speakers  to-night  have  practically 
ceased  to  put  that  branch  of  their  oon- 
tontion.  Men  like  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
others  admit  now  that  the  object  of  this 
Act  isto  prevent  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land and  the  power  from  passing  into 
the  bands  of  men  whom  tbey  denounce 
as  unworthy  of  all  public  confidence. 
Members  opposite  were  parties  some 
time  ago  to  an  attempt  on  which,  at 
least,  Eomeofthemmustlookbaokwitha 
considerabledegreeof  regret,  and  thatwas 
the  attempt  madetohoimdusfrom  public 
life  as  murderers  and  assassins.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Party 
oppoeite,  in  conjunction  with  their  Frese, 
made  a  determined  effort  to  hound  every 
Member  who  sits  on  this  Bench  out  of 
public  life  and  out  of  this  country. 
What  would  you  have  bettered  your 
position  if  you  had  done  so  ?  If  you 
oould  have  got  the  English  people  to 
believe  that  we  were  what  you  painted 
us  to  be,  there  would  have  been  but  two 
courses  open  to  us — we  should  either 
have  fought  foronr  Uvea  in  Ireland,  and 
fought  for  them  as  dearly  as  wo  could, 
or  have  quitted  this  country  and  gone  to 
America  or  elsewhere  where  an  honour- 
able career  was  open  to  us.  And  do  you 
imagine  for  one  moment  that  you  would 
have  been  better  in  your  position  in  Ire- 
land if  you  drove  66  men  from  this 
House  across  the  Atlantic  to  America  ? 
I  doubt  it  very  much  indeed.  What 
has  been  the  head  and  front  of  onr 
offending — what  hae  been  the  history  of 
onr  political  life  ?  I  state  the  history  of 
the  majori^  of  the  men  sitting  around 
me  when  I  say  our  lives  in  Ireland  have 
for  seven  years  been  one  continued 
struggle  to  get  our  people  to  abandoo 
the  methods  of  revolution  and  violence 
and  to  trust  to  action  within  the  walls 
of  this  House.  Over  and  over  again  we 
have  been  assailed  in  Ireland  by  old 
comrades,  and  by  men  who  call  Uiem- 
eelvea  advanced  Nationalists,  because 
we  have  asked  the  people  to  place  hope 
in  the  action  of  a  Party  within  these 
walls.  If  you  had  succeeded — as  you 
did  your  best  to  succeed — in  driving  us 
aoroes  the  Atlantic,  or,  at  all  events,  in 
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•xterminatin^  us  out  of  public  lifa 
Inland,  hov  far  dojou  think  you  would 
hare  advanced  on  the  road  towards  set' 
tling  the  Irish  problem  ?  What  would 
have  been  your  position  ?  You  would 
bavfi  beea  face  to  face  with  the  reoon- 
slitution  of  the  Fenian  organliation  and 
R  rebellioc — you  would  have  been  face 
to  face  with  the  secrot  societies  of 
America — and  I  cannot  see  that  you 
would  here  in  the  least  bettered  the 

Cpeot  of  settling  this  quarrel  end 
zing  about  peace  in  Ireland.  I 
admit  K-ankly — and  I  know  there  are 
men  sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite, 
Irishmen,  and  Irishmen  in  Ireland,  who 
deliberately  look  forward  for  years  and 

J  ears  to  come  to  a  euooesaion  of  rebel- 
ons  to  be  crushed  by  a  superior  power. 
That  is  what  has  been  to  them  the 
Dormal  condition  of  Ireland  since  the 
Union.  They  like  it,  for  it  means  as- 
cendency, a  eutgect  people,  and  s 
tyrannous  aristocracy.  That  is  the 
future  of  Ireland  tiiat  the  Irish  Tory 
Party  look  forward  to,  and  I  put  it  to 
Uiniaters,  is  that  the  future  they  look 
forward  to — a  repetition  of  what  has 
come  before— the  maintenanoe  of  the 
arietooraoy  in  a  position  of  power,  and  a 
constant  repetition  of  nnsnccessful  re* 
bellion  and  savage  repression.  I  know 
perfectly  well  tMt  is  the  idea  of  the 
Irish  Tory,  hut  I  queetion  whether  it  is 
the  idea  of  the  English  Conservative 
Party.  Had  you  succeeded  in  the  great 
scheme  of  extinguishing  the  Famellite 
Party  and  driving  them  to  America, 
that  wonld  have  been  all  you  could  have 
looked  forward  to  in  Ireland.  I  wish  I 
oonld  impress  upon  the  minds  of  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite— those  who  mean 
wall,  and  there  are  many  men  sitting  on 
those  Benches  who  mean  well — that  no 
wUder  folly  ever  entered  into  the  head 
of  man  than  that  you  will  ever  quench 
the  national  spirit  by  repreuion.  There 
is  not  a  shadow  of  a  chance  of  doing  it. 
Tou  can  oruHh  us  and  hold  us  down, 
but  make  us  love  you  by  repression 
you  never  will.  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  speech  delivered  by 
the  noble  Uarquess  (the  Harquess  of 
Hartington]  to-night.  The  nobia  Mar- 
qaeaa  foond  fault  with  the  statement  of 
tiie  right  hon.  If  ember  for  Uid  Lothian 
as  to  the  verdict  of  the  civilized  world, 
and  he  asked  him — "  By  what  evidence 
are  ve  to  judge  of  the  verdict  of  the 
cirilized  world  f"    I  listened  with  the 


Seatest  attention  for  I  thought  the  noble 
arqueas  was  going  to  adduce  evidence 
on  his  side,  but  he  carefully  abstained 
from  doing  so.  He  pointed  to  no  specific 
fact  whioh  tended  to  show  that  the 
verdict  and  feeling  of  any  part  of  the 
civilized  world  was  in  favour  of  your 
cause,  and  no  greater  folly  could  be 
imagined,  and  there  is  not  a  single  man 
on  those  Benches  who  believes  in  his 
heart  that  the  verdict  of  the  oivilized 
world,  whether  on  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic  or  the  other,  has  not  an  effect 
upon  the  public  opinion  of  England,  and 
ought  to  have  its  effect,  and  I  soom  the 
man  who  stands  up  in  this  House — as 
some  of  little  intelligence  have  done — 
and  makes  it  a  boast  that  the  people  of 
England  have  treated  with  scorn  the 
opinion  of  the  civilized  world.  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
civilized  opinion  of  Europe — we  could 
make  a  strong  case  as  to  the  civilized 
opinion  of  Europe.  But  I  take  the  case 
of  America,  and  I  venture  to  say  there  is 
no  country  in  the  civilized  world  whose 
opinion  is  of  more  value  and  ought  to  be 
of  more  weight  in  the  minds  of  intelli- 
gent, liberty- loving  Englishmen  than 
the  opinion  of  America,  and  I  say  it  is 
absurd  of  any  intelligent  man  to  assert 
at  this  time  of  the  day  that  nine-tenths 
of  the  intelligent  and  educated  opinion 
of  America  is  not  with  Ireland  in  the 
demand  for  Home  Bule.  I  ask  the 
Ohnncellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  he  is 
about  to  speak,  to  name  the  great  jour- 
nals of  America  that  do  not  side  with 
us.  I  Dould  name  dozens  whioh  do,  and 
I  do  not  know  one  single  journal  of  im< 
portance  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Paoific 
that  is  not  strongly  on  the  side  of  Home 
Bule.  Take  the  great  City  of  New 
York,  the  greatest  commercial  City  in 
the  world  next  to  London.  There  is  not 
a  newspaper  in  New  York  that  does  not 
side  with  us.  ' '  They  are  all  Irish  news- 
lapers,"  says  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Jlxchequer.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  the 
English  and  the  Cfermans  of  that  Oity 
are  not  wealthy  and  powerful  enough  to 
have  newspapers  of  their  own  t  I  nave 
a  oonsiderable  opinion  of  the  power  of 
the  Irish  in  New  York,  but  the  Cmanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seems  to  hold  a  grsater 
opinionofthatpowerthanldo.  Doeshe 
know  thattherearelOor  12  newspapers 
printed  in  the  Qerman  language  in  the 
State,  all  of  which  are  friends  of  the 
Home  Bule  movement?     X-  challenge 
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him  to  go  from  East  to  "West  and  from 
North  to  South  through  the  States  nnd 
find  a  BiDglo  journal  of  importauco  that 
oppoees  as,  and  the  journals  that  circulate 
among  the  educated  claesee  are  oa  our 
side.  A  few  obserrationB  were  madeby 
Home  speakers  in  reference  to  the  faot 
tiiat  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  "W.  O'Brion)  had 
not  much  to  say  of  his  experiences  in 
America.  My  hon.  Friend  probably 
felt  a  little  embarrassment  on  that 
subject  because  he  is  not  very  much  in 
the  babit  of  blowing  bis  own  trumpet. 
My  bon.  Friend  vent  out  to  Canada 
under  circumstanoeB  which  bon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  will  admit  were  of  the 
greatest  difficulty,  and  the  impression 
prevailed  in  this  country  that  his  mission 
which  seemed  in  the  opinion  of  some  of 
his  friends  to  be  a  desperate  one,  would 
turn  out  a  failure.  But  it  has  turned 
out  a  conspicuous  success— aye,  even  in 
the  proviuce  of  Canada  bis  mission 
was  a  conapiouous  success.  [An  bon. 
Member  :  Toronto.  And  criei  of 
"Murderers!"  frcm  the  Iri»h  Benehte.'] 
Yes ;  a  gang  of  murderers  and  assassins 
were  tbe  only  men  who  wn^  got  to 
oppose  him.  The  educated  classes  of 
the  country  do  not  take  revolvers  and 
stones  in  hand  to  settle  political  dis- 
putes in  the  streets.  I  make  you  a  pre- 
sent of  the  mob  of  Toronto.  My  Eon. 
Friend  had  on  his  side  three-fourths  of 
the  Press  of  the  country  in  spite  of  the 
influence  of  society  and  the  Governor 
Qeneral,  and  I  am  aware  that  Lord 
Lansdowne,  if  approached  privately, 
would  admit  that  tbe  mission  was  a 
success  beyond  everything  he  could 
imagine.  When  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  he  was 
entertained  in  Boston  and  New  York, 
and  I  state  without  the  slightest  fear  of 
contradiction  except  by  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  who  were  never  in  Ame- 
rica, and  many  of  whom  do  not  know 
whether  the  Battle  of  Bunker's  Hill  was 
fought  100  years  ago  or  10— I  say  that 
men  who  know  America  and  love  Ame- 
rica will  admit  that  my  hon.  Friend  was 
received  by  tho  noblest  and  moat  re- 
spected in  the  States,  and,  further,  I 
say  we  are  entitled  to  declare  that  not 
oi^y  the  intelligence  and  education  of 
America,  but  also  the  sentiment  of  the 
democracy,  is  unanimously  almost  on 
our  aide.  The  noble  Marquess  went  on 
to  sneer  and  beoome  very  witty  at  the 
Mr,  Dm» 


expense  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce)  because  of  bis  remark 
about  the  educated  classes.  The  edu- 
cated classes  are  all  very  well ;  I  do  not 
pretend  to  belong  to  them  myself;  I 
make  no  doubt  that  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite  believe  they  constitute  tho  edu- 
cated classes.  My  experience  in  life  is 
that  the  most  learned  men  are  not 
always  University  men,  and  that  men 
who  take  degrees  at  Oxford  are  not 
always  the  lights  of  the  Universe.  The 
noble  Marquess  said  the  educated  classes 
were  those  who  had  produced  the  litera- 
ture of  the  country.  That  depends  on 
what  you  coosider  as  the  educated 
classes ;  but  if  the  noble  Marquess 
means  gentlemen  who  take  "  double 
firet«,"  and  can  spend  tbeii'  £300a-year 
on  their  education,  1  absolutely  deny  it. 
Who  are  the  men  who  have  made  the 
literature  of  the  19th  century?  If  you 
run  down  the  list,  you  will  find  a  very 
large  proportion  of  them  belonging  to 
the  people  —  that  tho  noblest  and 
greatest  names  did  not  belong  to  the 
educated  classes,  but  were  the  children 
of  tbe  people,  who  secured  their  educa- 
tion in  spite  of  adverse  circumstances 
by  hard  labour — men  who  were  bom 
out  of  tbe  blood  and  broin  of  the  people. 
Tbe  literature  of  the  people  springs 
from  the  people,  and  everylhing  ^that  is 
good  has  sprung  from  that  class.  I  say, 
therefore,  in  spite  of  tbe  sneers  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  read  history,  there  never 
has  been  a  movement  great  and  noble, 
with  worthy  principles,  that  effected  a 
great  reformation  or  change  in  the 
world,  that  had  not  its  root  and  origin 
deep  down  in  tbe  hearts  of  the  common 
people,  and  which  was  not  opposed  by 
gentlemen  of  the  educated  classes.  That 
proposition  is  true  from  the  day  that  the 
Gospel  was  preached  to  the  poor  and 
lowly  at  Galilee  down  to  tbe  present 
hour;  and,  in  my  opinion,  one  of  tbe 
best  signs  of  the  success  of  any  move- 
ment is  that  it  takes  its  origin  from  out 
the  ranks  of  the  poor,  and  what  you  may 
call  tbe  uneducated  classes,  and  is  op- 
posed at  its  outset  by  the  wealthy  and 
powerful  and  the  presumably  educated 
classes.  The  noble  Marquess  went  on 
to  denounce  at  great  length  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  National  League  in  Ireland, 
and  he  j)lainly  intimated  that  the  prac- 
tical object  and  purpose  of  this  Bill  was 
to  rescue  Ireland  from  the  power  of  the 
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National  League,  but  he  never  vent 
into  detail  as  to  what  those  proceedings 
vers ;  but  the  Qoverament,  in  spite  of 
Btatem^nta  of  this  kind,  has  declined  to 
atate  what  they  proposed  to  do  vith  tlie 
National  League.  There  have  been 
eloquent  indictments  of  tiie  proooed- 
inga  of  that  body.  Irish  Conservative 
journah  have  declared  that  the  Bill 
vould  be  fforthlesa  and  a  dead  letter 
unless  the  League  wore  broken  up 
and  utterly  destroyed ;  but  throughout 
the  debate  the  GoTernment  have  de- 
clined to  state  what  they  proposed  to  do 
with  that  body.  It  would,  Ithiuk,  be 
an  net  of  courage  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  frankly  stating  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  what  the  Executive 
intended  to  do.  Judging  from  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Uarquess  the  Bill  would  be 
worthless,  and  the  time  that  had  been 
spent  upon  it  would  have  been  wasted, 
unless  it  were  directod  to  the  Immediate 
destrnctton  of  that  organization.  Con- 
trasting the  position  of  his  Party  with 
that  of  the  right  hoo.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  the  noble  Marquess  considered 
this  Bill  to  be  the  only  alternative  to  the 
granting  of  Home  Rule.  But  only  two 
weeks  ago,  at  Manchester,  he  reiterated 
the  statement  that  he  was  prepared  to 
go  a  long  way  towards  decentralization 
in  Ireland  and  to  give  a  large  measure 
of  local  self-government.  How  was 
such  a  measure  to  be  proposed  pari 
patiit  with  a  Coercion  Act  ?  The  noble 
Marquess  said — 

*'  From  our  poiot  of  view  if  yon  once  remove 
the  Irish  Kepresentativoa  from  Parliament, 
whether  in  10  years  or  in  odd  year — if  you  once 
create  repreteataUve  inetitutions  io  Ireland, 
theo  Parliament  loaes  as  regardi  Ireland  its 
TopreMntative  character,  it  loses  the  only  tilie 
by  which  it  has  the  right  to  concern  ilseli  with 
Iriah  afruirs." 

If  that  be  the  creod  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  this  matter  of  the  Irish  liepre- 
lentation  in  this  House,  that  it  has  no 
title  to  concern  Itself  in  Irish  affairs  but 
for  the  presence  of  the  Irieh  Members, 
how  does  he  reconcile  that  proposition 
with  bis  policy  and  the  jftolicy  of  his 
Party — namely,  that  in  Insh  affairs  the 
Irish  Bepresent  stives  are  to  have  no 
voice  whatever  ?  What,  I  would  ask.  Is 
the  object  of  retaining  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  this  Parliament  for  the  pleasure 
of  cloturing  them  ?  What  is  the  object 
of  retaining  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
Farliament  it  for  all  futurity  you  are  to 


pursue  the  same  course  which  has  been 
consistently  pursued  during  this  Session 
— namely,  that  onall  questions  relating  to 
Ireland  the  voice  of  the  Irish  Members 
is  not  to  be  listened  to,  and  they  are  to 
have  no  voice  in  the  decision  of  them  ? 
It  has  come  to  be  almost  a  common' 
place  with  the  noble  Lord  that  important 
Irieh  questions  are  to  be  settled  by  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Members  without  refer- 
ence  to  Irish  Members  at  all.  And  yet 
he  says  the  only  title  of  the  House  to 
deal  with  them  arises  from  the  presence 
of  the  Irish  Members.  I  leave  it  to  the 
ingenuity  of  the  noble  Marquess  to 
reconcile  these  apparently  Irreconcilablo 
positions.  We  have  now  reached  the 
conclusion  of  these  long  debates,  and 
you  have  practically  got  the  Bill  passed. 
You  have  worked  hard  for  it,  and  now 
what  will  this  Bill  do  for  you  ?  It  Is  now 
about  time  to  think  of  the  value  it  will 
be  to  you.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  you 
may  get  a  number  of  Gentlemen  sitting 
round  me,  and  get  myself,  into  gaol. 
Certainly  we  shall  not  alter  our  cour^o 
in  Ireland  by  a  single  iota.  Supposing 
you  have  10  or  perhaps  15  Irish  Mem- 
bors  in  gaol  by  the  time  Parliament 
meets  again,  does  any  one  of  you  really 
suppose  that  you  will  have  advanced 
the  solution  of  the  Irish  problem,  or 
that  the  Irish  Question  will  remain 
quiescent  ?  Do  you  helievo  that  you  can 
in  that  way  get  lid  of  the  trouble  which 
the  Irish  Question  gives  you  ia  this 
House  and  in  Ireland?  Supposing  oven 
that  we  wished  to  withdraw  from  our 
policy,  which  wo  certainly  do  not — wo 
could  not  withdraw  from  it — we  should 
have  to  hide  our  faces  and  fly  to  tho 
uttermost  ends  of  tho  earth  If  we  turned 
our  backson  our  principles  andour  policy. 
But  doyou  imagine  that  we  are  so  lost  to 
all  sense  of  shame  that  we  are  going 
now  to  lie  down  and  deny  every  principle 
which  we  have  preached  to  our  people — 
could  we  desert  them  now  In  their  hour 
of  trial?  £"Hear,  hear!"]  An  hon. 
Member  says  "  Hear  hear,"  Well,  I  do 
not  think  we  have  given  you  any  cause  to 
suppose  anything  of  the  sort.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  have  the  warlike  courage  of 
Members  opposite.  But  this  is  not  a 
question  of  courage — it  is  a  question 
whether  we  are  men  lost  to  every  sense 
of  honour  and  shame,  and  men  who  would 
desert  our  people  when  danger  came. 
The  man  who  turned  his  back  on  a  cause 
like  this,  who  denied  all  the  principles 
\_SecQnd  iV^^Ai.] 
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the  purposes  which  the  GoTemment  ex- 
pect to  attain  hy  it?  We  have  been  told 
over  and  over  again,  and  I  suppose  we 
shall  be  finall;  told  it  a^ain  to-night, 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  restore 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  What  do  you 
mean  by  restoring  law  and  order  in 
Ireland  P  As  far  as  I  know  there  is  no 
disturbance  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland, 
except  in  Iha  particular  of  the  agrarian 
question,  and  Ibelieve  that  that  springs 
mm  the  exaction  of  excessive  and  ex- 
orbitant rents.  I  do  not  think  that  can 
be  denied.  There  was  some  Moon- 
lighting six  months  ago ;  bat  that  has 
been  put  a  stop  to  by  the  ordinary  law, 
and  it  is  not  for  that  purpose  that  this 
Bill  has  been  introduced.  The  more 
wo  have  pressed  the  Government  for 
the  real  object  of  this  Bill,  the  more  it 
is  apparent  that  this  Bill  is  directed 
against  what  they  consider  to  be  dan- 
^0118  and  unlawful  combinations.  It 
IS  not  intended  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
scenes  at  Bodyke.  It  will  encourage 
the  repetition  of  suoh  scenes.  The  only 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  put  down  what 
you  call  unlawful  combinations,  or  con- 


he  had  preached  to  the  people  and  de- 
serted them  in  the  hour  of  their  danger, 
would  be  unable  to  live  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  Widely  as  Irishmen  are 
scattered  no  English- speaking  country 
would  receive  him.  We  have  no  choice 
in  the  matter.  We  must  go  forward ; 
and  I  leave  it  to  you  to  say  how  the 
matter  is  to  end.  I  come  now  to  the 
oonclusion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
UarquesB,  when  he  said,  to  my  surprise, 
that  he  denied  the  condition  of  Ireland 
after  700  years  of  English  rule  was  so 
altogether  nneatisfaotory  or  dishonour- 
able to  England.  Well,  I  must  confess 
that  part  of  his  speech  aatoniahod  me 
more  than  anything  else.  Does  any 
Uember  opposite  consider  it  is  either 
Batisfaotory  or  honourable,  no  matter  to 
whom  it  is  attributed,  even  if  I  say  it  is 
our  fault?  Does  it  not  show  a  con- 
temptible and  miserable  condition  of 
government  to  allow  a  few  poor  men, 
such  as  we  are,  to  shake  your  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  to  its  foundations  ?  No 
matter  what  you  attribute  to  us  in  the 
way  of  base  motives,  conspiracy,  and  the 
other  charming  charges  you  have  made 
against  us.  Even  if  we  were  all  as  black 
as  you  paint  us — even  if  Ireland  were 
hrought  into  its  present  condition  by 
our  action,  it  is  a  condemnation  of  the 
government  which  has  existed  during 
the  last  86  years,  because  it  shows  oon- 
clusdvely  that  whatever  our  policy  may 
be  the  Qovemment  has  not  succeeded 
in  founding  itself  upon  the  affection  of 
the  people  or  securing  to  itself  their 
sympathies.  It  is  an  artificial  govern- 
ment— it  is  a  tottering  government  that 
is  propped  on  bayonets  and  not  resting 
on  the  confidence  of  the  people.  The 
people  look  to  it  not  as  a  protecting 
power,  as  every  Government  ought  to 
be,  but  as  a  hostile  power,  which  they 
view  with  suspicion,  and  taking  it  at 
your  own  estimate  the  English  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  is  a  government  which 
can  be  maintained  only  by  external 
force,  and  which  has  not  a  permanent 
foundation  upon  the  conGdeDce  and  the 
affections  of  Ireland. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEC!OtTET(Derby) : 
At  the  close  of  this  long  debate  I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  trespass  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  by  endeavouring  to 
review  the  whole  of  this  complicated, 
and,  as  it  seems  to  me,  ill-omened  Bill; 
but  I  would  ask  leave  to  inquire  what 
is  the  object  of  the  Bill,  ana  what  are 
Mr.DiBm 


rents  there  is  no  remedy  given  at  all. 
This  is  admitted  by  the  Oowper  Oom- 
mission.  It  is  asserted  in  the  Beport  of 
that  Commission  that  the  rents  are  too 
high — I  mean  the  judicial  rents  that 
were  fixed  some  years  ago.  Is  that 
true?  We  have  before  us  the  Betums 
for  March  and  April— the  most  recent 
figures  in  regard  to  rent.  They  are 
astounding  figures.  They  show  that 
the  estimate  of  the  Oowper  Commissioa 
was  too  low  by  half  of  the  excess  of  the 
rents  inlreland.  Of  oouree,  the  estimate 
of  the  Oowper  Commission  was  only  a 
rou^h  estimate ;  but  these  are  the 
judicial  decisions  of  the  men  who  have 
gone  into  the  cases.  I  will  take  the 
ease  of  the  County  of  Kilkenny,  not  for 
any  special  reason,  but  because  it  is 
complete.  Now,  the  judicial  rent  in 
March  and  April  was  £1,369.  The  old 
rent  was  £2,364;  and  I  may  as  well  give 
the  old  tenement  valuation,  which  in 
former  times  was  lower  than  the  actual 
rent,  or  the  judicial  rent.  As  compared 
with  the  judicial  rent  the  tenement  rent 
was  £l,8S7,  so  that  the  judici^  rent  is 
£500  lower  than  the  tenement  rent. 
What  does  that  mean  F  It  means  that 
the  judicial   rent  now  fixed  is  about 
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45  per  cent  lower  than  the  old  rent,  and 
about    SO   per  cent    lower   than    " 

tenement  rent.    These  are  th«  fig 

for  the  month  of  March.  The  fi^urea 
for  April  are  equallr  strong.  The 
judicial  rent  was  £2,540,  and  the  former 
rent  £4,000,  the  tenement  rent  being 
£3,562,  or  £1,000  higher  than  the 
newlrfixed  judicial  rent.  If  you  take 
the  figures  throughout  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  you  will  find  that  they  give 
£6,000  judicial  rent  as  compared  with 
£9,000  former  rents,  and  £7,642  the  old 
tenement  rent.  What  is  the  conclusion 
I  draw  from  thatP  That  the  judicial 
rents  fixed  before  the  fall  in  prices  were 
lowered  20  percent,  when  they  ought  to 
have  been  lowered  40  per  cent,  in  order 
to  make  them  fair  rents,  and  that  is  the 
difficulty  for  which  in  your  lisnd  Bill 
you  ofi'er  no  efficient  legal  remedy.  Yon 
give  a  remedy  to  the  leaseholders,  be- 
cause they  will  have  a  new  revision,  but 
JOQ  give  no  efficient  remedy  to  the 
olders  of  judicial  rents,  because  you 
will  give  them  no  revision  at  all. 
What  is  the  consequenoe  of  that  7  Ton 
refuse  a  legal  remedy,  and  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  who  are  Buffering  from  ez- 
cessive  rents  have  no  redress  whatever 
except  that  which  they  can  find  in  com- 
bination, liow,  bear  in  mind  that  lam 
not  Braking  of  combinationa  which  use 
intimidation  as  their  instrument.  I  am 
speaking  of  combinations  of  men  who 
are  determined  among  themselvea  that 
they  will  not  pay,  and  that  to  the  utmost 
of  their  power  they  will  resist  the  ex- 
tortion of  these  exorbitant  rents.  In 
my  opinion,  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  been  met  hitherto  has  been  due  to 
the  operations  of  such  combinations  as 
have  existed.  That  is  the  combination 
of  which  I  am  speaking.  We  tried  to 
give  them  a  remedy  at  law  by  the  Act 
of  1681,  but  we  failed.  Why  was  it 
that  we  failed  F  We  failed  for  two  rea- 
Bona.  We  failed,  first,  because  of  the 
fall  in  prices.  That  was  one  great 
canse  of  failure.  There  was  another 
cause,  of  which  I  can  only  speak  with 
indignation  and  with  shame.  I  have 
heard  from  Ireland,  and  I  believe  it  to 
be  true,  that  the  judicial  rente  were  not 
fixed  at  the  rate  at  which  they  onght  to 
have  been  fixed  in  those  years  even,  in 
consequenoe  of  the  intimidation  exercised 
upon  the  persons  appointed  to  fix 
the  judicial  rents  by  the  Commission 
appointed  by  the  House  ot  Lords.  This 


House  protested  by  its  vote  against  that 
monstrous  proceeding — the  proceeding  of 
a  House  of  landowners,  who  were  deeply 
and  personally  afi'eoted  by  the  inquiry. 
You  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
intimidation  of  jurors  by  the  National 
League.  What  do  you  say  to  the  in- 
timidation of  Judges  appointed  to  fix 
judicial  rents  by  the  House  of  landlords? 
That  is  what  took  place,  and  I  believe 
it  to  be  ooe  of  the  reasons  why  the  judi- 
cial rents  were  not  fixed  at  the  proper 
fmce.  Now  you  have  got  no  remedy  by 
aw.  In  my  opinion,  the  Qovernroent 
are  not  going  to  give,  as  regards  that 
class,  at  all  events,  of  the  teoanta  of 
Ireland,  any  remedy  whatever  by  law. 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  in- 
genuity of  any  Statute  could  defeat 
that  astuteness  by  which  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  in  the  exaction  of  ex- 
orbitant rente,  have  defeated,  in  turn, 
every  provision  of  the  Legislature  in 
favour  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  We 
know  very  well  how  they  defeated  the 
Compensation  for  Improvements  Act  of 
1870,  by  confiscating  the  improvements, 
and  by  raising  the  rents  in  Ulster  and 
elsewhere.  Therefore,  in  my  opinion, 
there  ia  but  one  defence  for  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  and  that  is  to  be  found  in 
legitimate  combination.  I  am  obliged 
to  say  this,  because,  I  confess,  that 
until  I  read  the  evidence  of  the  Cowper 
Commission,  I  could  not  have  believed 
in  the  possibility  of  the  organized  in- 

i*ustiDeon  the  part  ot  the  landlords  of 
reland  towards  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
whioh  is  revealed  in  the  evidence  of  that 
Commission,  I  see  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
8aunderson)inhiBp]aGe.  Iwas attacked 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  the 
other  night.  I  have  not  a  word  to  say 
against  him.  He  has  a  good-humoured 
ferocity  whioh  charms  his  foes.  We 
are  pleased  with  the  good-humour,  and 
we  do  not  take  bis  ferocity  seriously. 
This  I  wiU  say,  that  if  all  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  were  like  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  I  do  not 
think  we  should  ever  have  beard  of  this 
Bill.  But  the  real  truth  is  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  ia  just  one  of 
those  swallowa  who    do   not  make  a 


ight  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothiaa  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  attri- 
bute any  spetnal  original  sin  to  the 
I  Stemi  Night.  | 
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landlords  of  Ireland;  but,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-Weat  Suesez  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  eaid  to-night,  as  a 
proof  of  the  prosperity  of  Ireland,  that 
they  have  borrowed  so  much  money  on 
mortgage— the  real  fact  is  that  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  are  in  a  position  in 
which  the;  cannot  afford  to  be  just  or 
humane.  We  hare  had  a  ver;  similar 
description  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
given  by  an  authority  which  I  think 
even  the  hou.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh  will  accept— certainly  he 
will  accept  it  much  mare  readil;  than 
any  authority  of  mine — for  it  is  the 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England.  The  noble  Lord  was  speak- 
ing on  the  subject  of  the  evictions  in 
Ireland,  and  he  asked  why  it  is  that 
these  evictions  take  place  in  Ireland 
when  they  do  not  occur  in  England  ? 
And  he  made  this  remark,  whi^  hon. 
Members  opposite  recognize  to  be  true 
' — that  in  England  the  landlord  does  not 
evict  his  tenants ;  he  does  not  want  to 
get  rid  of  thom ;  his  great  object  is  to 
keep  his  tenants,  and  he  will  make  great 
sacrifices  in  order  to  do  so — I  do  not 
mean  from  mere  motives  of  interest,  but 
from  higher  motives.  But  in  Ireland 
the  great  object  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
tenants.  What  does  Lord  Salisbury  say 
of  the  Irish  landlord  7  In  this  sentence 
is  to  be  found  the  whole  history  of  the 
agrarian  question  in  Ireland.  Lord 
Salisbury  said  —  and  I  will  read  his 
words,  for  I  think  they  will  go  deep 
into  the  consciences  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  I  am  sure  they  will  be 
recognized  as  true  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land—Lord Salisbury  eaid — 

"  It  IB  the  interest  of  ths  Irish  laDdlord  to 
get  rid  of  his  tenant  who  has  become  a  burden- 
some obligation  on  the  land,  which  can  only  bs 
got  rill  of  by  getting  rid  of  the  tenant." 

I  hope  these  words  will  be  remembered 
and  thought  out  by  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, for  they  are  the  true  account  for 
generations  of  the  history  of  the  rela- 
tions between  the  landlords  and  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  It  is  the  interest  of 
the  Irish  landlord  to  get  rid  of  his  tea- 
ant,  as  Lord  Salisbury  says.  [Colonel 
Saundebsdn  :  Certainly  not.]  I  had 
hoped  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber would  have  been  more  lojal  to  hia 
Leader.  The  noble  Lord  was  dis- 
avowed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bel- 
faat  (Mr.  Johnston)  the  other  day,  aoid 
he  is  now  disavowed  in  another  quar- 
Sir  William  Sarwurt 


ter.  Although  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qoo- 
tleman  may  not  agree  with  Lord  Salis- 
bury,  I  hope  he  will  excuse  me  for  taking 
a  course  which  is  more  loyal  to  his  Chief 
than  his  own.  Lord  Salisbury,  it  is  true, 
tries  to  make  out  that  that  condition 
of  things  is  the  result  of  the  legislatioa 
of  1881.  Well,  was  there  ever  such  an 
example  of  the  fable  of  the  wolf  and  the 
lamb?  Why,  the  legislation  of  1881 
was  found  to  bo  necessary,  because  it 
was  the  interest  of  the  Irish  landlord 
to  get  rid  of  his  tenant,  and  to  prevent 
him  from  doing  so.  What  is  the  history 
of  the  great  evictions  in  all  the  periods 
preceding  1  BBl  ?  It  is  a  notorious  fact 
that  every  famine,  every  period  of  dia- 
trese,  was  made  use  of  by  the  Irish 
landlords  to  evict  their  tenants.  What 
is  the  Irish  tenant — this  "  burdensome 
obligation  "  to  the  Irish  landlord  ?  He 
is  the  man  who  has  made  the  value  of 
the  land.  He  is  the  sucked  orange  that 
is  thrown  away,  and  the  value  of  the 
land  which  he  has  created  is  parted 
with  or  sold  to  someone  else,  and  the 
more  often  and  the  more  readily  the 
Irish  landlord  can  get  rid  of  this  "  bur- 
densome obligation"  the  greater  he  finds 
it  his  interest  to  do  so.  That  being  the 
situation,  as  I  believe  it  has  been  truly 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister  ot  Eng- 
land, of  the  interests  of  the  Irish  land- 
lord, it  can  be  met  in  one  war  and  one 
way  only,  and  that  is  by  legitimate 
combination  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to 
resist  this  interest  and  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  to  get  rid  of  them. 
You  talk  of  the  American  Irish.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  of  the  American 
Irish  in  this  debate.  Who  are  the 
American  Irish  f  They  are  the  "bur< 
densome  obligations  "  of  Lord  Sahsbury 
who  have  been  expelled  from  their  na- 
tive land  by  the  cupidity  of  the  land- 
lords. These  are  the  men  of  whom  you 
complain  that  they  do  not  love  you ; 
they  are  the  "third  and  fourth  genera- 
tion of  them  that  hate  you."  And  why 
do  they  hate  you  ?  Because  they  have 
found  in  the  English  Ooremment  the 
supporters  of  the  system  which  has 
expelled  them  from  their  native  land. 
These  American  Irish,  whom  you  are 
never  tired  of  denouncing,  who  are 
they,  or  who  were  they  ?  They  were 
the  victims,  and  they  are  the  liemesia 
of  the  Irish  landlords.  What  are  these 
poor  "burdensome  obligations,"  who 
are  all  to  be  got  rid  of,  to  do  ?    The; 
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are  to  oombine,  and,  in  my  opinion,  tbey 
hare  a  right  to  oombine.  They  have  a 
oaae  to  combine,  and  they  ou^ht  to  be 
aupported  in  combining,  as  you  have 
•upported  the  English  utizans  in  com- 
biuDg  in  defence  of  their  interests. 
There  never  was  a  class  so  defenoeless; 
there  neTer  was  a  class  so  cruelly  ill- 
used  ;  and  there  is  not  a  class  in  the 
United  Kingdom  which,  unless  they  are 
protected  in  their  right  of  oombinetion, 
are  more  certain  to  be  cruelly  ill-used  in 
the  future.  And  I  condemn  this  Bill 
mainly  because  it  attacks  not  only  ille- 

K'timate  and  unlawful  combinatiana,  but 
icause  it  attaoks  the  tight  to  form 
legitimate  oombinalions  on  the  part  of 
this  class.  It  is  upon  that  right  that  I 
ask  leare  to  press  some  ai^umenta  upon 
the  House.  We  have  said  that  you 
have  refused  to  the  Irish  tenants  what 
yon  have  granted  to  the  trades  onions 
in  England,  and  I  will  endeavour  to 
stats  as  fully  and  clearly  as  I  can  the 
grounds  on  which  I  maintain  that  asser- 
tion. The  history  of  trades  unions  is 
very  instructive.  They  began  with  acts 
of  violence  and  onttage,  which  were  con- 
demned, and  rightly  condemned.  They 
were  punished,  and  rightly  punished, 
for  that.  But  as  the  trades  unions  went 
on  they  became  more  educated  and  more 
reasonable,  and  they  entered  upon  peace- 
ful combination  by  methods  which  tbey 
considered  lawful.  It  is  the  fashion 
now  to  say — "The  trades  unions  were 
excellent  institutions,  and  wo  always 
thought  so."  Take  the  file  of  TAt  7)pm« 
newspaper,  and  yon  will  find  that  exactly 
the  same  language  was  held  25  years 

X  about  trade  unions  as  is  now  held 
nt  the  National  League.  I  remem- 
ber that  when  we  began  the  struggle 
for  the  protection  of  the  trades  unions 
we  were  denounced  almost  as  much  as 
we  are  now,  and  the  language  which 
was  held  about  trade  combinations  was 
exactly  the  language  which  is  now  held 
aboul  the  Flan  of  Oampaign.  Although 
the  trades  anions  adopted  these  peace- 
ful combinations  the  law  did  not  pto- 
teot  them,  and  the  Judges  condemned 
them.  In  the  celebrated  case  of  the 
gas>stokera  the  mere  breach  of  a  civil 
contract  was  treated  as  a  criminal 
offence,  and  the  men,  if  I  remember 
right,  were  sent  to  prison.  There  is  a 
vulgar  error  abroad  that  to  break  a 
oontnot  constitutes  a  oriminal  offence. 
It  is  notiuDg  of  the  lund.  Every 
YOh.  OQOXVU.    [raiBo  sebim.] 
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ject to  the  civil  consequences  of  break- 
ing it.  To  treat  it  as  a  crime  is  contrary 
to  the  first  principles  of  lav.  There  may 
be  an  action  for  damages  and  a  breach 
of  specific  performance ;  but  it  is  not  a 
criminal  offence.  It  ought  not  to  be  so 
treated,  although  the  Judges  chose  to 
treat  the  breach  of  contract  as  a  criminal 
offenoein  thecaseof  thegas-etokers.  But 
what  did  Parliament  do  ?  Did  Parlia- 
ment follow  the  Judges  in  this  respect? 
Did  the  Government  read  the  Judges' 
charges?  Did  they  put  the  combination 
down  f  Not  at  all.  Did  they  introdube 
a  Coercion  Bill  against  the  artizans  of 
England  to  enforce  tiio  decisions  of  the 
Judges?  No;  they  abrogated  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Judges — they  protected  the 
trades  unions  against  the  application  of 
that  doctrine.  Why  was  that  ?  Because 
the  artisans  of  England  were  able  to  in- 
fluence the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
can  get  no  heariug  from  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  That  is  why 
they  are  treated  differently.  Now,  that 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  Jndges  in  the 
case  of  the  trades  unions  was  repealed 
only  in  respect  of  trades  unions  and  of 
persons  who  come  within  their  protec- 
tion. It  is  an  unjust  doctrine  applied  to 
anybody.  If  the  Code  had  passed  into 
law  it  would  have  been  abrogated,  be- 
cause it  distinctly  proposed  to  abrogate 
it,  but  it  is  extant.  It  can  be  brought 
out  by  the  Irish  magietrates  and  the 
Irish  Jndges,  and  that  which  you  deemed 
unjust  to  be  applied  to  the  English 
artisans  can  be  applied  to-morrow  by 
the  Irish  Judges  against  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  I  am  sure  that  the  Attorney 
Qeneral,  the  otber  night,  did  not  inten- 
tionally mislead  the  House.  I  know 
that  he  is  incapable  of  doing  anything 
of  the  kind.  But  he  did  not  understand 
what  our  point  was.  He  referred  to 
the  words  "  now  punishable  by  law." 
What  is  meant  by  the  words  "now 
punishable  b^  law  ?  "  Of  course,  every- 
body not  within  theprotection  of  the  Trade 
Unions  Act  is  punishable  by  lav  under 
the  old  Common  Law  doctrine.  That 
old  Common  Law  doctrine,  which  you  dis- 
credited and  denonmied  and  condemned 
when  it  was  brought  before  yon,  by  the 
1st  sub-section  of  the  2nd  clause,  yon 
bring  fully  into  operation  against  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  The  Attorney 
Qeneral  went  off  at  the  phrase  of  a  "  new 
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crime."  In  one  sense,  no  donbt,  it  is 
not  a  now  crime.  What  we  proposed 
under  OUT  Amendments  was  that  against 
that  old  doctrioe  }rou  should  give  to  the 
tenaDta  of  Ireland  the  same  protection 
you  gave  to  the  trades  unions  of  Eaglond . 
But  you  refused  it.  I  argued  it,  and  am 
prepared  to  argue  it,  that  you  may 
answer ;  and  depend  upon  it  there  is  not 
a  town  01  a  village  in  England  that  shall 
not  be  made  to  nnderstaud  it.  Yon 
deliberately  refuse  protection  against  the 
old  oppreesive  Common  Law  doctrine  of 
combination  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
although  you  have  granted  it  to  the 
artizanfi  of  England.  I  defy  any  man 
OD  that  Bench  to  say  that  that  Common 
Law  doctrine  is  not  that  doctrine  which, 
by  the  words  "  now puniehable by  law," 
the  magistrates  are  inrited  to  put  into 
force  against  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
This  clause  says  anybody  is  to  be 
punished  who  is  now  punishable  by  law 
under  that  old  doctrine,  who  induces 
any  person  not  to  fulfil  his  legal  obliga- 
tions. It  has  been  said  that  it  is  a 
plausible  argummtt;  that  the  trades 
unions  offer  no  analogy  to  the  case  of 
the  tenants,  beoauae  the  tenant  re- 
mains in  posseesioD  of  the  land;  whereas 
in  the  case  of  combination  to  break  a 
o<Hitraot  for  labour,  the  contract  is  simply 
dissolved,  and  the  parties  are  remitted 
to  their  original  position.  I  admit  the 
plauabili^  of  the  argument,  but  allow 
me  to  give  my  answer  to  it.  That 
assumes  that  the  landlord  is  the  sole 
owner  of  the  soil.  He  is  not  the  sole 
owner  of  the  soil.  He  is  a  co-partner 
in  the  proprietorship  of  the  soil.  [  Criei 
e/"No,no!  "froMtXe  iliniit»rialB»neket.'\ 
xou  Bay  "No;"  and  yet  in  the  same 
breath  bon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
denoimoe  dual  ownership.  What  do 
you  mean  by  it?  If  the  tenant  is  not  a 
oo-partner,  what  do  yon  mean  by  dual 
ownership  ?  I  say  that  he  is  entitled  to 
his  improvements ;  that  he  la  entitled  to 
fixity  of  tenure;  and  that  he  is  a  oo- 
partner  in  the  soil;  and  if  the  rentia 
raised  in  an  unjust  and  exorbitant 
manner,  what  is  it  but  this — that  one 
co-partner  forces  the  other  out  of  the 
oonoem  and  compels  him  to  lose  his 
share  ?  That  argament,  so  plausible  at 
first  sight,  has  really  nothing  in  it.  But 
it  is  not  only  the  queatian  of  the  tenure 
of  the  land,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 

Member  for  Uid  Lothian  has  pointed  I  administer.    That  was  admitted  by  tfaa 
out — it  is  not  a  law  confined  to  men  re-   Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  a  moment 
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maining  on  the  land,  but  it  is  directed 
not  only  to  contracts  in  land,  but  against 
combinations  of  people  who  have  en- 
tered  into  no  contract  in  land,  and  are 
not  on  the  land,  bat  who  may  hnvfl 
entered  into  any  agreement  with  refer- 
ence to  the  letting,  hiring,  using,  or 
occupying  of  any  land,  or  dealing  with 
or  working  for  any  person  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  busineas  or  trade ;  and 
every  combination  for  any  purpose  is 
made  criminal  by  this  Bill  under  the 
old  Common  Law  doctrine ;  and  the 
magistrates  are  invited  so  to  treat  it.  I 
say,  then,  that  this  Bill,  in  that  respect, 
strikes  at  the  rights  of  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, which  ought  to  be  protected,  aa 
similar  rights  are  protected  in  the  case 
of  the  artizans  of  Eugland,  under  the 
Trade  Uniona  Act.  Then,  the  Attorney 
Q«neral  said — "  We  have  onlychanged 
themethod  of  procedure."  Onlychanged 
the  method  of  procedure !  Well,  Sir, 
in  thia,  the  most  difficult  of  all  questions 
of  law,  bad  as  the  Combination  Laws 
under  the  old  interpretation  of  the 
Judges  were,  you  had  at  least  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Judge ;  you  had  the  pro- 
tection of  the  jury.  You  are  going  to 
take  away  both  of  these  safeguards  in 
respect  of  the  administration  of  this 
Criminal  Law.  Now,  I  will  just  give 
an  illustration  of  what  it  amounts  to 
when  the  Attorney  General  says — "We 
only  changed  the  method  of  procedure." 
Suppose  the  Attorney  General  came 
down  with  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
political  libel,  and  said — "  We  will  alter 
the  law,  and  make  it  criminal  before  a 
police  magistrate."  He  would  say— 
"  We  have  onlychanged  the  procedure. 
It  is  no  new  crime.  We  have  only  taken 
away  the  jury  and  taken  away  the 
Judge,  and  have  made  the  trial  for 
criminal  libel  to  be  oonducted  before  a 
magistrate.  It  is  quite  unimportant. 
We  have  only  changed  the  procedure." 
What  would  the  English  people  say  to 
that  ?  It  is  quite  obvious  that  the  whole 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  bring  this  oruel 
law  of  combination  into  operation  be- 
fore the  Kesident  Magistrates— which 
you  abrogated  in  the  case  of  tradea 
unions— and  to  take  away  the  old  safe- 
guards of  the  Judge  and  jury,  which 
mitigated  the  operation  of  these  laws 
against  combination.  Then,  Sir,  this  is 
a  highly  technical  and  difficult  law  to 
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of  o&ndonr.  In  ansirer  to  an  appeal 
made  to  Iiim  b;  me  he  admitted  the 
injiutioe  of  leaving  a  question  of  this 
kind  to  the  Geaident  Magietrate;  and 
he  aaid— "  We  mean  to  g:ive  an  appeal 
in  eveiycaae  to  the  County  Court  Jndge." 
It  vas  pointed  out  to  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  that  in  aentenoea  under  a 
month  no  euoh  appeal  was  given  under 
the  exiating  l&w.  He  e^d  he  would 
amend  the  Taw  in  that  respect,  and  give 
ao  appeal  to  the  County  Court  Judge  in 
every  case.  Well,  Sir,  when  the  time 
came  he  did  not  give  it.  This  is  the 
moat  eritioal  question  in  the  most  criti- 
cal part  of  the  Bill,  beoauee  this  is  the 
partwhich  is  meant  to  be  worked  against 
the  tenants  of  Ireland — meant  to  be 
worked  by  and  for  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land against  the  tenants  for  the  ezais 
tion  of  inordinate  rents.  On  this  criti- 
cal point  where  do  we  find  the  pledges 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment?  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  been 
distinotly  dtaiged,  both  by  myself  and 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
with  having  broken  hispledge.  [_Minu- 
toris;  oriM  */ "  No ! "]  [Mr.  MtDBioa 
H2i.LT :  Tea.]  We  nave  not  had  one 
word  of  explanation,  not  one  word  of 
apology,  not  one  word  of  defence  from 
the  ^vemment  upon  this  point.  The 
Attorney  General — who  might  have  de- 
fended or  apologized  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  and  who  might  have 
■hown,  in  some  way  or  other,  that  this 
pledge  had  been  fulfilled — has  spokes 
and  avoided  the  subject.  I  tell  the 
House  that  the  assertion  that  in  the 
ezistiDs;  law  the  pledge  has  already  been 
fulfilled  is  entirely  without  founda- 
tion. By  the  14  &  15  Vut.  0.  93 
— the  Petty  Seesiona  Act  for  Ire- 
land—  an  appeal  is  given  in  cases 
of  imprisonment  exceeding  one  month. 
There  is  no  appeal  under  that  Act  when 
the  sentence  is  under  one  month.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that  an 
appeal  wonld  be  given  in  all  oases,  whe- 
ther Uie  sentence  was  above  a  month 
or  under  a  month.  That  was  his  dis- 
tinct promise.  Since  it  was  made  he 
has  told  OS  that  he  has  found  a  law 
which  will  permit  an  appeal  in  every 
ease.  As  far  as  I  know  in  the  absence 
of  any  other  explanation,  he  could  only 
be  referring  to  20  &  31  Vint.  0.  43— the 
Act  to  improve  the  administration  of  the 
law  as  far  as  respects  summary  proceed- 
ings beforetheJnsticeeofthe  Peace;  hut 


that  Statute  only  permits  the  statement 
of  a  case  for  argument  before  a  Superior 
Court,  and  givea  no  appeal  similar  to 
the  one  asked  for,  I  am  speaking  in 
the  presence  of  many  lawyers,  and  they 
know  that  the  appeal  given  by  the  first 
Act  which  I  have  mentdoned  is  for  a 
rehearing  of  the  whole  case,  facts,  and 
law  and  evidence  included,  and  Is  a 
valuable  thing;  but  the  other  thing, 
which  ia  a  mere  statement  of  a  case 
upon  a  legal  point,  is  utterly  without 
value  for  the  purpose  which  we  have  in 
view.  To  bring  forward  such  an  apped 
as  that  as  a  fulfilment  of  the  pledge  of 
the  Qovemment  ia  a  complete  mookery 
and  delusion;  and,  therefore,  unless 
there  is  some  other  and  some  further 
explanation  upon  a  point  with  reference 
to  which  the  Government  have  been 
most  painfully  silent,  I  can  only  say 
that  this  Bill  will  go  forth  stamped  upon 
its  face  in  Its  moat  material  part  with  the 
stigma  of  broken  pledges.  Then,  I  say 
that  the  Irish  tenants  have  much  need 
to  combine — that  they  ought  to  combine. 
I  am  not  speaking  now  of  the  Intimida- 
tion Olausee  of  the  Bill,  to  which  I 
referred  on  the  seoond  reading,  and  I 
say  again,  I  do  not  object,  for  I  am  alto- 
gether opposed  to  the  use  of  intimidation, 
I  am  speaking  of  the  Conspiracy  Clauses, 
which  are  aimed  at  mere  combinations 
of  men  in  defence  of  their  own  rights.  X 
hope  the  Irish  tenants  and  their  advisers 
will  oon&ne  themselves  strictly  within  the 
lines  taken  up  by  the  trades  unions  in 
tbia  country.  I  cannot  promise  them 
that  that  will  save  them  from  the  efi'eot 
of  this  Bill,  because  the  measure  ia  meant 
to  attack  them  just  as  the  trades  uniona 
were  attacked  before  they  were  protected 
by  the  Act  of  1875.  They  are  meant  to 
be  attacked  in  the  same  manner  and  npoa 
the  same  principle.  They  will  probably 
be  punished  and  imprisoned  as  the  mem- 
bera  of  trades  unions  were  punished  and 
imprisoned  before  1875  ;  but  when  that 
has  happened  their  case  will  be  under- 
stood by  the  people  of  this  country ;  it 
will  be  anderatood  by  the  Parliament  of 
this  country,  and  I  venture  to  assert  that 
we  will  never  rest  until  the  same  protec- 
tion is  given  to  them  which  has  been 
given  to  the  artizans  in  England.  Now, 
thia  is  what  yon  are  doing  in  the  name 
of  law  and  order.  Why,  you  are  making 
laws  which  are  provoking  disorder. 
There  Is  comparatively  fittle  erime 
in  Ireland  now.  I  hope  that  after 
L  2  [AmHf  JVyiU.] 
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thia  Bill  h&B  been  passed  into  law  the 
same  thiog  may  he  said.  I  trust  that 
as  the  reonlt  of  this  nieasiire  crime  will 
not  increase  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  be- 
liere  that  the  Bill  will  diminish  crime. 
I  pass  now  to  the  odI;  other  point  upon 
which  I  intend  to  speak — the  6th  and 
7th  clauses  ol  the  Bill,  \>y  which  abso- 
lute disoretion  is  given  to  the  Lord 
LieutenaDt  with  respect  to  the  procla- 
mation of  associations.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant mB7  declare  any  asBOciation 
dangerous,  and  it  becomes  unlawful  by 
virtue  of  that  declaration.  Not  even 
the  Besident  Magistrate  willhave  power 
to  hoar  and  decide.  I  wonder  you  do 
not  rel;  Bolel;  upon  that  clause.  By 
its  aid  alone  you  might  deatroy  every 
combination  in  Ireland,  and  put  down 
every  tenant.  How  do  you  defend  tbie 
olansef  You  defend  it  by  a  reference 
to  the  Act  of  1881.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary the  other  night  said—"  You  passed 
that  A-ct,  and  a  detestable  Act  it  was." 
f  An  hon.  Member:  A  monstrons  Act.] 
Yes,  a  monstrous  Act.  The  Act  of  1881, 
whether  a  monstrous  Act  or  not,  made 
an  enormous  mistake.  It  certainly 
proved  BO.  The  discretion  vested  in 
Mr.  Fofster,  and  exercised  by  him,  be- 
came intolerable  in  the  opinion,  not 
only  of  Ireland,  but  of  tbia  country. 
Why  was  it  condemned  t  Why  was  it 
abandoned  ?  Why  was  it  called  by  the 
Ohief  SecretaiT  for  Ireland  a  monstrous 
Act?  It  was  because  it  vested  the  dis- 
cretion of  imprisoning  men  in  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  or  in  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  because  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  tolerate  powers  so 
ezoroised,  or  suoh  a  discretion.  There- 
fore it  was  abandoned.  It  has  been 
denounced  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  Hear, 
hear!]  "Hear,  hear,"  and  yet,  for- 
sooth, when  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
is  ohallenged  on  the  6th  and  ?th  clauses, 
he  says — "I  defend  myself  upon  the 
Act  of  1881,  and  that  is  why  we  have 
introduced  this  Bill."  Yon  say  you 
have  safeguards.  What  are  your  safe- 
guarda  7  Your  safeguard  is  your  Par- 
Hamentary  majority.  That  is  your  safe- 
guard for  the  liberties  of  the  Irish 
people.  Whatever  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
might  wish  to  do,  there  is  not  a  Gen- 
tleman opposite  who  would  not  vote  in 
support  of  it  Why,  the  Liberal 
Unionists  have  said  that  in  the  name  of 
t^e  Union  they  will  vote  for  anything. 
Sir  JFHUtm  Sareeurt 


It  used  to  be  said—"  Oh,  religion,  what 
Crimea  are  committed  in  thy  name ! " 
Now,  in  the  name  of  the  Union,  there 
is  no  crime  that  will  not  be  committed 
and  approved.  Xhese  are  the  safeguards 
you  offer  under  the  Bill.  I  am  BOrry 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Hossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartinglon)  is 
not  here  at  this  moment;  becauae  I 
would  like  to  aak  him  for  an  explana- 
tion of  a  very  remarkable  utterance 
which  he  made  not  very  long  ago.  He 
did  not  repeat  it  in  this  House  to-night. 
He  wae  speaking  of  certain  oonferences 
which  have  taken  place,  of  which  I 
happen  to  know  something,  and  he  said 
tliat  if  only  those  had  come  to  a  suc- 
ceesful  iasue,  if  the  proposals  that  he 
had  made  at  various  times  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Home  Bule  had  been  accepted, 
that  then  this  Ooercion  Bill  would  never 
have  been  necessary.  Now,  that  is  a 
very  dark  saying.  It  seems  to  mean 
that  if  we  had  come  to  a  certain  agree- 
ment about  the  character  of  the  Irish 
Members  at  Westminster,  and  their  re- 
maining there,  and  about  certain  ar- 
rangements with  reference  to  thegovem- 
ment  of  Ulater,  and  with  reference  to  the 
Judgesandthepolice.hewould  have  voted 
against  this  Coercion  Bill.  Then  what 
becomes  of  the  assertion  that  thia  Coer- 
cion Bill  isneceasary  to  put  down  crime? 
As  far  as  my  noble  Friend  and  his  Party 
are  concerned,  thia  Coercion  Bill  has  been 
adopted  merely  as  a  screw  to  carry  out 
their  particular  plan  of  Home  Bule; 
and  unless  there  is  some  other  explana- 
tion to  give,  I  can  oome  to  no  other 
conclusion.  We  have  resisted  this  Bill 
as  an  evil ;  you  have  promoted  it — I 
believe  sincerely  promoted  it — because 
you  believe  it  to  be  a  good  measure. 
You  are  as  sincere  in  taking  away  the 
present  rights  of  the  Irish  people  as 
your  ancestors  were  in  refusing  all  civil 
rights  to  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  You  speak  of  the 
Union  now  just  as  they  spoke  of  our 
Protestant  conatitation  in  Church  and 
State,  which  they  believed  would  be 
utterly  and  irretrievably  ruined  if  the 
Catholics  were  allowed  to  have  votes. 
Yon  appeal  to  popular  prejudice  and 
passion  exactly  in  the  same  way.  Why, 
in  those  good  old  days  the  Pope  played 
the  part  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  plays  now,  and  everybody 
who  had  communication  with  him  was 
treated  exactly  as  if  he  was  a  confederate 
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in  "  Famelliam  anil  Grime."  Youalwajs 
had  some  bogey  with  whioh  to  delude  the 
unwaty.  But  then,  in  time,  the  people 
ceased  to  be  alarmed  at  bogeya.  We 
aro  not  the  least  afraid,  as  your  anoestorB 
were,  of  the  Pope  canqaerieg  £nglaad. 
I  do  not  believe  even  the  Home  Secre- 
tary fears  that  to-night.  Tour  "Par- 
nellism  and  Grime "  bogey  is  ceasing 
to  have  any  more  effect  than  the  good 
old  Pope  used  to  have  on  the  good  old 
people  of  England.  The  Liberal  had 
to  fight  a  hard  struggle  against  thoee 

frejudicee,  and  against  those  arguments, 
hey  suffered  much  in  that  oauae;  but 
at  least  they  won  civil  rights  for  the 
neat  majority  of  people  in  Ireland  in 
Oatholio  emancipation.  We  are  fight- 
ing now  against  your  taking  away  those 
rights,  and  even  more  than  the  rights 
which  were  then  conceded.  We  shall 
win  in  the  long  run  this  battle  as  we  won 
that  battle.  Every  day  you  are  losiag 
votes,  and  we  are  winning  them.  You 
cannot  always  deceive  the  people  what- 
ever nonsense  you  may  talk  about — 
"Parnellism  and  Crime,"  the  Union, 
and  all  the  rest  of  it.  That  is  all  very 
well  for  a  short  time ;  but  in  a  country 
where  intelligence  is  spread  and  argu- 
ment goes  it  wears  off,  and  this  Bill  will 
do  very  much  toaadeceive  the  people  of 
England.  In  that  sense,  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South^.Paddington 
(Lord  fiandolph  Churchill)  will  aJiow 
me  to  borrow  a  phrase  from  him—he 
has  so  many  good  phrases  that  I  am 
sure  he  can  spare  one — I  believe  this 
Bill  will  be  a  blessing  in  disguise.  It 
will  awaken  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
England ;  it  will  make  them  understand 
what  are  the  fundamental  and  necessary 
coaditioni  of  your  system  of  government 
in  Ireland.  It  may  be  a  difficult  and  a 
painful— it  may  be  even  a  shameful 
lesson,  but  it  may  also  be  a  necessary 
lesson.  The  operation  of  this  Bill  will 
expound  to  the  people  of  England  the 
true  principles  ofthe  great  pillars  n^n 
which  the  great  Party  of  the  Unionists 
rests.  Now,  there  are  the  Liberal 
Unionists  who  profess  to  be  Home 
Bulera.  They  say  they  always  were 
Home  Bulers ;  they  say  they  were 
&11  for  self-government  in  beland. 
I  observe  that  to-night  in  support- 
ing this  Bill  the  Leader  of  the  lAberal 
Unionists  said  not  one  single  word 
about  the  remedial  measures  for  im- 
proving the  system  of  government  in 
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Ireland.  But  other  Members  of  that 
Party,  who  profess  to  hold  the  same 
opinions,  have  superadded  this  funda- 
mental condition— they  are  perfectly 
willing  to  improve  the  government  of 
Ireland,  and  give  to  it  those  blessings  of 
self-government  which  they  so  much 
value  and  admire  ;  but  they  make  it  a 
fundamental  condition  of  the  concession 
of  self-government  to  Ireland  that  you 
should  perpetually  abrogate  all  the  civil 
rights  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  That  is 
only  the  superstructure  upon  which  they 
will  build  a  system  of  self-government. 
Those  are  the  doctrines  of  what  are 
sometimes  called  the  Badical  Unioniets, 
and  sometimes — the  noble  Lord  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — the  National 
Party.  The  noble  Lord  had  such  signal 
success  with  a  Party  of  four  that  he 
thinks  he  is  going  \a  double  its  success 
by  halving  the  number.  Well,  you  have 
made  great  sacrifices  for  this  measure. 
You  have  sacrificed  the  character  and 
the  reputation  of  the  House  of  Gonunons. 
You  say,  in  effect,  that  you  do  not  value 
the  reputation  and  character  of  the 
House  of  Gammons,  and  it  is  a  proof  of 
your  sincerity  that  you  make  such  a 
aacrifice  aa  that  you  have  sacrificed 
everything  for  coercion.  ["No,  no!"] 
You  will  have  sacrificed  your  own  souls. 
\Crm  of  "Oh!"  and  "Withdraw!"! 
Before  you  have  dons  with  this  policy  of 
coeroion,  you  will  have  sacrificed  a  great 
deal  more  than  you  have  sacrificed 
already — you  will  have  sacrificed  all  the 
traditions  of  liberty  and  freedom  which 
are  dear  to  the  English  people.  When 
you  have  done  that,  the  English  nation 
will  have  learnt  at  what  price — you 
mtist  carry  out  this  policy.  [Mr. 
Chap LUf :  Hear,  hear !]  I  am  glad  to 
be  interrupted  by  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  of  LtncolnEhire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 
1  know  that  in  hia  county  my  opinions 
are  largely  held.  [An  hon.  Mbicbbr  i 
Spalding !}  Well,  this  is  the  policy  of 
the  National  Party,  which  went  to  the 
hustings  with  the  cty  of  equal  laws  for 
both  nations.  We  all  remember  the 
declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Faddington  when  he  was 
not  a  co-partner  with  the  National 
Party,  but  a  Leader  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site, and  when  he  said  be  was  all  for  the 
identity  and  the  simultaneity  of  the  law 
in  England  and  in  Ireland,  and  this  Bill 
is  to  illustrate  the  equality  and   the 
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simultaneity  of  the  law  in  the  twoooun- 
tries.  I  bave  epoken  of  one  fonda- 
mental  principle  upon  which  Unionism 
rests,  and  I  nill  speak  now  of  another. 
The  other  principle  upon  which  it  rests 
is  that  ander  no  condition  shall  you  pay 
any  regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Irelana.  That  is  the  other 
fundamental  aondition ;  that  has  been 
stated  not  only  in  the  vulgar  slanders 
published  every  day,  but  solemnly  by  the 
noble  Marquees  the  Member  for  Eossen- 
dale.  He  says  that  it  Is  a  tint  qud  now 
in  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Question 
that  the  Irish  Members  shall  not  be  ooa- 
sulted,  and  the  policy  of  the  Goyern- 
ment  made  agreeable  to  them.  That  is 
the  fundamental  condition  on  which 
TTnionism  rests.  Of  course,  you  are  not 
going  to  consider  or  to  listen  to  the 
confederates  of  assassins.  That  is  the 
language  held  by  the  Union  Leader. 
That  is  the  policy  of  the  Unionist  Party, 
and  on  that  they  hope  to  maintain  the 
Union.  What  do  you  have  the  Irish 
Members  here  for  f  Is  it  for  the  purpose 
of  defaming  them  and  of  calling  them 
assassins  ?  That  is  why  you  keep  them 
here,  and  you  denounce  anyone  who  pays 
any  attention  to  their  opinions,  or  gives 
any  support  to  the  policy  which  it  is  the 
interest  of  their  country  to  promote.  Do 
you  think  that  those  two  principles  are 
likely  to  recommend  the  Union  or 
Unionism  to  the  afiFections  of  the  Irish 
people?  This  coercion  and  this  rejection 
of  toe  opinions  of  the  Irish  people  are 
the  two  principles  that  hold  you  to- 
gether. I  do  not  know  that  you  hare 
any  other  principle  which  you  hold  in 
common.  Then  yon  are  going  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  whan  you  have  passed  it, 
do  you  think  you  wiH  have  got  rid  of  all 
the  matters  which  it  inTolves  ?  Why, 
your  troubles  will  then  only  have  begun. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  baa  had 
to  explain  and  defend  this  Bill,  and  when 
it  is  passed  he  will  have  a  great  deal 
more  diffloult  task  to  accomplish.  He 
has  got  to  use  this  Bill  wheu  he  goes  to 
Ireland,  if  he  ever  does  go  there.  What 
will  happen  to  him  in  Ireland  f  He  will 
be  put  under  the  harrow  of  the  Tory 
landlords  in  Ireland,  who  will  say  to 
him — "  Now  you  have  got  your  powers, 
get  us  our  rents."  We  bare  had  a  full 
description  of  a  military  charge  of 
cavalry  from  the  hou.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.Barttelot),  which  he  would  insist  upon  i 
Sir  WiUim  Sareourt 


being  performed  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  wiU 
hare  to  put  a  great  many  of  these 
"  burdensome  obligations" — the  tenants 
oflreland — into  prison.  Doyouthinkthat 
that  will  lighten  your  labours  in  this 
House,  or  that  it  will  relieve  the  House  ? 
Why,  when  you  have  got  these  arbitrary 
powers  there  is  no  plaoe  where  the  exer- 
cise of  them  can  be  challenged  except  in 
this  House;  and  as  long  as  this  Bill 
remains  law,  in  my  opinion  the  greater 
part  of  the  time  oE  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  taken  up  in  examining 
how  it  is  exercised.  You  will  hare  a 
more  difficult  task  than  yon  ever  had 
before.  Ton  will  have  to  administer  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  under  the  careful 
scrutiny  of  a  great  part  of  the  people 
of  this  Dountry.  You  will  hsve  to 
administer  a  Bill  condemned  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. [^A  laugh.^  Oh,  I  know  you 
do  not  believe  in  representative  go- 
remment;  and  if  the  majority  of  the 
Scotch  Bepresentatives  vote  against  the 
Bill  to-night,  you  will  say  that  is  nothing 
— that  they  do  not  represent  the  people 
of  Scotland.  You  say  it  of  Ireland, 
why  not  say  it  of  Scotland  ?  You  will 
hare  to  administer  a  Bill  condemned  by 
Wales.  [A  laugh.'}  Yea ;  laugh  at 
Wales;  laugh  as  you  please,  but  he 
laughs  best  who  laughs  last  You  wiU 
have  to  administer  this  Bill  against  the 
opinion  of  a  large  and,  I  venture  to  say, 
inoreasing  section  of  the  English  people. 
I  do  not  speak  of  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  because  that  you  pro- 
fess to  despise,  and  will  not  attend  to ; 
and  the  fact  that  it  will  be  against  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  is  its 
great  recommendation  in  your  eyes. 
The  more  this  Bill  is  worked,  the  more 
apparent  it  will  beoomo  what  is  inrolred 
and  what  is  the  price  you  will  hare  to 
lay  for  your  system  of  government  in 
Ireland.  lA  laugh.']  You  may  laugh. 
'.  know  you  despise  them.  I  do  not 
condemn  you.  It  is  your  opinion ;  it  is 
your  principlo.  But  I  do  not  despise 
the  Bapresentatives  of  Ireland ;  and  I 
would  say  to  them  that  the  darker  the 
night  for  them  the  nearer  is  the  dawn. 
The  people  of  Ireland  may  have  to 
suffer  much  grievous  injustice  and  mnoh 
iutolerable  wrong  under  the  administra- 
tion of  this  Bill ;  but  I  hope  that  they 
will  endure  it  with  patience  and  with 
hope.  I  beliere  that  injustice  and  wrong 
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will  be  the  road  finally  to  their  emanci- 
pation from  injustice ;  I  believe  that  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  will  be  the  main 
instrument  of  oonvertise  the  English 
people  to  the  method  we  hare  proposed 
in  place  of  ooeroion ;  and  when  the 
po<^le  of  this  country  come  fully  to 
nn^ratand  the  spirit  and  the  policy 
which  the  Government  of  this  country 
are  pursuing  in  this  Bill,  they  will,  I 
feel  firmly  convinced,  condemn  it  as  it 
deserves  to  be  condemned. 

ThbCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QtJEE  (Mr.  Qoschek)  (St.  OeoTge's, 
Hanover  Sqnare) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  doubt,  if  I  may  paraphrase  tiie  last 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  that 
when  the  people  of  this  country  come  to 
understand  the  spirit  and  the  policy 
which  have  animated  the  Ctovemment 
and  the  Unionist  majority  in  passing 
this  Bill  they  will  know  how  to  judge 
them.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  wish  to 
contend  that  the  Government  can  be 
blind  to  the  immense  diffloulties  in  the 
way  of  the  administration  of  the  Bill 
whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
foreahadowed.  He  has  warned  us  that 
as  the  Oppoaitian  has  fought  this  Bill 
line  by  line,  so  when  it  is  administered 
—and  he  does  not  eay  whether  adminis- 
tered harshly  or  not— the  whole  time  of 
the  House  will  be  employed  in  diecuss- 
iog  the  mode  in  which  that  administra- 
tion takes  place.  That  is  the  prospect 
which  the  ex- Home  Secretary  holds  out 
to  the  Executive  Government.  I  shall 
not  pause  for  a  single  moment  to  in- 
qnire  when  the  hou.  Uemher  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  ceased  to  be  a  bogey  to  the 
ex-Home  Secretary.  A  chronological 
inquiry  into  the  various  revolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  would 
be  intereating ;  but  it  would  take  ns  too 
far  from  the  smous  issues  with  which 
we  have  to  deaL  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exhibited 
a  shortneas  of  memory  in  his  speech  to- 
night which  I  think  he  has  scarcely 
equalled  in  any  of  his  previous  speeches 
on  this  BilL  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  said  that  this  is 
the  40th  night  of  the  discussion  on  this 
BUI.  There  seem  to  have  been  so  many 
nights  spent  upon  it  that  I  am  unable 
to  enter  into  a  calculation  to  test  the 
I  of  the  right  hoa.  Gentle- 
jtitbmetic.  But,  looking  to  the 
■^  ■  '  '•  oa  which  we  have  dis- 


cussed this  Bill,  it  would,  I  think,  he 
abusing  the  indulgence  of  the  Honse  if 
I  were  to  interpose  very  long  between  it 
and  the  Division  to  which  we  shall 
shortly  come ;  bat  I  shall  be  obliged  if 
the  House  will  patiently  listen  while  I 
reply  to  some  of  the  observations  that 
have  been  made  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  on  the  third  reading.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  and  other  Members  who  have 
spoken  have  insisted  upon  the  point  that 
this  Bill  is  more  drastic,  and  goes  fur- 
ther than  any  Bill  proposed  b^  a  pre- 
vious Administration,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  stated 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had  defended  the 
Billouthepreoadent  of  theBillof  1881. 
Not  only  did  the  right  hon.  Geotlemaii 
denounce  that  Bill  of  1S81,  to  which  Z 
think  he  was  a  party,  but  he  asked  how 
the  Chief  Secretary,  who  used  some 
strong  expreesions  in  regard  to  it,  can 
say  that  it  is  a  justification  for  the  pre- 
sent measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man misunderstood  the  point  of  the  re- 
mark that  has  been  made.  Our  con- 
tention is  not  that  this  Sill  is  justified, 
because  prerious  Sills  even  more  drastic 
have  been  passed.  That  would  be  no 
justification  whatever.  Our  contention 
is,  that  it  is  necessary  under  the  ciroum- 
stances.  That  is  our  justifioation,  and 
it  has  been  our  duty,  will  be  our  duty, 
and  ought  to  be  our  duty ;  and  it  does 
not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  denounce  the  Bill 
as  going  further  than  previous  Bills, 
when  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Bill  of  18BI 
abridged  the  liberties  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  a  degree  which  this  Bill  cer- 
tainly does  not.  It  was  by  way  of  cor- 
recting this  mistaken  impression — on 
impression  it  has  been  sought  to  spread 
abroad,  that  this  Bill  ought  never  to 
have  been  introduced  on  account  of  its 
drastic  character — that  it  was  necessary 
to  point  out,  as  has  been  pointed  out 
with  success,  that  the  Bill  of  1881  was 
far  more  drastic.  \_Critt  ({/"No!"] 
Hon. Members  opposite  say"No."  Have 
they  never  heard  of  the  number  of  men 
who  were  imprisoned  under  it  without 
trial,  without  the  possibility  of  trial  on 
mere  suspicion,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Executive  7  I  know  it  is  the  fashion  to 
say  that  that  Bill  created  no  new  crimes, 
and  that  great  emergencies  required 
great  remedies.  [An  hon.  Meubks: 
\Seemd  Nisht.'\ 
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Were  tbey  perpetual  ?]  I  vlll  deal  with 
that  matter  presently.  I  thiok  I  have 
said  enough  to  show  that  the  Oror&rn- 
mant  have  jntroduoed  this  Bill,  although 
it  undoubtedly  abridges  the  liberties 
of  the  subject,  iu  order  to  secure  the 
reatoration  of  law  and  order.  That  is 
the  point  I  make,  and  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  with  a  summing-np  to  show 
how  previous  Bills  have  gone  further 
than  that.  I  maintain  that  this  Bill 
falls  short,  and  that  it  is  in  no  respect 
etruDger  than  previous  measures.  " 
said  that  the  Bill  creates  new  crii 
and  some  legal  Oeatlemeu  have  argued 
at  great  length  whether  it  constitutes 
new  crimes  or  not.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Uedber  for  South  Aberdeen  (Ifr. 
Bryoe)  said  that  this  is  such  a  teohnical 
matter  that  it  is  almost  impossible,  ex- 
cept for  a  person  who  is  a  lawyer  himself, 
to  understand  it,  and  yet  he  afterwards 
said  that  this  technical  matter  is  one  of 
the  main  points  on  which  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  rely.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
sidered the  point  so  technical  that  wspoor 
laymen  can  scaroely  understand  it ;  but, 
nererthelese,  he  said  it  is  the  chief  point 
they  rely  upon.  It  is  also  true  that  my 
right  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  put  that  last  night  in  the  fore- 
front of  his  charge  against  the  Bill.  The 
charge  he  put  in  the  forefront  was  that 
the  Bill  is  of  so  technical  a  nature  that 
the  House  can  scarcely  understand  it. 
Nevertheless,  one  legal  point  was  dis- 
oueeed  at  great  length  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby — namely,  the  legal 
point,  and  a  very  important  point  it  is, 
with  regard  to  the  parallel  between 
trades  unions  and  combinationsof  tenants 
in  Ireland.  I  must  admit  that  to  the  un- 
sophisticated lay  mind,  if  not  to  the  leeal 
mind,  there  seems  to  be  the  broadest 
poBsiblodistinctionbetweentradeeunioDs 
in  England  and  their  methods,  and  the 
combinations  of  tenants  which  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Qenlleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
epoke  of  lawful  combinations  and  of  un- 
lawful oombinations  in  Ireland ;  but  be 
did  not  enlighten  ua,  as  we  should  have 
wished  to  be  enlightened,  upon  the 
point  as  to  whether  the  combinations 
that  have  existed  in  Ireland  have  been, 
in  his  opinion,  unlawful  conspiracies,  or 
have  fallen  under  the  category  of  lawful 
conspiracies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Oolleaguee  were  certainly  very 
long  silent  with  regard  to  the  Flan  of 
ifr.  Oouhtn 


Campaign ;  hut  I  have  no  doubt  that  he 
now  holds  that  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
was  an  illegal  conspiracy.  There  ia 
lawful  and  unlawful  combination.  Let 
me  see  if  it  is  possible  to  recognize  the 
difference  between  what  is  a  legal  com- 
bination and  what  is  an  illegal  oombina- 
tion.  I  should  hold  that  it  would  be  a 
lawful  combination  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  if  they  were  to  meet 
together,  and  say — "  We  will  agree  not 
to  pay  more  rent  than  so  and  so,  and  we 
will  leave  our  holdings  if  we  cannot  get 
a  reduction."  \^A  laugh.']  An  hon.  gen- 
tleman on  the  opposite  side  laughs. 
Well,  that  is  the  lawful  action  to  take. 
But  to  agree  not  to  do  a  certain  thing, 
and  to  hold  the  land  against  the  laws  of 
the  country  without  paying  one  farthing, 
ia  quite  another  thing.  I  hope,  at  all 
events,  that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  appreoiate  the  broad 
distinction  between  thoae  two  oom- 
binations — a  combination  to  do  some- 
thing which  is  illegal  iu  itself,  and  a 
combination  to  do  something  which  is 
perfectly  legal.  Against  a  oombination 
like  that  on  the  part  of  the  tenants,  that 
they  will  not  pay  more  than  a  certain 
rent,  this  Bill  does  not  strike  at  all. 
But  the  Bill  will  strike,  no  doubt,  against 
conspiracies  amongst  a  certain  number 
of  men  to  do  something  which  is  unlaw- 
ful and  illegal,  and  against  the  laws  of 
the  country  themselves ;  and  I  presume 
that  if  such  an  illegal  and  criminal  con. 
spiracy  took  place  in  England  it  would 
also  be  the  opinion  of  most  men  that  it 
ought  to  be  punishable  by  law.  I  con- 
teas  that  I  am  incompetent  to  argue  this 
question  with  lawyers.  Wbeu  lawyers 
have  argued  it,  I  have  held  that  I  might 
rely,  and  that  we  might  rely,  as  much 
on  the  authority  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  as 
upen  the  authority  of  my  right  hon. 
lE^iend  the  Member  for  Derby.  We 
have  sought  the  highest  authority  oa 
these  matters,  and  we  oontend,  and  will 
continue  to  contend,  that  the  Bill  which 

now  under  consideration  does  not 
strike  in  any  degree  against  such  com- 
binations as  trades  union  combinations. 
We  do  not  wish  to  strike  at  such  com- 
binations, and  the  Bill  is  so  drawu  that 

leaves  them  untouched.  And  now 
one  word  as  to  the  third  point.  I  was 
reminded  just  now  by  an  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  that  this  Bill  is 
permanent,  and  this  is  one  of  the  stock 
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argumenta  that  has  figured  in  many  of 
the  apeechee  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gfintlemen  opposite.  We  have  refused 
to  put  into  this  Bill  a  date  at  which  the 
Aot  shall  end,  because  of  the  experience 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fbr  South  Aberdeen  pointed.  My  hon. 
Friend  told  us  that  were  we  to  consult 
history  and  experience  it  would  be  shown 
that  hidf  the  inefficiency  of  the  Crimes 
Bills  of  the  past  had  been  due  to  the 
fact  that  they  cams  to  an  immediate  end 
at  so  short  a  period ;  that  they  kept  this 
oouDtry  in  an  unsettled  stato,  because 
the  determination  of  those  Acts  was 
made  the  occasions  for  the  fight  of 
political  faotiooB  and  Party  struggles  at 
elections.  I  do  not  think  we  oould,  in 
fact,  inflict  a  greater  damage  on  our 
fntora  political  prospecte  and  on  Ireland 
than  if  we  were  to  again  expose  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  near  future,  to  such  discus- 
siona  as  we  hare  had  to  suffer  during 
this  Session.  I  think  I  might  well,  on 
behalf  of  the  Qovemment,  put  in  this 
daim  in  the  interest  of  Eaglish,  Scotch, 
and  Welsh  fellow-subjects,  that  they 
should  expect  that  we  should  not  too 
soon  again  have  to  occupy  ourselTes  al- 
moat  excludvely  with  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land, as  we  hare  been  compelled  to  do 
duii^  this  SessiDn  ;  and  so  no  date  has 
been  put  into  the  Bill.  But  hon.  Uem- 
bers  opposite  would  indeed  misread  our 
sentiments,  and  would  misinterpret  our 
hopes,  if  they  think  that  we  believed 
this  Bill  would  have  to  be  absolutely 
permanent.  It  does  not  show  that  we 
wish  to  put  what  is  called  a  stigma  oa 
Ireland  by  having  a  permanent  Crimes 
BilL  We  have  shrunk  from  putting  a 
date  into  the  Bill,  because  it  would  ne- 
oesaitate  at  an  early  period,  perhaps, 
the  reoorrenoe  of  these  discussions,  of 
which,  Heaven  knows,  we  have  had 
enough.  There  is  au  intorestiiig  point 
which  arises  oat  of  the  whole  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  and  also  illustrated  in 
a  striking  manner  by  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  The 
ri^t  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Hid  Lothian  put  it  very  pointedly  to  us 
in  the  forefront  of  his  speech  that  this 
Bill  was  the  neoessai;  consequence  of 
refosing  Homo  Bole  to  Ireland.  I 
bdieve  I  do  not  misint^>et  my  right 
b(m.  Friend  who  said — "Yon  are  driven 
to  this  Bill  on  aoootmt  of  yoor  refusal  to 


give  Home  Bule."  But  if  that  is  the 
case,  is  this  au  Agrarian  Bill  or  is  it  a 
political  Bill  ?  Hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land have  also  insisted  that  this  Bill  is 
due  to  the  rejection  of  the  Home  Bule 
Bill.  But  anyone  who  listened  to  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  will  be  capable 
of  judging  what  possible  connection 
there  is  between  the  rejection  of  tbe 
Home  BuleBilland  a  Bill  for  regulating 
illegal  combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dealt  with  this  question  as  if 
it  were  simply  an  agrarian  question,  and 
he  repeatedly  charged  us  with  this — 
that  it  is  a  Bill  simply  in  the  interest  of 
the  landlords.  But,  if  that  is  so,  what 
has  it  to  do  with  Home  fiule?  I  think 
I  caught  the  words  that  "  it  is  owing  to 
the  Qovemment  j "  hut  I  believe  that 
this  Bill  would  have  been  as  absolutely 
necessary  if  Home  Bule  bad  been 
granted  as  it  is  now.  And  if  not,  why 
not  ?  Would  hon.  Members  above  and 
below  tbe  Gangway  opposite,  then  have 
ceased  to  take  that  keen  intoreet  in  the 
tenants  and  their  combinations  whioh 
they  now  take?  And  how  far  would 
they  have  attempted  to  carry  out  the 
words  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Oork(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  that  land- 
lordism would  "  die  in  the  ditoh?" 
Would  that  be  the  consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  Home  Bule, 
and  is  it  because  that  would  be  the  con- 
sequence if  Home  Bule  were  passed 
tbat  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  never  have 
been  necessary  ?  Does  it  mean  that  if 
the  Home  Bide  Bill  bad  become  law 
there  would  have  been  no  attempt  to 
pat  down  intimidation,  Boycotting,  or 
any  of  these  illegal  combinations?  Or 
would  it  not  have  been  necessary  ?  But 
why  not  ?  Is  this  Boycotting,  and 
are  these  other  means  employed  with 
political  objects,  and  not  simply  with 
agrarian  objects?  Is  that  part  of  their 
policy  ?  I  can  see  no  connection  between 
'  e  two,  unless  there  is  this  consequence 
that  as  we  fear,  through  tbe  handing 
'er  of  the  government  of  Ireland  to 
hon.  Hembers  below  the  Gangway,  the 
interests  of  a  certain  class  in  Ireland 
would  be  entirely  neglected,  and 
neglected  as  the  right  hon.  QentlemaQ 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  himself 
expected  they  would  be  when  be  intro- 
doced,  concurrently  with  his  Home  Bule 
Bill,  his  Bill  which  he  thought  necessaiy 
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to  preserve  tbe  rights  of  the  landlords. 
It  is  not  BO  veiT  long  ago  einoa  his  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  when  it  was  intro- 
duced we  did  not  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
those  deaunoiationa  of  Irish  landlordism 
to  which  we  have  listened  in  the  course 
of  the  present  discussion.  When  was 
it  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  began  to 
hold  these  viewa  with  regard  to  the  rack- 
renting  landlords  in  Ireland?  [8ir 
WiUJAH  Habcourt  :  When  I  read  the 
Beport  of  Lord  Oowper's  Commission.'] 
At  last  we  have  a  valuable  confession. 
It  was  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  who 
has  been  eonvereant  with  Irish  affairs 
since  the  year  1881,  who  had  been  a 
part;  to  all  the  land  reforms  whioh  had 
been  passed,  who  had  watched  the 
affairs  of  Ireland,  who  had  spoken  on 
the  affairs  of  Ireland,  who  had  instructed 
all  the  constituencies.  Session  after 
Session,  and  autumn  after  autumn,  with 
unparalleled  energy;  and  he  oonfesaes 
he  did  not  know  what  was  the  situa- 
tion of  Ireland  until  he  read  the  Be- 
port of  the  Gowper  Commissioa.  I 
should  like  some  of  the  constitnencies  of 
England  to  think  of  the  perils  which 
they  have  escaped,  &omthe  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  sooner 
made  acouainted  with  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land. He  had  been  a  party  to  a  pro- 
posal that  the  Irish  landlorda  should  be 
bought  out  at  the  expense  of  the  Im- 

eirial  Exchequer.  And  what  if  that 
ill  had  been  carried  lide  by  side  with 
the  other  Bill  of  the  late  Government  f 
But  fortunately  we  succeeded  indefeating 
both  Bills.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Gudstokk: 
Hear,  hear !  1  Oh,  most  splendid 
confession !  Oh,  splendid  oheera  of  re- 
pentance !  Think  from  what  we  have  es- 
caped. Under  the  guidance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  we  have  been  denounced 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land  for  defeating  hia  measures,  and 
now  hs  congratulates  himself  on  being 
defeated. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Nothing 
of  the  sort. 

Uk.OOSGHEN:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  nothing  of  the  sort.  I 
should  be  extremely  sorry  to  misrepre> 
sent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEGOUET :  Ton 
defeated  the  Land  Bill. 

Mb.  GOSGHEN  :  No,  no ;  I  am  too 
old  a  Parliamentary  hand — I  measured 
my  words  well,  and  I  said  both  Bills. 
Mr.  Goiektn 


right  hon.  Friend  admits  that  1  said 
both  Bills;  but  I  presume  the  "cheer" 
was  only  to  apply  to  one  of  the  two  un- 
fortunate measures  which  came  into  the 
world  at  that  time.  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  forgive  me  if  I  say  that  it 
does  bespeak  some  rashness,  to  say  ths 
least,  that,  although  the  Bill  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  country  so  short  a  time 
ago,  he  already  repents  of  it.  I  re- 
member, indeed,  the  significant  words 
used  towards  the  landlords  of  Ireland — 
"  The  sand  is  running  through  the  hour 
glass."  But  the  landlords  were  Irish- 
men, as  well  as  owners  of  the  land,  and 
they  thought  that  they  could  not  accept 
the  prioe  in  gold  which  the  then  Prime 
Minister  offered  them  in  return  for 
severing  their  country  from  ours.  Fa- 
triotio  but  foolish,  they  refused  the  offer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  now 
the  oonsequence  ia,  the  denunciations  of 
ths  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  . 
for  Derby  to  which  we  have  listened  this 
evening.  We  did  not  hear  that  tirade 
before,  and  all  I  can  say  ia,  that  if  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  waited  for  these 
last  few  months  to  inform  himself  with 
regard  to  the  situation  of  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland  I  am  vary  much 
surprised  at  the  negligenoo  of  such  an 
induatriooB  statesman.  It  is  most  im< 
portent  for  the  country  to  understand 
the  fallacy  which  is  continually  sub- 
mitted to  it  with  regard  to  the  agrarian 
nature  of  this  present  Bill.  Hon.  Hem- 
bera  opposite  imagine  that  it  ia  an  ex- 
tremely popular  mode  of  discrediting  the 
Bill  to  represent  it  as  a  Bill  simply  in 
favour  of  the  landlords.  I  think  it  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Gork 
who,  speaking  last  night,  said  that  this 
Bill  waa  introduced  in  order  to  maintain 
the  rights  of  the  Olanricardes  and 
O'Gallaghans.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  I 
can  quite  understand  that,  carried  away 
by  their  feelings,  they  entertain  that 
opinion ;  but  that  opinion  is  cheered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  although  he  knows  of,  and 
has  at  this  moment  in  his  posaeBsioii, 
a  Bill  whioh  has  for  its  special  object 
the  pretention  of  harsh  evictions.  Do 
hon.  Hembera  deny  that?  [tWw  of 
"  Yea !  "]  Then  they  have  great  powers 
of  denial,  and  I  am  aurprued  that  that 
capacity  is  shared  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  There  Is  a  Bill  before  the 
House — and  let  the  country  understand 
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it— and  it  is  the  object  of  that  Sill  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  made  h 
speech  that  I  thought  had  been  pre- 
pared for  Mondaj,  but  which  he  appears 
to  have  fired  off  this  eveDing— it  ia  the 
object  of  that  Bill  to  put  a  stop  to  harsh 
evictiona.  At  all  events,  it  is  known 
that  it  is  BO ;  and  althoug'h  we  have  a 
Bill  introduced  for  that  purpose,  they 
•ay  we  hare  introduced  the  present  mea- 
aare  for  the  purpose  of  keeping;  up 
harah  rents.  We  deny  that  enlirely. 
[/hUrmptioit.'}  I  hope  hon.  Uembers 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  who  have 
treated  me  with  indulgeuoe  hitherto  will 
oontinue  to  listen  to.  the  few  remarks  I 
have  to  make  without  too  many  inter- 
raptiona,  and  I  shall  be  very  grateful  to 
them  if  tfaey  will  do  so.  I  must  admit 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hid  Lothian  has  never  taken  that 
line  with  regard  to  the  Bill— the  line  of 
jepreaenting  it  as  a  Bill  for  the  simple 
piin>oee  of  keeping  up  the  rents  of  the 
utndlords.  But  I  think  we  should  have 
argued  it.  if  I  may  ventare  to  say  so,  in 
a  more  fair  and  just  spirit.  He  has 
taken  the  line  exposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Obief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland, 
of  a^uing  it  upon  statiatics  alone.  His 
argument  with  regard  to  statistics,  I 
mnat  say,  was  somewhat  peculiar,  be- 
oouee  he  compared  the  last  five  mouths 
of  1886  with  the  first  five  months  of 
1887.  [Mr.  W.  B.  Qiadstohb:  1885.] 
It  may  have  been  a  slip  of  the  tongue 
OB  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
bat  he  certainly  spoke  of  the  first  five 
months  of  1887.  Xhat  is  my  point. 
Any  other  five  months  I  do  not  care 
about 

Mb. W.E. GLADSTONE:  No;  loom- 
pored  the  lost  five  months  of  1885  with 
the  first  five  months  of  1887  F 

Hb.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  the  first  five 
monthaof  1887,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  as  there  was  no  increase, 
md  oa  there  was  no  argument  to  be 
founded  npon  those  first  five  months  of 
1887,weought  not  tohave  introduced  the 
BilL  But,  Sir,  we  introduced  the  BilUong 
before  the  first  five  months  of  1887  had 
elapsed,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  and  pointed  to  a  period 
vbieh  was  not  in  existence  when  this 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House.  I  do 
not  know  what  my  right  hon.  Eriend 
vonld  reply  to  sooh  an  argument  as 
that;  but  it  shows  that,  notwithstanding 
hia  great  p»wers  of  dealing  with  statis- 


tics, he  may  fall  into  an  error,  though 
he  may  not  deem  it  so  himself.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  conversation  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  now  engaged  in 
will  elucidate  the  point ;  but  I  should  like 
to  know  how  the  five  months  of  this  year, 
which  would  include  May,  bear  upon 
this  Bill  ?  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  we  hod  not 
made  out  any  case  for  our  BUI.  We 
have,  from  the  first,  contended  that  this 
Bill  was  not  to  be  argued  upon  the 
statistics  of  crime.  I  may  remind  the 
House,  though  I  will  not  weary  it  by 
repeating  the  arguments  and  the  pas- 
sages  read  from  previous  speeches  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  he  contended 
and  showed  conclusively  that  statistics 
of  mere  crime  were  no  criterion  whatever 
as  tfl  the  necessity  for  legislation.  We 
contend  that  it  ia  the  state  of  Ireland 
with  which  we  havo  to  deal.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  exposed 
the  fallacy  that  it  was  only  whan  there 
was  an  increasing  ratio  of  crime  that 
interference  was  required.  If  orimehas 
reached  a  oertain  point,  if  it  is  in  a  dan- 
geroQS  state,  if  it  is  discreditable  to  the 
country,  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with  irre- 
spective of  any  other  consideration. 
What  ia  the  condition  of  the  country  at 
the  present  time?  An  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  thought  to  improve 
hia  case— the  case  against  the  Bill — by 
alluding  to  the  charge  recently  deli- 
vered by  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  at  Dro- 
gheda.  I  presume  the  argument  to  be 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  and  their 
charges  ought,  after  all,  to  be  con* 
sidered.  The  case  of  the  Government 
for  the  liill  is  so  eloquently  and  clearly 
stated  in  the  charge  of  another  Judge, 
just  delivered,  that  it  is  worth  while 
perhaps  for  me  to  read  it  to  the  House. 
It  is  the  chai^  of  a  Judge  who  was 
appointed  by  the  right  hou.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  on  the  recommendation  of 
Lord  Spencer.  I  do  not  think  he  was  a 
political  Judge.  [On'Ma/'"Oh,  oh!"] 
He  did  not  hold  the  Offices  of  Attorney 
or  Solicitor  General,  and  he  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  present  Head  of  the  Home 
Bule  Party  of  the  present  day.  [  Criet 
of  "Oh,  oh!  "]  Do  not  discredit  the 
Judges  who  were  appointed  by  those  in 
whom  you  now  place  the  most  absolute 
confidence.  These  are  the  words  which 
I  say  state  the  ease  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  are  eutiHed  to  your 
consideration — 
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"  You  need  not  be  told  that  there  is  in  eiut- 

eoce  a  form  of  unseen  teirorUm  that  interferes 
at  pcesent  with  all  the  relations  of  BocinI  lite, 
penetrating  every  class  and  every  rolation, 
hampering  and  checking  men  in  all  their  daily 
bnsin««a  and  pnreuit<,  and  uttarl]r  hostile  to 
that  freedom  and  confidence  of  social  life  and 
civil  life  which  are  tho  foiindatioa  of  all  pros- 
perity and  all  happiness  in  a  country,  and,  as 
has  so  commonly  happ^ed  in  the  past  in  Ire- 
land, criminal  means  and  criminal  organizations 
once  in  eiiatenoe  are  applied  to  other  objects 
and  other  ends  besides  those  for  which  thay  aro 
brought  into  existence.  It  is  not  the  rolationa 
connected  with  land  alono,  but  every  relation 
is  affected  by  it  more  or  less.  Men  cannot 
pursue  their  daily  aTocations  ;  thoy  cannot  buy 
or  sell :  they  cannot  employ  or  dismiss  their 
servant!  without  lieio^  subjected  to  a  species  of 
tyranny  so  dire  that  it  has  become  a  common 
marvel— that  I  have  heard  expression  given  to 
in  this  and  in  other  countries — that  out  of  the 
common  intelligence  ot  all  honest  men,  and  out 
of  the  common  iostinota  of  natural  life,  scnia 
power  has  not  risen  up  capable  of  putting  down 
this  dire  form  of  oppression,  and  its  toeults. 
Intimidation  has  ptrnluced  no  benefit  to  any 
class  in  the  community ;  on  the  contrary,  all 
evil  that  may  be  supposed  or  expected  to  arise 
from  disturbance  and  from  want  of  confideaoe 
are  to  be  found  as  a  consequence  of  the  state  of 
tbiDKS.  It  is  not  aLone  that  rents  are  not  paid, 
but  debts  are  not  paid  of  any  kind.  Tenancies 
are  broken,  banks  are  idle,  shupkeepert  are 
straitened  in  their  means,  and  you,  who  are 
in  the  presence  of  the  evils  younelves,  whose 
fortunes  are  cast  iu  this  country,  and  who  can- 
not leave  it,  must  become  entirely  conscious  of 
the  fact  that  as  a  result  of  this  state  of  things 
disorder  of  every  kind  baa  been  increased, 
public  burdens  have  become  greater,  the  poor 
have  become  poorer,  and  poverty  and  distress 
are  unfortunately  creeping  over  every  class." 

Xheee  are  the  words  of  Judge  O'Brieo. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Why  those  oheersF 
it  is  true,  I  believe,  that  Mr,  Jud^e 
O'Brieo  was  enica^ed  in  the  prosecutiaa 
in  the  Phoanix  Park  murders.  [  Cnt»  of 
"No!"l  Why  a  Jadgs  appointed  by 
the  Head  of  the  Home  Hale  Party  should 
not  be  listened  to  I  do  not  know,  and  I 
leave  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way to  settle  the  point  among  them- 
selves. That  is  a  true  description  ol  the 
state  of  things  which  we  wish  to  remedy 
— which  we  are  determined  to  remedy. 
If  that  is  a  true  state  of  things,  and  if 
the  civilized  world  is  indeed  on  the  side 
ot  the  Home  Bule  Party— on  the  side 
of  thnse  who  are  not  startled  by  suoh 
a  state  of  things — I  think  the  ears  of  the 
oiTilized  world  must  tingle.  ["  Hear, 
hear!"  and  "  We  do  not  believe  it."] 
An  hon.  Member  opposite  says — "  We 
do  not  believe  it."  £ut  they  take  their 
evidence— that  portion  of  the  civilized 
irorld — from  the  Members  of  the  Home 
Mr-.  OouAit 
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Bule  Party.  But  if  this  is  brought 
home,  if  statements  such  as  these  are 
brought  to  the  ears  of  the  oivilized 
world,  then  I  believe  that  they  will 
think  that  we  are  not  only  fighting 
the  battle  of  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  but  for  principles 
which  are  important  to  every  civilized 
country,  and  that  we  are  bound  to  go 
forward  in  the  task  of  dealing  with 
such  a  question  as  (his.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  at  this  late  hour  with, 
any  further  quotations  in  reference  to 
this  point ;  but  I  maintain  that  I  have 
shown  that  up  to  the  month  of  June, 
and  even  into  the  present  month  of  July, 
terrorisni  is  progressing  in  Ireland,  and. 
resolutions  of  the  National  League  are 
being  passed  with  regard  to  intimida* 
tion,  and  that  this  system  is  in  full 
vigour,  and  is  flourishing  at  the  present 
time.  But  we  are  told  that,  notwith- 
standing all  this,  we  have  to  face  the 
verdiot  of  the  civilized  world  on  ths 
question.  I  have  been  challenged  upon 
this  point  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  the  right  hon. 
O-entlsman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
not  only  made  a  great  deal  ot  the  opi- 
nions of  the  civilized  world,  not  as  was 
pointed  out  by  my  nobis  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  in  the  same  acceptation 
in  which  be  treats  the  verdict  of  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland — namely,  the  masses 
—hut  appealed  in  foreign  oountriea  to 
the  enlightened  opinion  of  literarv  men, 
which,  he  states,  condemns  us.  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  into 
some  little  confusion,  because,  while  in 
one  portion  of  his  speech  he  seemed  to 
think  that  the  civilized  world  condemned 
the  present  action  of  theUnionist  Party, 
in  another  portion  of  it  he  showed  that 
what  it  was  that  the  civilized  world  con- 
demned was  the  system  under  which  we 
had  governed  Ireland  in  the  past.  [Mr. 
W.  £.  G1.A.DSTONE  :  Down  to  the  present 
time.]  But  the  literatureot  thecivilized 
world  is  often  sis  months,  and  even  1 2 
months,  in  arrear ;  and  that  portion  of  tt 
with  which  I  have  been  acquainted  has 
been  mainly  engaged  in  denouncing  onr 
sins  of  the  past,  and  not  in  condemmng 
the  present  action  of  the  Unionist  Party, 
bnt  were  referring,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  to 
a  portion  of  the  time  whan  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  OoUeagnes,  of 
whom  I  was  prand  to  be  one,  were  en- 
gaged in  endearouting  to  conciliate  the 


>v  Google 


SIS 


Oriminai  Law 


(Jolt  8,  1887}    Amertdmmt  (Irgknd)  SHI.    314 


people  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  the 
dvilizod  world  were  acquainted  vith  the 
efforts  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to 
redress  the  balance  of  otjIb  in  the  past. 
The  interest  in  the  literature  of  the 
civilized  world  will  not  be  less  when 
it  is  seen  that  an  ex-Prime  Minister 
of  Eneland  has  dissociated  himself 
from  all  his  former  traditions.  It  is 
nntme  thattbe  civilizod  world  condemns 
the  action  of  England  in  straggling  for 
unity.  I  do  not  think  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  able  to  find  one  trained 
statesman  in  ^nrope  who  would  not  say 
that  we  should  be  committing  an  act  of 
niicidal  policy  if  we  had  adopted  the  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  communicating 
with  many  of  the  Bepreeentatives  of  our 
0olonie8,who  told  me  that  if  we  hadmade 
the  enrrender  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  urged  upon  us  to  the  avowed 
enemies  of  England  they  would  have 
ceased  to  believe  in  the  power  of  Eng- 
land. ICrui  0/  "Name?"J  Name, 
indeed !  Why,  when  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  spoke  of  the  millions  of  Irish 


show  me  the  effect  which  I  have  been 
able  to  produce.  I  shall  look  forward 
to  a  similar  cheer  when  I  remind  him  of 
something  else.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  challenged  us 
pointedly  with  regard  to  American 
opinion.  It  has  been  said  before,  and 
it  must  be  said  again,  that,  with  the 
greatest  respect  for  the  opinion  of  our 
American  oousins,  we  prefer  to  look  to 
the  example  they  set  us,  rather  than  to 
the  views  which  they  express  at  no  great 
distance  from  a  Fresidential  Election. 
We  know  that  sooner  than  consent  to  a 
aecession  which  would  have  severed  the 
United  States  they  would  not  listen  to 
any  European  advice,  even  though  it 
came  from  some  of  the  first  statesmen  in 
Europe.  They  determinedly,  doggedly, 
and  unflinchingly  went  forward  with 
their  purpose,  and  said — "We  will  not 
allow  anything  to  stand  between  the 
TTnion  of  the  American  Bepublio."  And 
so  we  say  that  we  will  not  allow 
American  opinion,  if  it  were  against  as, 
which  I  deny,  to  influence  us  in  regard 
to  the  maintenance  of  that  Union  c 


in  America,  did  we  oiynameP    I  should)  which  we  believe  depend  the  fortunes  of 
like  very  much  to  know  some  of  the  [  this  land,  and  in  which  we  also  believe 


names  in  that  case.  When  the  hon. 
Member  favours  ns  with  the  names  of 
those  milltone,  I  may  be  inducsd  to  give 
him  the  names  of  those  I  am  referring 
to.  I  say  that  we  ought  to  accept  the 
evidence  that  has  been  brought  to  us 
from  America  with  the  greatest  caution. 
I  am  not  going — and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  will  not  think 
that  I  would  saeer  at  the  great 
American  people  —  nor  shall  I,  for 
one  moment,  deny  what  he  contends 
for,  that  the  opinion  of  our  cousins 
is  America  is  of  value  to  us  in  this 
country.  But  I  have  heard  many 
and  many  Americans  laugh  at  the  idea 
that  we  should  take  seriously  the  state- 
ments made  in  this  country  at  elec- 
tioneering meetings  which  have  taken 
place  in  America,  where  the  Irish  vote 
is  OS  valuable  as  it  is  in  this  coun- 
try. I  think  an  hon.  Member  last 
night  called  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  to  the  statement  that  it 
was  extremely  difficult  to  resist  the 
preesnre  of  Irishmen  in  constituenoies 
where tbereweremanylrish voters.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  Olacstonb  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  value 
the  cheers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  a  Tery  great  extent,  because  they 


the  welfare  of  the  Empire  is  bound  up. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  spoke  yesterday  as  if  be 
could  not  imagine  the  motives  whioh 
are  inspiring  the  Unionist  Party  on  this 
occasion.  He  said  that  before  now  the 
Oonservative  Party  had  opposed  mea< 
sures  which  he  believed  they  resisted 
from  honourable  motives.  A  good  many 
years  afterwards  he  admits  that  their 
opposition  may  have  been  honourable, 
ana  based  on  Urge  considerations,  But, 
engaged  as  we  are  in  this  stni^le,  he 
with  all  his  imagination  fails  to  be  able 
to  grasp  that  there  is  a  great  oaase  for 
whioh  we  are  fighting.  It  is  not  for  coer- 
cion we  are  fighting.  Wo  are  fighting 
against  his  piuicy,  his  policy  of  Some 
Bule,  which  ae  supposes  to  be  the  only 
alternative.  There  is  ana  point  whioh 
has  not  once  been  mentioned  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  and  that  is  our  duty  to 
the  loyal  minority  in  Ireland.  Judging 
from  their  utterances  dnring  this  third- 
reading  debate,  there  is  not  a  single 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  re- 
members that  there  is  a  Loyalist  popula- 
tion in  Ireland  to  whom  we  are  bound 
by  many  ties,  and  who  look  with  confi- 
denoe  to  the  English  people  for  proteo- 
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Schwann,  0.  B.  Wbitbrnd,  8. 

Sexton,  T.  Will,  J.  8. 

Shaw,  T.  WiUUau,A.J. 

Sbeeban,  J.  D.  Wiltiamaoa,  J. 

Bheehy,  D.  WilliamBOa,  S. 

ffliei],  B.  WiUon,  H.  J. 

Shirley,  W.  8.  Wilaon,  I. 

Simon,  Sir  J.  Winterhotham,  A.  B. 

Smith,  S.  Woodttll,  W. 

Bpanoer,  hon.  0.  R.         Woodhead,  J, 

Stack,  J.  Wright,  a 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J.       Teo,  F.  A. 

Stanatdd,  ruhthon.  J. 

Sterenwn,  F.  8.  tbllbbb. 

Sterenion,  J.  0. 

Stowart,  H. 

Stiiart,J.  Uorlay,  A 

Snlliran,  D. 
Hsin  Qaefitioii  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  eoiA  patted. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  LAW  CONSOLI- 
CATION   AND    AUBNDUENT    Ijre-con- 
mitui)  BILL.-[Bi»  3M.] 
{JUran  Senry  Di  Wormt,  Mr.  Atlmtuy  Otntral, 
Mr.  StiMTt-WortUf.'} 
ooiaoTTEB.    \_Ftogriti  Ath  July.'] 
Bill  eontidtrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Pofltponed  01anBe4  (Ezceptioii  of  false 
trade  desoription). 

Mb.  chance  (KiBtenny,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  more  that  the  conaideration  of  this 
daose  be  poetponed  until  the  new  clause 
on  the  Paper  is  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  QaestJou,  "That 
Clause  4  be  further  |>ostponed  until  the 
new  Clause  is  oonsidered,"  put,  and 
agTMd  to. 

Ka.  CHAKCE:  I  beg  now  to  move 
the  insertion  of  the  new  Clause  of  which 
I  have  giren  Notice — 

"  Whsra,  at  the  paniDs  of  this  Act,  a  trade 
deaeiiption  is  lawfully  and  generally  applied  to 
goods  of  a  particular  claaa,  or  nuumfactured  by 
■  particular  method,  to  indicate  the  particular 
olaaa  or  method  of  manufaotuTs  of  such  goodi, 
the  pnnaiona  of  this  Act,  with  reapect  to  false 
trade  deeeriptions,  ihall  not  apply  to  such  trade 
d«aciiptioii  when  ao  applied:    Prorided,  that 

TOL.  OOOXVU.    I.THIBD  BxaoB.] 


where  such  trade  deeoription  includes  the  name 
of  a  place  or  conntry,  nnd  ia  calculated  to  mis- 
lead as  to  the  place  or  country  where  the  floods 
to  which  it  is  applied  were  actually  made  or 
produced,  and  the  goods  are  not  actually  made 
or  produced  in  that  place  or  country,  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  unless  there  is  added  to  the 
trade  desoription,  immediately  after  the  name  of 
that  place  or  country,  in  an  e^iually  cona^onous 
manner,  with  the  trade  description,  the  nameof 
the  place  or  country  in  which  the  goods  were 
aotoally  made  or  itroduoed,  with  a  statement 
that  they  were  made  or  produced  there." 

New  Clause  (ProTisions  of  Aot  as  to 
false  descruition  not  to  apply  in  certain 
cases,)— (J^.  ChanM,)—miught  up,  and 
read  a  first  time. 

Motionmade,  and  Question,  "That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
tbe  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agrttd  to. 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
Clause  4  be  omitted," — (^r.  CJumot,) — 
put,  and  agrttd  to. 

BiU  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

LICENSED    PREMISES    (EARLIER 

CLOSING)  (SCOTLAND}  BILL. 

{Dr.  Camenm,  Mt.S.  T.  Seid,  Mr.  MarkSltKOrl, 

Mr.  DatuUd  Craaford,  Mr.  Zyeti, 

Mr.  Fnroand.) 
[bill  153.]     THiXD  beahinq. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tbe  Bill  be  sow  read  the  third 
time." — {J)r.  CanuroH.) 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TEEA- 
8TJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  entertain  no  hostility 
to  this  Bill ;  but  looking  at  the  hour  of 
the  morning,  and  to  the  fact  Qiat  there 
will  most  likely  be  a  discussion  on  the 
Amendment,  I  trust  the  hoa.  Member 
will  postpone  tbe  diird  reading  to  some 
day  next  week. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College)  : 
If  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  will  mOTO 
the  re-commitment  of  the  BUI,  I  would 
move  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair, 
and  Progress  can  be  at  once  reported. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wtthdrmett. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  ditohargtS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,   "  That 
the  Bill  be  re-oommitted,"— ( Jfr.  W.  S. 
SiniYA,)— put,  and  agrted  to. 
M 
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Motioa  made,  and  Question, 
ICr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair. 
— {J>r.  CamwoB,)— put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Bill  eontidtnd  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  ProgreBs;  to  ait  again 
upon  Tiutiay  next. 


DISTBESaED    HinOHS   (ISELAKD)    [SAI.A.KT, 
ADTAJrOES,  &0.] 

Ce«$ideTed  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

IfeiBlvid,  That  it  ia  expedient  to  anthoriao  the 
tsyment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  ol  the  «alar^,  remuneration,  and 
allowancea  of  anj  CommiBeionera  that  mnj  be 
appointed  in  parsuanoe  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session,  to  make  better  provision  for 
the  admioiatration  of  the  Acta  relating  to  the 
relief  of  the  destitute  poor  in  certnia  parte  of 
Ireland,  to  authorise  the  Commissionera  of 
PaUic  Works  in  Ireland  to  make  loans,  and  the 
Treasury  to  make  a  free  grant,  to  the  Board  ot 
Quaidians  or  Commianonen  of  any  dissolved 
or  altered  noiou  under  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act. 

Keeolntion  to  be  reported  npon  Monday  nest. 


{LORDS} 
That 
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UOTION. 


QUALIFtOAnoif     OF 

FOOB  BHJ.. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henry  Wilson,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  QualiQ  - 
cation  of  Ooardians  of  the  Poor,  ardertd  to  be 
broDght  in  by  Ur.  Esnry  Wilaini,  Ur.  Stuart, 
Hr.  H'Laren.  and  Mr.  James  Bawlands. 
Bill jNVMf>f«(,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  31S.] 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  lUh  Jidy,  1887. 


UIN1]T£BJ— Fdbuc  Bitu— Aril  Stading' 

Oriminal  Lav  Amendment  (Ireland)  (164). 
Third  Seadin^—haai   Transfer   (191),    dthah 
Trusts    (Sootland)    Act.    1S67, 
'-   (117);    Quarries   (180),    and 


Pbotisiokal  Obdbr  Bihis  —  Finl  Stading  — 
Local  Oovemment  (No.  7)*  (188);  Public 
Health  (Scotland)  (Duntocher  and  Dalmuir 
Water)"  (187). 

OtmmittM — £i>fwr(— Local  Government  (Ni 
(U7);  Local  Goven        '  '"     ""  - 
Local   Oovemment  ( 
Ballybiack)  ■  (146). 

Jiiri  Btaditi^—QM*  {,\2,i),aaApa—d, 


NEW  PEEES. 

Claude,  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  £ing- 
hom,  in  tiiat  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom called  Scotland,  having  been 
created  Baron  Boves,  of  Streatlam 
Caatle  in  the  county  of  Durham,  and  of 
Lunedale  in  the  oounty  of  York — Waa 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

Henry  William  Eaton,  Esquire, 
having  been  created  Baron  Cheyles- 
more,  of  Cheylesmore  in  the  city  of 
Coventry  and  county  of  Warwick — Waa 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 


EQYFf— THE  ANULO-EGTPTIAN  CON- 
VENTION —  RATIFICATION. 

qUBSTIOK.    OBSEltVATIOKS. 

The  Easl  op  E08EBERT:  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  a  Question  of  which 
I  hare  given  him  private  Xotice.  It  is, 
Whether  he  can  give  us  any  information 
with  regard  to  the  ratification  or  non- 
ratification  by  the  Sultan  of  the  Egyptian 
Convention  ? 

Tub  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marqueesof  Sausbubt): 
I  am  afraid  that  at  present  I  have  little 
to  add  to  that  which  I  have  already 
stated  upon  this  matter ;  but  I  fait  that 
I  had  no  right  to  keep  back  the  Oor- 
respondenoe  any  longer,  and,  therefore, 
B  few  days  ago  I  gave  instructiona  that 
it  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 

HOUBS. 

The  EiBL  of  EOSEBERT  :  May  I 
ask  another  Question  with  regard  to  the 
movements  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff, 
in  which  the  publio  take  very  consider' 
able  interest  ?  We  understood,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  thot  he  was  under  orders  to 
leave  Constantinople  last  Monday  unless 
the  Oonvention  was  ratified.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  told  ub  that  he  was  under 
orders  to  leave  Constantinople  in  the 
course  of  last  week.  The  Convention 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  ratified, 
nor  does  Sir  H.  Drununond  Wolff  ap- 
pear to  have  left  Constantinople.  Can 
the  noble  Marquess  give  us  any  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  7 

Tus  Maequebs  op  SALISBURY : 
Most  undoubtedly,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolffs  instructions  were  to  leave  Con- 
stantinople last  week ;  but  I  never  oom- 
municated  them  to  the  noble  EaxI  in  the 
nature  of  a  pledge  or  proDiise  oJ  any 
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kind,  that  the  CoaTention  shonld  bs 
ntified  by  that  time.  On  Friday  I  re- 
ceived advices  which  induced  mo  to 
think  it  would  be  to  tho  public  ad- 
vantage that  Sir  H.  Drummond  WolS 
shonld  remain  there  a  few  days  longer, 
and  in  oonseqaence  I  gave  bim  percnis- 
non  to  do  so. 

The  Eakl  of  B05EBEBY :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  question  of 
ratifioatioD  is  still  in  abeyance  ? 

Ttat  MiaoOTSs  07  SALISBURY :  I 
think  that  is  rather  a  contingent  qaea- 
tion,  and  I  would  prefer  to  reserve  it. 
like  all  other  contingent  queBtiona,  till 
the  contingency  actually  arises. 

Thb  Eael  of  EOSEBERY  ;  We  fore- 
■aw  last  week  that  the  Oonvention  might 
not  be  ratified,  as  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff's  movements  are  closely  connected 
with  the  ratification  or  non- ratification 
of  the  Convention.  We  are  anxious  to 
press  the  matter;  and,  therefore,  as 
there  is  considerable  anxiety  felt  in  the 
present  state  of  things,  I  have  addressed 
the  Question  to  the  noble  Uarqueae. 

The  U^aguEBS  op  SALISBURY :  The 
Qoeen  has  given  fall  powers  to  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  to  ratify  the  Conven- 
tion, and  the  Bultan  had  promised  to 
ratify  on  a  certain  day ;  but  he  has  not 
done  so.  I  presume  the  noble  Earl's 
Question  to  me  is — "  What  will  happen 
supposing  the  Saltan  were  to  propose  to 
ratiffnow?"  Well,  I  think  that  is  a 
oontingent  question,  and  it  would  be 
necessary  for  me  to  know  the  precise 
circumstances  nnder  which  that  contin- 
gency might  take  place  before  I  could 
answer  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Thb  £aki.  of  SOSEBERY  :  Then  are 
we  to  nnderetand  that  the  British  Pleni- 
potentiaiy  at  Constantinople  is  in  a  state 
of  suspended  animation  ? 

Tm  Mabqukss  of  SALISBURY :  I 
▼ill  inqnire  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolfif. 

OBDHNAL    LAW    AHEHDMBNT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.-{Ho.  164.) 
[Th*  Lord  JJiiavrm.) 
FIB8I      BEADIira, 

Bill  resd  1*,  and  to  be  prinUd. 
Thb  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  AsHBOiJRifK) :  I  beg  to 
e've  Noboe  that  I  propose  to  ask  your 
irdahips  to  read  it  a  second  time  to- 
morrow (Taesday). 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL:  When  shall 
T«  havQ  the  Bill  in  oat  bands  F 


Loud  A8HBOURN13 :  I  believe  at  4 
o'clock  to-morrow. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE :  I  think  this  is 
a  very  unusual  course  to  pursue.  We 
have  not  got  the  Bill  in  our  hands,  and 
yet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  proposes 
to  take  the  second  reading  to-morroir. 
I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be  such 
haste  in  proceeding  with  so  important  a 
measure,  and  I  protest  against  it. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (TheMarquess  of  Sausbuet); 
I  am  Bonr  to  have  to  contradict  the 
noble  Earl.  I  never  reoommend  any 
speed  in  dealing  with  Coercion  Bills. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe,  without 
attaching  the  name  "Goeroion  Bill"  to 
this  useful  measure,  that  all  Bills  deal- 
ing with  crime  in  Ireland — and  I  am 
told  that  there  have  been  as  many  as 
67  of  them — have  always  been  discussed 
and  proceeded  with  in  this  House  with 
as  much  rapidity  as  the  Forms  of  the 
House  would  permit. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  Then,  whv 
does  not  the  noble  Marquess  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  and  pass  the  Bill 
through  all  its  stages  at  one  Sitting  1 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBEEY  :  I  woaW 
point  out  the  novel  position  in  which  we 
are  placed  at  this  time.  This  Bill  has 
occupied  the  House  of  Commons  for  a 
very  considerable  time — in  fact,  an  un- 
uauallylongtime;  but  this  is  not  an  ordi- 
□  aryCoercion  Bill,  This  is  a  permanent 
addition  to  the  law  of  the  land,  and  I 
do  think  that  it  is  a  strong  measure  to 
have  this  Bill,  when  it  has  only  just 
been  introduced,  read  a  first  time  to- 
night, to  distribute  it,  possibly,  to- 
morrow morning,  and  then  to  ask  na  to 
read  it  a  second  time  to-morrow  even- 
ing. I  have,  w  you  know,  peculiar 
views  as  to  the  position  in  which  your 
Lordships'  House  stand  to  the  conntry, 
and  I  ask  what  wilt  be  thought  of  this 
House  if  you  show  this  extraordinary 
precipitation  t  We  are  not  giving  the 
measure  thortime  we  expend  on  Pnvate 
Bills.  I  do  not  wish  to  urge  this  in  any 
Fartv  sense;  but  I  do  appeal  to  the 
fair  feeling  of  the  noble  Marquess  and 
of  noble  Lords  opposite  to  give,  at  any 
rate,  a  decent  interval  between  the  oir- 
onlation  of  this  Bill  and  the  second  read- 
ing for  its  oonsideration. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  he  rightiy  un- 
derstood the  noble  Earl  to  sa;  that  the 
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Bill  should  hare  the  same  interrals  as 
were  aaai^aed  to  Privata  BiIIb. 


Potiet  md  iht  Piiblie.        32S 


Thb  EiBL  OF  EOSEBEEY  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  had  misunderstood  him. 
They  thought  there  should  be  the  usual 
period  of  iaterreution  between  the  print- 
ing of  the  Bill  aud  its  disoussiou  in  the 
House. 

Thb  HAaouBBs  of  8ALI8BUBY :  I 
do  not  wish  unduly  to  press  noble  Lords 
in  the  consideration  of  this  measure ; 
but  I  must  sav  that  it  is  pressing  a 
teohnicolity  rather  far  for  noble  Lords 
opposite  to  try  and  persuade  us  that 
they  do  not  know  what  is  iu  this  Bill. 
1  presume  that  they  have  not  quite  lived 
hermit's  lives,  and  also  that  they  have 
not  refused  entrance  to,  but  that  they 
have  had  a  newspaper  in  their  houses 
for  the  last  six  months.  However,  as 
the  Front  OppositioQ  Benoh  takes  so 
earnest  a  tone,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  becoming  in  us  to  press  the  matter. 
I  propose,  therefore,  to  take  the  second 
reading  on  Thursday. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  The  noble 
Marquess  must  he  aware  that  although 
only  live  clauses  were  discussed  the 
changes  have  been  immense.  Tou  have 
omitted  the  Whiteboy  Clauses;  you 
have  also  abandoned  the  change  of 
venue  to  this  country ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  2nd  clause,  you  have  extended 
aboat  three  lines  to  three  pages.  To 
say  that,  without  the  Bill  in  our  hands, 
we  should  know  exactly  the  state  in 
whioh  it  has  come  up  to  ua,  is  presuming 
that  we  are  endowed  with  an  amount 
of  wisdom  which  I  think  is  hardly  fair 
for  the  noble  Marquess  to  attribute  to 
ns. 

Bill  to  be  read  2'  on  TAuridtfy  next. 


QUESTIOIT.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  KiBi.  of  UILLTOWN,  in  rising 
to  ask,  Whether  the  police  are,  as  has 
been  stated  "  elsewhere,"  in  the  habit 
of  arresting  women  in  the  streets  of  the 
Metropolis  on  the  charge  of  unlawfully 
soliciting  without  format  complaint  made 
by  the  persons  alleged  to  have  been  so 
solicited;  whether  such  arrest  is  not 
illegal;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Home 
Seuretary  will  take  steps  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  practice  f  said,  he  would  point  out 
to  their  Lordships  that  when  the  Grimi* 
nal  Law  Amendment  Bill  was  before 
Ths  Moritmt  of  Salubury 


their  Lordships'  House,  it  contained  ■ 
provision  empowering  the  police  to 
arrest  any  woman  soliciting  in  the 
streets  on  their  own  initiation  without 
complaint  made.  At  the  time  he  (the 
Earl  of  Milltown)  protested  against  that 
power  being  given  to  the  police,  but  was 
not  successful  in  preventing  it,  although 
he  ttrice  divided  the  House  in  two  anc- 
oessive  years,  and  had  the  support  of  the 
late  Lord  Shaftesbury  and  the  present 
Prime  Minister.  The  clause,  however, 
was,  on  a  change  of  Ghivemment  talcing 
place  in  1 8B5,  struck  out  of  the  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  0-ovemment 
of  his  noble  Friend.  Late  occurrences 
had  shown  that  he  was  justified  in  hia  ac- 
tion. It  was,  therefore,with  some  surprise 
that  he  read  the  statement  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  in  "another  place" 
that  the  police  were  in  the  habit  of 
making  these  charges  of  their  own  mo- 
tion, uncorroborated  by  other  evidence, 
and  that  the  magistrates  were  aoous- 
tomed  to  convict  on  such  testimony.  It 
also  appeared  from  the  public  prints 
that  great  complaints  were  still  made  as 
to  the  condition  of  Begent  Street  and 
other  thoroughfares.  If  those  complaints 
were  well-founded,  it  showed  that  the 
action  of  the  police  had  not  been  success- 
ful in  freeing  the  streets  from  the 
nuisance;  but,  even  if  their  action  had 
had  that  effect,  he  did  not  think  it  pos- 
sible that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  be  satisfied  that  an  innocent 
tradesman's  daughter  or  workwoman 
should  be  liable  to  be  arrested  and 
dragged  through  the  streets  and  her 
character  mined  at  the  will  of  every 
policeman.  Political  capital  had,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  been  attempted  to  be 
made  in  a  Party  sense  out  of  the  recent 
transaction ;  but  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  provisions  which  would 
have  rendered  this  outrage  both  probable 
and  legal  were  introduced  into  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Bill  by  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  However,  they 
were  struck  out  by  the  Conservative 
Government  which  succeeded  him  and 
took  up  the  charge  of  that  measure. 

EablBEOWNLOW:  The  police  are 
in  the  habit  of  arresting  common  prosti- 
tutes in  the  Metropolis  on  the  charge 
of  unlawfully  soliciting,  without  formal 
complaint  made  h^  the  persons  alleged 
to  have  been  aolioited,  and  without  ■ 
warrant.    I  am  advised  that  under  the 
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2  &  3  Viet.,  c.  47,  8.  5J,  such  arrest  is 
not  illegal  if,  within  view  of  the  con- 
stable, uie  penoa  Bolioited,  hj  liia  oon- 
duct  or  langpiage,  maDifests  that  he  ia 
annoyed  by  the  prostitute.  It  is  a 
question  of  evidence,  the  sufficiency  of 
vhioh  has  to  be  determined  by  the 
magistrate  who  bears  the  case. 

The  lord  OHANOELI^OE  (Lord 
Halsbust)  :  I  think  it  ia  very  desirable 
that  it  should  not  go  forth,  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  noble  EatI  (the  Earl  of 
Milltown)  that  what  has  been  done  in 
these  matters  is  illegal;  beoauee  the 
form  of  the  Question  rather  suggeBts 
illegality.  Neither  the  Home  Secretary 
nor  anybody  else  has  a  right  to  inter- 
fore  with  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  I 
think  it  a  very  andeairable  thing  that 
an  impression  should  be  set  abroad  that 
any  person  can  treat  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment as  he  likes.  If  the  state  of  the 
law  is  nnsatisfactory — on  which  point  I 
am  not  ia  disaccord  with  the  noble  Earl 
— than  that  law  ought  to  be  repealed. 
Now,  the  Act  of  Parliament  expressly 
provides  that  if  a  policaman  aeea  what 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Brownlow)  has 
aaid,  he  hae  a  right  to  arrest  without 
warrant.  I  am  not  stating  whether  it 
is  right  or  prudent  in  all  cases  to  put 
that  power  in  force  ;  but  the  noble  Earl 
asks  whether  it  is  illegal,  and  it  clearly 
is  not.  I  am  iiot  awaro  whether  there 
is  any  peculiar  force  in  the  person 
against  whom  the  annoyance  is  prac- 
tised being  the  person  to  oomplain ; 
but  where  any  criminal  offence  is  com- 
mitted, any  one  of  Her  Majesty's  snb- 
jects,  whether  a  policeman  or  anybody 
else,  may,  unless  the  power  is  limited 
by  Statute,  put  the  law  in  force.  In 
this  particular  case,  the  Act  specially 
proTides  that  a  policeman  may  arrest 
without  a  warrant  whenever  he  seea  the 
offence  committed.  In  saying  what  I 
have  said,  I  trust  it  will  not  be  supposed 
I  am  referring  in  any  degree  to  the  oaae 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred.  I 
am  speaking  wholly  in  the  abstract 
with  reference  to  the  state  of  the  law, 
and  without  reference  to  the  facta  which 
hare  brought  this  condition  of  the  law 
into  prominence. 

LAND  TBAySFEB  BILL.- (Ho.  161.) 

{Tht  L*rd  ChanMllvr.) 

THIBD  BXADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Ibird  Bead- 
ing read. 


,  1687^  TrmtfirBill  3S0 

Mov6d,  "ThattheBillbenowread3»." 
—{Tht  Lord  Chaneellor.) 

Loss  DENMAN,  who  had  on  the 
Paper  a  Motion  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  aiz  months, 
aaid,  that,  after  what  had  passed  on 
Friday,  he  might  expect,  at  least,  a 
Teller  for  his  Motion;  hut  having  for 
33  years  addressed  the  House  without 
a  single  cheer,  and  having  probably 
brought  on  himaelf  ill-will  by  oppoeing 
both  the  Front  Benches  of  Ministers  and 
Leadera  of  the  Opposition,  he  did  not 
look  for  encouragement.  He  wished  he 
might,  without  conceit,  apply  to  him- 
'      *  '"    ■  Lord  Hough- 

"  Yet  there  are  ume  to  whom  a  attength  is 

A  will,  a  BeU-conatraiDing  energy, 
A  faith  that  feeds  apon  no  eazodj  hope, 
Tbftt  naver  thiols  Ol  viotory — but  content, 
Bajoicing  fights,  and,  itill  Tsjoioing,  falla." 

He  must  ask  leave  to  withdraw    his 
Motion,  and  only  say  "  Not-Oontent." 

On  Question?  Reiohed  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  Bill  read  3'  accordingly. 

On  QnestioD, "  That  the  Bill  do  pass?  " 
Earl  BEATIOHAMP  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  (Lord 
Halabury)  to  an  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name.  Section  39  provided, 
subject  to  certain  exceptions  in  favour  of 
husDand  and  wife,  that  on  the  death  of 
any  person  intestate  real  estate  should 
be  divisible  amoug  the  same  persons  as 
if  it  were  personal  estate.  The  4th  sub- 
section was  to  the  effect  that  the  section 
should  not  apply  to  the  real  estate  of 
persona  who  were  infant  or  lunatic  at  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  thenceforward 
until  their  death,  nor  to  the  estatea  to 
which  persons  who  died  under  age,  or 
who  became  lunatic  before  attaining  21, 
were  entitled  under  will  or  settlement 
executed  before  the  commencement  of 
the  Act.  He  desired  to  amend  the 
clause  by  excepting  the  real  estate  of 
infants  and  lunatioa  altogether  from  its 
operation ;  but  he  would  be  glad  to 
hear  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
upon  the  Woolsack  what  he  proposed  to 
do  before  be  (Earl  Beauchamp)  formally 
moved  it. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  aaid,  that  he  had  had  sug- 
geatiooa  made  to  him   from   Torions 


>v  Google 


331  Qwirriei  ltOBt)Sl 

quArters  aa  to  Uie  amendment  of  this 
Bill.  He  had  eveTj  deeira  to  meet  the 
viewa  which  had  been  expresaed  on  this 
subject  in  Tarious  quartera  of  the  Houae, 
but  it  was  not  en  easy  matter.  Having 
done  his  beet  to  oonaiderit,  he  had  come 
to  the  conoluaion  that  the  best  way  to 
meet  the  diSoalty  was  to  empower  the 
Hirh  Court  (Ohancery  Divieion)  to  deal 
with  the  matter  of  the  deTolution  of  the 
real  property  of  intestate  lunatioB  and 
minora  in  auoh  way  as,  in  ita  opini' 
would  meet  the  juatice  of  the  oaae.  ] 
would,  therefore,  move  an  Amendment 
to  effect  that  object. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  paga  30,  line  32,  odd  ("  Provided  that 
■117  CBae  ffhere  but  (or  this  ^roruiun  the  real 
estate  of  aay  infant  or  luiuitio  would  be  dealt 
with  in  acoordancq  with  this  lection,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  ths  oourt,  on  the  application  of  ai 
member  of  anch  infant  or  lunatio'i  family, 
make  such  order  reipactin^  the  devotntion  of 
the   real  eatate  as  the  oourt  may  think  just, 
having  regard  to  the  ssttlemeDt  or  will  under 
wbioh  the  infant  or  lunatic  became   entitled 
and  the  oiroumstancea  of  the  family  and 
—ITA4  Ztrd  Chanulior.) 

Lord  HEB80HELL  said,  he  did  not 
like  expreasin^  a  decided  opinion  at 
moment's  notice ;  but  he  must  confess 
that  he  viewed  with  some  apprehen- 
sion the  suggestion  that  the  Court  of 
Chancery  should  make  a  will  for  a  man. 
He  preferred  some  modification  of  the 
piopoaat  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite. 

Lobs  BBAMWELL  said,  that  the 
whole  difficulty  might  be  overcome  if, 
instead  of  abolishing  estates  in  tail  and 
turning  them  into  eatatea  in  fee  aimple, 
the  tenant  in  tail  were  to  be  empowered 
to  make  such  a  grant  or  devise  aa  be 
might  make  if  he  had  an  estate  in  fee 
simple. 

Thb  PBIMB  UINISTEB  and  SB- 
OEETABY  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (TheUarquesBof  Sausbdby) 
said,  that,  aa  the  matter  was  of  some 
importance,  it  would  probably  be  more 
Bttiafactory  to  the  House  if  further  time 
were  giten  for  the  consideration  of  the 
point.  Ha,  therefore,  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Movid,  "  That  the  Debate  bo  now  ad- 
journed,"—(TA*  Marqutti  of  Saliibvry.) 

EuL  BEAUCHAMP  suggested  that 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Motion  foz 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  should  be  with- 
drawn. 

Lord  Kfhburjf 


Tdb  Mabqtj£9sof  8ALISBURT  said, 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 


Further  debate  on  the  said  Amend- 
ment  adjoumtd  till  Ta-morrow. 

QTJABRIES  BILL.— (Ho.  160.) 
THIHD  BBADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  tor  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  nowreadav" 
—{The  Lord  Sudeley.) 

The  Earl  of  WEMY8S  asked  for 
some  information  with  regard  to  the 
sentence  in  the  Bill — "  Close  on  a  high- 
way or  place  of  public  resort  dedicated 
to  the  public."  In  "another  place" 
there  was  a  Bill  called  "Access  to 
Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill."  Assuming 
that  that  Bill  were  to  oome  to  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  were  to  paaa,  which 
he  hoped  would  not  bo  the  case,  would 
a  place  of  public  resort  include  a  Scotch 
mountain,  such  as  Ben  Nevis,  and  would 
it  be  dedicated  to  the  public  ? 

Lord  THEING,  in  reply,  swd,  he 
thought  it  would  not  apply  to  moun- 
tains in  any  case.  A  mountain  itself 
would  not  be  dedicated  to  the  public, 
though  they  might  have  resort  to  it. 
Those  words  were  put  in  the  Bill  in 
order  to  nxark  the  difference  between 
highways  and  other  places  of  pabUo 
resort,  such  as  markets,  and  a  mountain 
could  not  be  such  a  place. 

Tee  Eabi.  of  WEMYSS  said,  it  only 
showed  the  difflculUes  their  Lordships 
were  in  from  this  sort  of  legislation. 

Hf  otion  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  3*,  with  the  Amendments, 
tLuipaiied,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjoaroed  at  a  qnarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  WthJuly,  1887. 


UUfUTES.]— New  Mbhbbrb  Swobh— Jolm 
Aird,  esquire,  far  Boroagh  of  Faddmgton 
(Korth  Division} ;  William  Henry  Waltsr 
BallaatiDe,  esquire, /arBorougi  ofCoveatty. 

StLiirt  CoHHirrBE  —  Sanditf  Fostitl  Ijabonr, 
Hr.  Baggmllay  dinh.  ;  Mr.  Maolura  tuUtid. 

Public  Bills  —  Firtt  Riadiag  —  Matbeta  aod 
Faira  (Weighiog  of  Cattle)  ■  [317] ;  Lunacy 
Distrietfl  (Bcotlaad)' [3181. 

Steond  Reading— Xnsii  lAnd  Law  [308J  {Firtt 
yighi],  itbaii  a^'etimtd;  Law  of  Evidence 
Amendment  [316J,  dtbaU  adjaumid;  Tram- 
wajrs  and  Public  Companies  {Ireland]  Acta 


<3»nni(fM— Diitreased  UnioDS  (Ireland)  [307], 

dfbmtt  adjaumid. 
Ceniidtrid  a>  amtndtd — Third  JUading  —'Km- 

chandise     Harki   I^w     ConioUdation    and 
'   Amendment    fSOi]  ;  Uargarine  (Fraadnlenl 

Sale]  [309],  tmdpiniid. 
PnovisioNaL  Osdeb  Bill — Third  Rtading  — 

Fublio   Health   (Scotland)    (Duntocher  and 

Dalmoii  Wat«r)  *  [2B8],  Knipatud. 

Q  UEBTIONS. 


BAHBAD0E8  —  THE  LEQISLATIFE 
COUNCIL— RAILWAY  AND  WATER 
COMPANIES. 

Qbnebal  Sie  QEOHGB  BALFOTJH 
(Eanoardioe)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State '  for  the  Colonies,  If  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  debate  in  the 
LegislatiTe  Council  of  Barbadoes  on 
29th  December,  18B6,  wherein,  acoord- 
ing^  to  Thf  Sarhadoei  Agricultural  Re- 
forttr  of  7th  January,  1887,  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  Members  on  both  sides  that 
the  credit  of  the  Colony  was  being 
pledged  in  support  of  a  Water  Company 
which  had  issued  s  prospectus  contain- 
ing statements  not  in  accordance  with 
facta ;  that  the  Bailway  and  Water 
Companies  are  principally  supported  by 
the  same  Directors;  whether  be  will 
point  oat  to  that  Govemment  that  no 
portion  of  the  subsidy  of  £6,000  per 
annum  granted  to  the  Barbadoes  Bail- 
way,  of  only  2I|  miles  In  lenc;th,  now 
reaches  the  British  iavestor,  althonf^hin 
the  prospectus  it  is  "specially  appro- 
priated to  the  preference  shareholders ; 
and,  whether,  as  the  consulting  engineer 
and  certain  Direetore   have 


against  the  management  aa  being  extra- 
vagant and  incompetent,  and  against  the 
consequent  injury  to  the  credit  of  the 
Colony,  he  will  recommend,  should  it 
appear  that  the  engineeringdepaTtments, 
&o.  are  entrusted  to  an  official  who  is 
not  a  qnalified  engineer,  and  who  has 
no  previous  expenenoe  as  a  manager, 
that  the  said  subsidy  be  withheld  pend- 
ing further  instructions  and  reform  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  CBir 
Hbket  Houasd)  (Hampatead):  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  would  refer 
to  the  reply  given  by  me  on  the 
4th  instant  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth  (Mr. 
E!imber)  on  this  subject.  I  am  informed 
that  none  of  the  Directors  of  the  Water 
Company  are  Directors  of  the  Bailway 
Company.  It  does  not  appear  that  the 
Government  of  Barbadoes  nas  any  con- 
oem  with  the  manner  in  which  the  sub- 
sidy payable  by  it  to  the  Barbadoes 
Hallway  Company  is  applied.  If  there 
has  been  any  improper  application  of 
the  subsidy  it  would  seem  to  be  a  ques- 
tion for  a  Court  of  Law.  The  Govern- 
ment of  Barbadoes  has  no  power  to 
withhold  the  subsidy,  which  is  payable 
under  an  Act  of  the  Colonial  Legislature, 
so  long  as  the  conditions  on  which  it  is 
payable  are  shown  to  exist. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  LORD  UEtJTEN- 
ANT'S  LETTERS— "DUBLIN  OFFICIAL 
PAID." 

Me.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
letters  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  dated  from  Tice  Begal  Lodge, 
Dublin,  relating  solely  to  his  Lordship's 
private  business  as  a  trader,  have  passed 
through  the  Poet  Office,  during  the 
month  of  June,  marked  "Dublin  Offi- 
cial Paid ; "  whether  there  is  more  than 
one  account  of  poBtage  kept  by  the 
Dublin  Office  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
and,  in  either  case,  whether  he  will  state 
how,  on  the  Post  Office  aeooonts,  actu- 
ally official  Correspondence  is  distin- 
guished from  correspondence  confined  to 
bis  Lordship's  commercial  business  as  a 
coal  merchant;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  against  whom  the  postage  is  de- 
bited, and  by  whom  actually  paid,  for 
letters  so  sent  out  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  solely  relating  to  his  business  as  a 
trader  ? 
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Thb  postmaster  aENEHAL{Mr. 
Kaieeb)  (Cambridge  UnirerBity) :  I 
hare  not  any  facilitiea  for  knowiag  the 
contents  of  the  letters  in  question ;  but,  if 
tho  hon.  Member  vill  place  any  speoiGo 
information  in  my  hands,  I  vill  make 
inquiry. 

Mk.  BRADLAtraH  said,  ho  had 
placed  the  Question  on  the  Paper  a  week 
ago,  in  order  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  an  opportunity  of  ascer- 
taining the  foots.  He  would  venture  to 
ask  wnether  a  letter  dated  29tt  Juno, 
signed  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Marquess 
of  Londoaderry,  was  sent  by  htm  to  his 
Lordship's  coal  agent  in  London,  and 
whether  that  was  one  of  a  series  of 
letters  f 

Mn.  BAIEES  said,  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  would  place  that  letter  in  his 
hands,  and  he  would  take  care  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  statement  was  correct. 

Me.  BEADLATIGH  said,  ha  would 
do  so. 

Subsequently, 

Me.  BEADLAUGH  gave  Notice  that, 
owing  to  the  uneatiafaotaiy  answer  of 
the  Postmaster  General,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  matter  in  Supply  on  the 
Tote  lor  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  salary. 

EayPT— SIB    HENET    DRUUUOND 
WOLFF'S  MISSION, 

Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
oliffe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What  was  the 
total  oust  to  the  country,  up  to  the  30th 
June  last,  of  the  Mission  of  Sir  Henry 
DruDunond  Wolff  to  the  East  of  Europe? 

Tm  tTNDER  8ECEETAEY  of 
STATE  {Sir  Jakes  Fbeoussos)  (Man- 
cheater,  N.E.) :  Up  to  the  31st  of  De- 
oemher  the  accounts  for  the  cost  of  the 
Mission  amounted  to  £22,537  St.  Bd. 
Those  for  the  last  half-year  have  not 
yet  been  received ;  but  we  have  reason 
to  believe  that  the  cost  will  not  exceed 
£800  a-month,  including  telegrams  and 
all  other  charges,  making  a  total 
amount  from  the  commencement  of  a 
little  over  £27,000.  I  muat  not  be 
understood  to  state  this  sum  as  aotuad ; 
but  I  believe  that  it  is  approximate. 

EVIOnONS  (IRBLAND)-STATI8TIC8. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 

cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  was 


the  number  of  evictions  and  of  the  per- 
Bone  evicted  from  their  holdings  in  Ire- 
land during  the  quarter  endmg  30th 
Juno? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kraa-HABicAK) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Eetnms  which  would  answer 
this  Question  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
on  Thursday,  the  same  day  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  gave  Notice  of  this 
Question. 

POST  OFFICE -TELEGRAPH  CABLES  IN 
■l-HE  WESTERN  ISLES  (ISLAT). 

CoLOHEL  MALCOLM  {Argyllshire) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether, 
whenever  the  telegraph  cable  to  Islay 
requires  to  be  renewed,  he  will  consider 
the  advantages  offered  by  the  alterna- 
tive line  through  the  Island  of  Gigha, 
and  thus  afford  the  advantages  of  tele- 
graphic communication  to  the  fishermen 
of  that  Island  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  ifeend,  I  have  much 
pleasure  in  stating  that  the  alternative 
route  for  the  lelay  telegraph  cable  sug- 
gested in  his  Question  ahtul  receive  full 
consideration,  with  a  view  to  its  possible 
adoption  when  the  time  arrives  for  re- 
newing the  cable. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)— PRI- 
VATE RIGHTS  IN  MUSSEL  BEDS. 
Mb.  ANDEE80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  communi- 
cated with  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  as- 
given  by  the  Government  that 
inquiries  should  be  instituted  by  the 
Board  as  to  private  rights  in  mussel 
beds  in  the  tidal  waters  of  Scotland ; 
what  inquiries,  if  any,  have  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board  been  directed  to  make ; 
what  inquiries,  if  any,^aTe  been  made 
by  the  Bonrd  ;  and,  pending  the  in- 
quiries, will  the  Government  suspend 
any  further  grants  of  fishing  rights  in 
tidal  waters  to  private  individuals  or 
Corporations  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdokald)  (Edinbu^h  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universitiea) :  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  has  communicated  with  the 
Fishery  Board  as  to  this  matter,  and 
hasdireoted  them  to  inquire— (1)  Where 
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the  principal  mnBael  beds  on  tlie  Ooast 
of  Scotland  are ;  (2)  to  whom  they  be- 
long ;  (3)  on  what  tenna  fisbermea  can 
obtain  muBsels  from  them.  The  Board 
have  iaaued  instructions  to  their  officers 
to  make  these  inquiries  and  report. 
"With  regard  to  the  last  Question,  it  is 
a  matter  within  the  sole  jarisdiction  of 
the  Board  of  Trade;  but,  on  inquiry 
there,  it  haa  been  ascertained  that  no 
auoh  grant  has  been  made  during  the 
last  IS  years;  and  though  it  is  ver;  im- 
probable that  any  grant  will  be  made, 
it  would  be  improper  to  give  any  such 
undertaking  as  is  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member. 


THE  JUBILEE  NIGHT  —  P0BLICAN8 
AND  BEERHOUSE  KEEPERS- EXTEN- 
SION OP  BOUBS  OF  OPENING. 
Sib  WILFRID  LAW80N  (Cumber- 
land, Oockennouth)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  state  to  the  House  the 
terms  of  the  notification  made  by  the 
Metropolitan  Police  authorities,  autho- 
rising the  publicans  and  beerbouse 
keepers  within  their  jurisdiction  to  keep 
their  houses  open  for  the  sale  of  drink 
until  2  a.m.  on  Jubilee  night ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  what  means  were  taken 
to  bring  such  notice  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  publicans  and  beerhouse  keepers 
concerned  therein? 

Tub  SECEETAItr  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  A  Circu- 
lar was  issued  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner to  Superintendents  of  Divisions, 
from  whom  tbe  publicans  would,  in  the 
ordinary  course,  make  inquiry.  The 
Cironlar  was  to  the  effect  that  the  police 
were  not  to  take  proceedings  against 
publicans  or  other  licensed  persons  for 
keeping  open  their  houses  up  till  2  a.m. 
on  the  22Dd  of  June,  unless  there  was 
disorder,  and  tbe  law  was  infringed. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAW80N:  Could 
that  Circular  be  regarded  as  having  been 
legally  issued  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Without  Notice 
I  ought  not  to  be  called  opoa  to  auswer 
questions  of  law.     It  is  not  for  me  to 

S*Te  a  decision;  but,  as  far  as  I  know 
e  law,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  an  irregu- 
lar mode  of  granting  licences.  The 
Chief  Commissioner  had  determined  to 
grant  occasional  licences  in  connection 
with  this  special  event;  but  the  time 
had  been  found  insufficient. 


POST  OFFICE   (IRELAND)— THE  POST- 
MISTRESS OF  ANNYALLA, 
CO.  MONAGHAN. 

Mr.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether 
tbe  appointment  (pro  tem.)  of  Mrs. 
Maria  Clark  as  postmistress  of  tbe 
Annyalla,  County  Monaghan,  Post 
Office,  has  yet  been  confirmed ;  and,  if 
not,  whether,  considering  that  the  duties 
of  tbe  office  have  been  discharged  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  people  of  the 
locality  by  that  lady  sines  the  24th  of 
May  last,  he  will  see  that  tfae  appoint- 
ment is  confirmed  without  further  de- 
Uy? 

The  postmaster  OEOTER  AL  (Mr. 
Raieeb)  (Cambridge  University) ;  No 
appointment,  temporary  or  permanent, 
has  at  present  been  made  to  the  sub- 
post  office  at  Annyalla,  County  Mona- 
ghan. Tbe  nomination  to  the  appoint- 
ment rests  with  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury, If  Mre.  Maria  Clark  should  be 
nominated,  and  should  be  found  in  all 
respects  a  suitable  person,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  confirm  the  appointment. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  OFFICE  OF  WORKS 
AND  BniLDINQS  —  EXAMINATION 
FOR  CLERK  OF  THE  WOBK8. 
Mk.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walwortii) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
the  candidates  at  ttie  Examination  held 
last  April  for  Clerk  of  Works  to  Her 
Majesty's  Office  of  Works  and  Build- 
ings have  complained  of  the  too  theo- 
retical character  of  the  examination, 
and  if  it  will  be  reformed  and  rendered 
more  practical  in  the  future ;  if  the 
clause,  which  stipulates  that  acandidate 
"  shall  have  been  employed  five  years 
superintending  buildings,"  shall  beread 
as  fixing  the  time  to  be  wholly  devoted 
to  such  duties ;  and,  if  a  healthy,  noise- 
less, and  comfortable  room,  suited  to  the 
purposes  of  an  examination,  will  he  pro- 
vided for  conducting  the  examinations  in 
future  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaosbom) 
(Leeds,  N.):  Thereweresome complaints 
&om  candidates  examined  last  April  for 
Clark  of  Works  in  the  Office  of  Works 
and  Buildings  as  to  tbe  too  theoretical 
character  of  the  examination;  but,  on 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  those  complaints 
proved  to  be  groundless  under  the  exist- 
ing Regulations.  ThoCiTilServiooOom- 
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missioDers  are  not  aware  vbetlier  the 
Office  of  Works  consider  that  the  Regn- 
latiouB  require  to  be  reformed ;  but  it  is 
understood  that  the  matter  is  under  coa- 
sideration.  The  Civil  Serrice  ommis- 
sioners  do  not  consider  that  the  olauae, 
\rhich  stipolatee  that  "  a  candidate  shall 
have  been  employed  at  least  fire  years 
in  the  superintendence  of  buildings," 
should  be  read  as  fixing  the  time  to  \ 
wholly  devoted  to  auoh  duties.  The 
candidates  on  the  oooasiou  in  question 
were  examined  in  a  healthy,  noiseless, 
and  comfortable  room  in  the  Of&ce  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  in  Cannon 
Eow. 

THE  JUBILEE  WEEK-THB  METRO- 
POLITAM  PIHB  BRIGADE  AND  POLICE. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MOEGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Home  Secretary  a  Quee- 
tion  which  on  the  Paper  was  addressed 
to  the  bon.  Member  for  the  Knuts- 
ford  Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr.  Tatton 
Bgerton),  as  representing  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  "Works,  Whether  the 
men  in  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 
will,  ae  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  receive  any  special  gratuity  tot 
their  extraordinary  services  during  the 
Jubilee  week  7 

The  SEOBETAET  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E. )  said,  he 
bad  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

Me.  TATTON  EGEfiTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  believed  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary was  the  official  Representative  of 
the  Board  in  that  House,  and  was  unable 
to  give  any  information. 

WAR  OFFICE  — AHMT  CONTRACTS— 
THE  CONTRACT  FOR  HIDES. 

OoLOMEL  HUaHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  G-eneral 
of  the  Ordnance,  How  many  hides  sold 
by  Messieurs  Ross,  of  Bermondaey,  to  the 
Government,  in  1886,  and  passed  at  the 
time  as  sound  and  good  by  the  Viewer, 
who  was  formerly  in  the  employment  of 
Messieurs  Ross,  but  since  condemned  as 
"worthless,"  have  been  returned  to 
Messieurs  Boss ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  recovered  from  that  firm 
the  money  paid  for  those  hides  ? 

Thb  SUKVEYOB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Nobthootk)  (Exeter) :  Nine  hundred 
collar  hides  were  supplied  by  Messrs. 
Roesintheearlypartof  1886;  and  after 
they  had  been  in  store  for  several  months 
2lr.  JaeluM 


some  of  them  were  found  to  have  lost 
colour,  and  to  have  become  hard  and 
dry.  All  these  were  re-dressed  by 
Messrs.  Rose  without  charge,  though 
they  had  been  passed  and  out  of  their 
custody  for  many  mouths,  and  the  Com- 
missary General  now  reports  the  leather 
to  be  quite  satisfactory. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
MAYO  CONSPIRACY  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenantof  Lreland,  If  he  has  received 
a  copy  of  a  Resolution  lately  psssed  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Clare- 
morris  Union,  County  Mayo,  setting 
forth— 

"  That,  ffhea  tbo  Earl  of  Carnarvon  was 
Viceroy,  a  Memorial,  or  atatoment,  was  pre- 
Bented  to  him  respecting  oertaia  persons  then 
undergoin);  penal  eervilnde,  and  known  at  the 
iklayo  Ooiupiracy  Priaonera:  that,  on  the  ocoa- 
BiOD  referred  to,  the  Earl  of  CamarTon  pro- 
misod  that  a  judiciU  iaTeett^tioQ  ahonla  bs 
held  into  tbs  trial  and  coDTiotioa  of  those  pri- 
Bonen;  that  the  promiaed  investigation  has 
not  been  held ;  that  it  was  proved  on  the  trial 
that  one  of  tho  prisoners,  Patrick  Nallj,  used 
his  inSuenca  to  auppreaa  crime  and  to  pnivont 
agrarian  outrage,  even  to  the  riak  of  hiB  life  ; " 
and,  whether  he  will  now  hold  out  hopo 
of  a  speedy  termination  of  the  imprison- 
ment of  those  prisoners,  which  has  now 
lasted  nearly  five  years,  in  addition  to 
about  a  year  before  conviction  f 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kisg-Hahiiak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Lord  Lieutenant  has  had 
before  him  a  Resolution  from  the 
Guardians  of  the  Swinford  Union  in 
the  terms  mentioned  in  the  Question. 
His  Excellency  has  informed  the  Quar- 
dians  that,  on  a  full  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he  has 
decided  that  the  law  must  take  its 
course.  He  was  also  authorized  by  the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon  to  add  that  the  state- 
ment that  ho  had  promised  a  judicial 
investigation  was  erroneous. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)— ELEMENTARY  SCHOOL 
TEACHERS— PURCHASES  OF  SCHOOL 
REQUISITES. 

Me.  M'OABTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the 
teachers  of  elementary  schools  in  Ens- 
land  are  required    to   purchase    their 
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mpiiliefl  of  school  reqniBitos  from  any 
parlicnlar  firm ;  wheUier  there  is  any 
Rule  obligiog  them  to  advance  in  balk 
Bum  the  fall  price  at  which  the  requieitas 
are  to  be  retailed  to  their  pupils;  and, 
whether  he  will  mention  what  facilities 
are  afforded  to  these  teachers  in  the 
lolection  and  parohase  of  books  and 
stationery  for  uee  in  their  schools  ? 

Thb  VIOE  president  {Sir 
William  Haut  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Darttord) 
in  reply,  said,  that  teachers  of  ele- 
mentary schools  in  England  had  nothing 
todo  with  purchasing  of  school  requisites. 
This  was  the  business  of  the  managers, 
who  enjoyed  full  liberty  of  action  in 
respect  of  it. 

VACCINATION  A0T3~IHPBI80NMENT 
OF  ROBEBT  ESSAM,  OF  EETTEBINQ. 
Me.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  tiie  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  reference  to  the 
case  of  Bobert  Easam,  of  Kettering, 
who  was  imprisoned  on  the  8th  of  June 
for  non-pa3'ment  of  a  fine  under  the 
Tsocination  Acts,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Bobert  Eaeam  protested  against 
being  compelled  to  pick  oakum,  and 
was  threatened  with  punishment  if  he 
persisted  in  refusing  to  pick  the  oakam ; 
whether  it  is  in  strict  accordance  with 
the  ezieting  law  and  existing  Prison 
Begalations  that  prisoners,  in  suoh  cases 
as  Essam's,  shonld  be  ordered  to  pick 
oakum  or  to  perform  other  tasks  im- 
posed on  prisoners  sentenced  to  hard 
labour,  and  that  they  shonld  be  threat- 
ened with  punishment  in  case  of  re- 
fusal }  and,  whether  he  will  state  to  the 
House  what  exactly  are  the  present 
B^nlations  as  to  tasks  and  other  dis- 
dpUne  which  may  be  legally  imposed 
on  prisoners  under  the  Yaccination  Acts? 
Ths  8E0BETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Prison  Commissioners 
that  Bobert  Essam  made  no  complaint 
to  anyone  oonnected  with  the  prison 
with  reference  to  his  treatment.  It  Is 
in  aooordance  with  the  existing  law  and 
Prison  Bales  that  prisoners  in  such  oases 
should  be  ordered  to  pick  oakum ;  but 
prisoners  sentenced  to  simple  imprison- 
ment without  hard  labour  cannot  be 
placed  on  the  tread-wheel,  and  can  only 
be  employed  on  labour  of  the  ll^test 
description.  There  are  no  special  Bules 
for  prisoners  nndei  the  vaooinatton 
Acts.    It  is  the  sentence  which  governs 
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the  treatment,  and  the  same  sentence 
inTolres  the  same  treatment  whatever 
may  be  the  Act  authorising  it. 

BOAED   OP   NATIONAL  EDITCATION 
(lEELAND)— THB  VACANT  SEAT. 

VLB..  T.  W.  BtJSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.1 
asked  the  Chief  Secretaryto  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  fill  the  vacant 
Beat  at  the  Board  of  National  Education 
in  Ireland  ? 

The  PABUAMENTAET  UNDEB 
SEGRETAItY  (Colonel  Kino-Hahuan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  racanoy  will  be  filled  by  the 
appointment  of  Mr,  J,  Malcolm  Inglis, 
J. P. 
CELEBEATION  OP  THB  JUBILEE  YEAK 

OP  HER  MAJESTY'S   REIGN— NAVAL 

REVIEW  OFF  SPITHEAD. 

AsuiBAL  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  forth- 
coming Naval  Review  at  Spithead,  he 
will  cause  notices  to  be  Issued  to  all 
masters  and  owners  of  steam  veeeels 
employed  between  Portsmouth,  Gos- 
port,  Southampton,  and  lele  of  Wight, 
licensed  to  carry  paesengere,  warning 
them  against  any  infringement  of  the 
law  by  carrying  more  than  the  spsci- 
fied  number  of  persons  mentioned  in 
their  licences  respectively;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  also,  ae  a  further  neces- 
sary precaution,  arrange  for  officers 
of  the  Board  of  Trado  to  attend  at  the 
various  pieie  and  landing  places  at 
the  afore-mentioned  towns  on  the  day 
of  theBeview,  to  ensure  due  observance 
of  the  law  aeainst  overloading,  seeing 
that  the  LocaTAuthori  ties  have  no  juris- 
diction over  such  vessels,  nor  over  the 
steam  launches,  and  that  such  overload- 
ing, which  commonly  happens  on  theso 
occasions,  is  a  very  serious  risk  and 
danger  to  life,  especially  in  the  event  of 
even  a  slight  collision,  in  a  crowded 
roadstead  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Baron  Hehbt 
Be  Wobus)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtetb) ; 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  issued  the  fol- 
lowing caution  to  owners  and  masters, 
as  suggested  by  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Mem  Mr,  with  regard  to  orercrowaisg  of 
passenger  steamers  on  the  occasion  of 
the  Review  at  Spithead : — 

"  Tii«  Board  of  Tnde  desire  to  call  the  atten- 
tion <A  ownerB  and  masten  of  pBHsDgei  tteam- 
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n  them  vt  the  penalties  to 
which  they  will  tenler  themselves  liable  if  they 
infringe  the  proruions  of  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Act,  18S1  (Section  310),  which  are  as  fol- 
lowi."  (Here  folIowB  ft  quotation  of  Section 
319  of  the  "  Uerchont  Shipping  Act,  1851.") 
The  Board  have,  however,  no  staff  to 
oonntpaBsengers  on  board  these  steametB, 
nor  hare  'Stay  authority  under  any 
Statute  to  appoint  or  pay  officers  to 
UDdertahe  such  a  duty.  It  is  entirely 
for  the  local  Police  Authoritiea  to  take 
Buch  Bt«ps  as  they  may  deem  neceeaary 
to  prevent  overcrow  ding. 

THE  SUGAR  INDUSTRY— CLOSING  OF 
REFINEEIES. 

Ub,  KIUBEIB  (WandBVorth)  aebed 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  he  ia  aware  that  three  more 
sugar  refineries  have  recently  closed 
their  doora,  throwing  about  2,000  men 
out  of  employment ;  and,  whether  he 
will  consent  to  the  BeturuB  relating  to 
Sugar  Befineries  and  to  Bugar  Bounties, 
of  which  Notice  has  been  given  ? 

The  SEOBETABY  (Baron  HEifHT 
De  "Wobmb)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  information 
as  to  the  closing  of  the  three  refineries 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  except 
what  has  appeared  in  the  Fress;  but 
they  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the  correct- 
ness of  the  general  statement,  though  as 
to  the  exact  number  of  persons  thrown 
out  of  employment  they  have  no  know- 
ledge. It  would  be  impossible  to  give 
the  return  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  given  Notice.  As  to  the  main 
part  of  it — namely,  the  number  and 
names  of  su^ar  refineries  closed  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  capital  represented 
by  them,  Ac,  the  Board  havo  no  official 
information,  esc^t  what  was  given 
before  the  Sugar  Bounties  Committee  of 
1679-80,  which  was  most  incomplete, 
and  not  in  a  form  that  could  be  adapted 
to  a  Betom ;  and  it  would  be  impossible 
to  obtain  the  necessaiy  information,  if 
it  oonld  be  procured  at  all,  without 
inquiries  of  a  most  inquisitorial  cha- 
racter. As  to  the  bounties  given  by 
Foreign  Glovernments,  the  amount  of 
Buoh  bounties  ie  also  a  matter  which  it 
is  impossible  to  ascertain  with  any 
appraaoh  to  aoouraoy,  and  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  give  a  merely  estimated 
figure ;  but  the  consumptioa  and  whole- 
Bue  prices  could  be  given.  I  regret, 
Baron  Rmry  De  Wormi 


therefore,  that  I  cannot  grant  the  Retam 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 

DISTRESS  IN  THB  METROPOLIS— THE 
RETURNS. 

Mr.  CYBIL  flower  (Bedford, 
Luton)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  When  the  informa- 
tion promised  in  April  last  with  refer- 
ence to  the  distress  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  which  was  then  said  to  he  nearly 
complete,  would  be  ready  and  laid 
before  the  House;  and,  whether  any 
additional  powers  have  been,  or  can  be, 
conferred  upon  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
deal  with  exceptional  distress  1 

The  SBCHBTABY  (Mr.  Loko) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Registrar  General  that  the  work  of 
tabulation  has  proved  to  be  more  diffi- 
cult than  was  anticipated,  owing  to  the 
very  unsatisfactory  answers  received, 
which  do  not  admit  of  simple  mechanical 
tabulation.  He  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  of  the  Return  being  completed 
before  the  end  of  next  month.  Boarda 
of  Guardians  have  already  full  powers 
of  dealing  with  exceptional  distreas,  and 
additional  powers  for  this  purpose  are 
not  contemplated. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAKD. 

8m  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  report,  which  is  current  In  Natal, 
that  certain  Boers  are  pasturing  in  the 
Native  districts  of  British  Zululand,  and 
that  they  are  also  claiming  to  levy  taxes 
on.  and  to  exact  labour  from,  the  ZuIqb  ; 
and,  if  this  statement  be  true,  what 
steps  have  been  taken  to  protect  the 
Natives  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Heiirt  Hollutd)  (Hampatsad)  :  Ac- 
cording to  the  information  I  have  re< 
ceived,  the  Boers  have  completely  left 
Zululand,  except  those  settled  in  ths 
Entonganeni,  or  Proviso  B  District, 
where  their  right  to  settle  has  been 
recognized.  The  reports  mentioned  as 
to  levying  taxes  and  exacting  labour 
probably  refer  to  a  brief  period  of  un- 
certainty, now  terminated,  daring  which 
a  field  comet  of  the  New  Republic, 
named  Van  Rooyen,  was  under  the  mia- 
taken  impression  that  his  authority  over 
the  Entonganeni  District  was  not  yet 
ended.    The  misunderstanding  has  notf 
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been  Bet  right  by  the  action  of  the  Boer 
authorities,  and  by  the  appointment  of 
a  Britieh  Sub-Oommissioner  and  mEigis- 
trate,  who  will  be  supported  by  some  of 
the  Zululand  Carbineer  Police  Force. 


Mb.  a.  M'AETHUR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report 
current  in  Natal,  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  OoTemmant  to  return  the  Zulu 
Chief  Uaibepu  to  the  district  which  he 
formerly  governed;  and,  whether,  if 
such  a  step  is  contemplated,  he  will, 
before  effect  is  given  to  it,  take  steps  to 
ascertain  the  wishes  of  the  people  on  the 
anbiect? 

'faB  8E0RETARY  of  STATE  {Sir 
Hbnbt  Hollahd)  (Hampatead) :  There 
is  no  intention  of  restoring  tlsibepu  ; 
but,  in  conunon  with  other  dispossessed 
Chiefs,  he  will  be  granted  a  small  pen- 
sion for  life,  subject,  of  course,  to  his 
good  behaviour,  from  the  Revenues  of 
Znluland,  and  a  location  will  be  found 
fbr  himself  and  his  followers. 

POST  OFFICE-SUNDAY  SEfiVICE  IN 
THE  SORTING  DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Whether 
tatploydt  doing  duty  on  Sunday  in  the 
sorting  departments  of  the  Qeneral  Post 
Office  receive  any  special  rate  or  extra 
pay;  whether  some  extra allowanoe  was 
directed  to  be  paid  for  such  Sunday  ser> 
vice  by  Treasury  Minute  of  April,  1881  ; 
whether  Memorials  have  been  received 
by  him  from  sorters  of  long  service  on 
this  subject;  and,  whether  any,  and 
what,  answer  has  been  given  to  the  Ms- 
morialiats  ? 

Thk  POSTMASTEB  general  ( Mr. 
EuEEfl)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  on  Sunday  officers  employed 
in  the  oorting  office  of  the  General  Post 
Office  receive  an  exceptional  rate  of  pay, 
a  rate  mQch  higher  than  that  which  they 
reoeire  on  other  days.  Memorials  have 
been  received  &om  the  sorters,  asking 
that  thia  exceptional  rate  may  be  made 
■till  higher,  and  I  am  now  in  communi- 
"  "    "  '        '  ■  «t. 

Bl, 


Mr.  DONKIN  (Tynemouth)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  I'oreign 
Affain,  What  action  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  taking  with  regard  to 
the  Englisn  steamer  Corn  Brea,  now  ar- 
rested at  Pasagus  by  the  Spanish  au- 
thorities for  a  sum  of  £5,000,  owing  to 
an  alleged  clerical  error  of  the  ship's 
manifest  in  reducing  her  cargo  from 
bushels  to  kilos,  whereby  two  00  had 
inadvertently  been  omitted,  making 
the  Spanish  kilos  20,992  instead  of 
20,992,00;  if  it  be  correct  that  the 
Spanish  authorities  have  refused  the 
bail  of  respectable  London  bankers ; 
and,  whether  Her  Mtyesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  steps  to  recover  the 
great  loss  incurred  by  the  ship's  deten- 
tion? 

The  under  8ECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergttsson)  (Man- 
chester, N,E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Madrid  has  actively  interested  him- 
self in  this  case,  which  I  believe  is  such 
aa  is  described  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question.  We  have  received  a  telegram 
to-day  that  the  Spanish  Government 
have  decided  the  case,  remitting  the  fine 
imposed  on  the  ship,  and  that  it  will  be 
released  immediately.  With  regard  to 
the  last  Question,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
tention was  owing  to  an  error  in  the 
ship's  manifest,  there  would  be  no 
grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment could  ask  for  compensation 
for  her  detention  pending  the  decision 
in  the  case. 

WAB  OPFIOB— SUBSCRIPTIONS  TO 
PAROCHIAL  HCHOOIB. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  War  Office  paid  to  a 
clergyman  named  MacAlister  an  annual 
subscription  of  £20  for  two  schools  in 
his  parish,  up  to  and  including  the  year 
1885 ;  whether  one  of  tliese  soboolB  was 
abandoned  in  1876,  and  the  other  passed 
out  of  this  clergyman's  control  in  1878 
and  was  taken  over  by  the  London 
School  Board ;  how  it  happened  that  no 
sufficient  inquiry  took  plaeo  in  any  year 
during  vhion  these  payments  were  made ; 
and,  what  particular  official  should  have 
made  aooh  inquiry,  and  who  held  that 
position  in  the yearainvhioh this oUegad 
negligeooe  oocuired?. 


>v  Google 


347 


Sritiih 


{OOUMONS  i 


Columbitt, 


848 


Thb  8E0EETART  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
StiUTEDPe)  (LtnoolnBliire,  Homcastle) : 
I  oannot  refer  to  the  PaperB  on  the  Bub- 
ieot,  as  the;  are  in  the  bands  of  counsel; 
bnt  I  believe  the  facts  are  ae  stated. 
The  War  Office,  as  large  owners  of  pro- 
perty, have  been  in  the  habit,  like  other 
wi^wneTB,  of  giTing  small  subscriptions 
to  paioohial  schools  on  the  application  of 
the  rectors  of  the  parishes  concerned, 
vhioh  thev  require  to  be  renewed  each 
year.  It  did  not  occur  to  those  dealing 
with  these  issues,  amounting  in  thevholo 
to  about  £200  a-year,  to  doubt  the  per- 
fect ima  fidtt  of  a  cleivyman  like  Mr. 
UacAlistw,  and  no  further  evidence  vas 
considered  necessary  to  justify  the  grant. 
It  is  now  the  custom  to  call  for  a  state- 
ment of  the  expenditure  of  the  school 
before  any  grant  is  renewed. 

ADMIRALTY  — EE-ORGANIZATION  OF 
THE  SECRBTAET'S  DEPARTMENT. 
Ma.  JENNINQfl  (Stockport)  asked 
theFirstLord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  has  any  ol^ection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Betum  setting 
forth  full  particulars  as  to  retirements 
and  fresh  appointments  of  ofEoers  and 
clerks  in  the  Secretary's  Dapartment  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  consequence  of  re- 
organization or  re-atrangementof  duties, 
between  the  year  1S54  and  the  ptesent 
date,  on  the  plan  adopted  in  the  J&etum 
already  laid  before  Parliament,  relating 
to  the  Accountant  General's  Department 
of  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  first  lord  (Lord  Geohoe 
Haiultom)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  I  have 
no  objection  to  giving  the  Return  ;  but 
its  preparation  will  take  a  great  deal  of 
tame.  Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will 
confer  with  me  as  to  tike  dates  to  which 
the  Return  should  relate. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  THE  DIS- 
TRESSED  UNIONS  ON  THE  WEST 
COAST. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Hush- 
oliffe)  asked  the  Ohief  Seoretuy  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
having  re^rd  to  the  embarrassed  con- 
dition of  SLx  of  the  Unions  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland,  to  relieve  which  tiie 
Distressed  TTnions  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced, he  will  give  an  asanranoe  that 
ooref vd  inqniiy  will  be  made  into  each 
<UM  before  any  oosistanoe  to  evict  ten. 


ants  from  their  holdings  is  granted,  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the  result  of 
such  eviction  would  be  a  fresh  bnrden 
on  the  rates  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habmam) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Government  have  already 
stated  to  the  House,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  that  it  is  their  duty  to  afford 
protection  to  Sheriffs  engaged  in  the 
execution  of  processes  of  Courts  of  Law. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA— DISPUTES  WITH 
THE  NATIVES. 
Ma.  W.  A.  M'ARTHTJR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  difficulties 
with  regard  to  the  Native  laud  question 
which  have  arisen  between  the  Natives 
of  Metlakaptla  and  the  Government  of 
British  Columbia  ;  whether  he  is  award 
that  these  Indians  have  applied  to  the 
United  States  Government  for  permis- 
sion  to  settle  in  Alaska ;  and,  whether 
he  is  in  the  position  to  recommend  the 
adoption  of  any  policy  by  which  the  ex- 
patriation of  the  highly  civilized  com- 
munity of  Indians  at  Metlakaptla  may 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henet  HoLtani))  (Hampstead) :  I  am 
aware  that  difficultieB  of  the  nature  in- 
dicated have  arisen  with  the  Indians  at 
Metlakaptla,  and  the  matter  has  formed 
the  subject  of  rorresponjsDoe  between 
the  Governor  General  of  Canada  and  the 
Colonial  Office.  It  appears  to  be  tme 
that  the  Indians,  or  Mr.  Dnnoan,  acting 
on  their  behalf,  made  some  sort  of  over- 
tures to  the  United  States  Government ; 
but  the  Governor  General  has  reported 
in  a  recent  despatch  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  has  not  been  ad- 
vised of  any  encouragement  having  been 
given  to  Mr.  Duncan  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  with  regard 
to  hie  project  for  a  location  for  an  Indian 
reserve  for  his  Indian  adherents  within 
United  States  territory.  As  regards  the 
latter  part  of  the  hon.  Members  Ques- 
tion, the  Dominion  Government  are  en- 
tirely responsible  for  dealing  with  Indian 
affairs;  and,  as  at  present  advised,  I 
think  that  I  should  hardly  be  justified  in 
pressing  any  particular  line  of  pcdioy 
with  reference  to  this  case. 
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OOAL  MINES -THE  tJDSTON  COI-LIERY 
EXPLOSION,  LANARKSHIRE  —  THE 
INQUTBT. 
Mb.  mason  (Lanark,   Mid)  aeked 

the  Ssoretarr  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

Sartmeot,  Whetlier  Iiia  attention  had 
een  directed  to  the  evidence  given  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  at  the  Udston 
inquiry;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
widespread  diasatiafaction  esiating  in 
the  West  of  Scotland  regarding  it ;  and, 
whether  he  intends  taking  any  action 
thereanent  ? 

Thb  SEOBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  My  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  evidence 
given  by  the  Diatriot  Inspector  at  the 
UdstoD  inquiry ;  and  I  have  received 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Lanarkshire 
miners  a  complaint  that  on  the  first  oc- 
casion of  the  Inspector  appearing  as  a 
witneae  his  evidence  was  not  given  in  a 
manner  reapeotful  to  tho  Court.  So  for 
as  I  can  judge,  there  was  no  complaint 
of  his  evidence  on  the  second  occasion  on 
which  he  was  called ;  and  I  have  had  no 
complaint  from  the  Oommiseioners  them- 
selves. I  await  their  Beport  before 
deciding  whether  it  will  be  necessary  to 
fake  any  action. 

WAE  OFFICE  —  PROMOTION  —  SENIOR 
aUARTERUASTERS. 

CoLonEL  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Bochester)  aaked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Why  in  tho  recent  promotion 
of  Quartermasters  to  Majors,  ao  many 
Senior  Quartermasters  were  passed  over, 
tiva  of  thoae  thus  promoted  only  rank- 
ing at  the  time  aa  Lieutenant,  whilst 
those  thus  passed  over  held  the  rank 
of  Captain,  and  were  performing  duties 
of  greater  importance  and  responsi- 
bility? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Btashope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle)  : 
It  was  not  considered  desirable  to  grant 
the  rank  of  Major  to  more  than  six 
Quartermaatera,  and  it  was  decided  that 
the  rank  should  be  given  to  the  officers 
holding  the  six  appointments  carrying 
the  greatest  responsibility.  The  Quarter- 
masters holding  these  appointmenta  were 
specially  selected  for  tueir  poaittona  on 
account  of  their  qualifications  for  the 
duties  involved. 


STREET  CASUALTIES  (METROPOLIS)— 

DEATH  BY  A  POST  OFFICE  PARCELS 

POST  VAN. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northnmborland, 
Wansbeck)  aaked  the  Foetmaeter  Qene- 
ral,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Sidney  Thomas 
Howell,  son  of  Mr.  Thomas  Betterton 
Howell,  butcher,  Faddington,  who  lost 
his  life  on  Saturday,  2nd  July,  through 
being  run  down  by  a  parcels  poet  van ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  Lon- 
don £eho  on  8th  July,  that  the  driver  of 
the  van  "  worked  19  hours  a  day ; "  if 
ao,  whether  it  is  the  general  practice  for 
the  drivers  of  paroela  vans  to  be  ao  long 
upon  duty ;  and,  whether,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  public  safety,  he  will  take 
such  steps  as  will  bring  the  working 
hours  of  those  men  within  more  reason- 
able  limits  ? 

The  FOSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  : 
The  case  has  not  been  brought  to  my 
attention ;  but  I  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  it,  I  hope  it  is  not  true 
that  any  parcels  post  van  driver  works 
19  hours  a  day.  With  regard  to  the 
hours  of  labour  of  the  drivers  of  mail 
carts,  I  may  explain  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  they  are  not  in  the  employment  of 
the  Poet  Office,  hut  of  the  contractors 
for  the  mail  cart  services,  with  whom  I 
have  no  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  FENWICK:  Willtherighthon. 
Gentleman  undertake  to  make  inquiries 

to  whether  this  is  trus  or  not  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  1  I  have  no  power  to 
interfere  with  the  contractor  in  whose 
employ  the  men  are. 

Mr.  PIOKEESGILLfBethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  But  supposing  the  statement  to 
be  true,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  US  an  assurance  that  when  tho  pre- 
sent contract  expiree  he  will  consider 
tiie  proprie^  of  giving  it  to  a  contractor 
who  does  not  work  his  men  19  hours  a 
da] 


Mr. 


RAIKES :   I   cannot    give  any 

assurance  as  to  a  contract  which  will 

ily  lapse  after  a  considerable  period  of 

time.     I  appreciate  the  importance  of 

the  matter. 

MALTA— OASE  OF  DR.  GRECH. 

Mr.  M'EWAN  (Edinburgh,  Central) 

asked   the  Secretory  of  State  for   the 

Colonies,  If  he  wUl  lay  upon  the  Table 
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of  the  House  a  copy  of  his  despatch  to 
the  Governor  of  MeJta,  condemning:  the 
proceedings  taken  against  Dr.  Qrech, 
the  purport  of  which  baa  heen  already 
stated? 

The  8B0EBTART  op  STATE  . 
HsiTKY  Holland)  (Hampetead) :  I  am 
afraid  I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
my  answer  to  bis  former  Question,  which 
applied  to  the  whole  Oorrespandence, 
including  this  deapatch.  It  would  not, 
in  my  opinion,  bs  desirable  to  give  this 
despatch  without  giving  the  despatches 
of  the  Governor,  with  their  enclosures, 
audi  have  stated  my  objections  to  that 
oourse.  The  purport  of  my  despateh,  as 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  has  been 
made  known. 

Mr.  M'EWAN  gave  Notice  that, 
consequence  of  the  unsatisfactory  nature 
of  the  answer,  he  would  call  attention  k> 
the  subject  in  Supply. 

POST    OFFICE  — ilAIL    CONTRACTS 

THE  EAST  INDIA  AND  CHINA  MAIL 

CONTRACT. 

Ma.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friare,  &c.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  Correspondence  which 
has  taken  place  between  the  difiFerent 
Oovemment  Departments,  also  between 
the  Government  and  thoae  who  sent  in 
tenders,  and  with  the  different  au- 
thorities interested  in  India,  Ceylon, 
The  Straits,  Kong  £ong,  Shanghai,  and 
other  places,  relating  to  the  recently 
concluded  East  India  and  China  Mail 
Contract? 

The  SBCEETAUT  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  in  reply,  sua,  that  he  saw 
no  publio  advantage  which  could  be 
served  by  publishing  ttie  Papers  re- 
ferred to ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sired any  ioformation  on  any  particular 
point,  if  ho  would  apply  to  him,  he 
would  show  him  any  Oorreapondence  or 
get  him  any  information. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  EXAMINATIONS 

(WALES)— NOTICBa 
Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaaury,  In 
which  Welsh  newspapers,  ornewspapera 
published  in  Wales,  are  notices  and  an- 
nounoements  relating  to  Civil  Service 
Examinations  inserted  ? 

Thk   SEOEETABT    (Mr.    Jaoksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :   All  competitions  by  the 
Iff.  If'JEkrm 


cial  papers  circulating  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  any  local  centre  at  which  a 
competition  is  to  be  held.  Thus,  adver- 
tisements of  certain  ezaminationa  appear 
in  Tha  Camhriatt,  The  Cardiff  Timet,  Tha 
Suantfn  Herald,  and  Th«  Steamea  Jour' 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE— CON- 
STABLE'S DEFAULTER  SHEET. 

Mr.  PIOKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
atate  to  the  House  the  particulars  of  the 
case  which  immediately  led  to  the  issue 
by  Sir  Charles  Warren  of  his  Police 
Order,  dated  24th  May,  1885,  forbidding 
superior  officers  to  make  remarks  on  a 
constable's  "  defaulter  sheet  ?  " 

The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
Chief  Commissioner  informs  me  that  he 
is  unable  to  say  at  this  distance  of  time 
whether  any  particular  case  or  cases  led 
to  the  issue  of  the  Order  in  question. 
His  impression  is  that  the  absence  of 
such  an  Order  was  one  of  the  first  points 
which  struck  him  on  taking  over  the 
duties  of  Chief  Commissioner. 

EGYPT-^IR  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFFS 
MISSION. 

Mh.  BETOB  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  has  now  left  Constantinople  for 
England  ? 

The  under  SECRETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Ferqusbon)  (Man- 
chester, K.E.) :  Advices  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  Friday  appeared, 
in  his  opinion,  to  make  it  desiraUe  that 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  stay  should 
be  prolonged  for  a  few  days. 

'■  BETCE:  I  would  aak,  whether 
we  may  expect  any  further  postpone- 
ments of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's 
departure,  or  whether  this  is  poaitivelT 
the  last? 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGTJ3S0N :  I  am  not 
able  to  give  the  House  any  farther  in- 
formation to-day.  I  may  mention  that 
Papers  npon  the  eubject  have  been  laid 
on  the  Table. 
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Mb.  PIOKEBSCrILL  (Bethnal  Gbeen, 
B-W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing Beport  in  The  Globe  newspaper  of  a 
case  beard  at  the  Westminster  Police 
Court  yestorday : — 

"Maiy  WUliimt,  24,  ft  well-dreusd  and 
woU-ipoken  young  womsD,  deMribed  ejt  of  no 
oocnpation,  and  living  at  307,  Old  Street,  St. 
Lake's,  was  charged  with  heing  diunk  and  dis- 
orderly  &t  Holden  Terrace,  PJmHco,  outside  the 
Victoria  Station  o(  the  Diatrict  Raiiway,  Con- 
■Ubls  Wire.  2iZ.  aaid  tbat  last  nigbt  about 
bait-past  9  o'clock  ha  wss  called  to  the  District 
Railway  SUtton,  when  he  found  the  prisoner 
drunk  and  interlering  with  ptusengera.  She 
had  a  crowd  of  people  around  her,  and  he  was 
obliged  to  take  ber  into  custody.  The  accused 
Mid  abe  wa«  not  iotoiicated.  She  felt  so  faint 
in  the  station  that  she  went  to  the  refresbmeni- 
room  for  a  little  pale  brandy,  but  this  sbe  could 
not  drink,  and  a  gentleman  seeing  that  she  was 
■o  ill  offered  her  some  aal  volatile.  Sbe  was 
taken  to  the  attendant,  and  went  in  a  fit. 
'When  she  came  round  ....  two  constables 
came  to  her  side,  and  said,  'Wby  you're 
drunk.'  bb*  felt  mnch  npeet  at  this,  and  told 
them  that  she  waa  faint,  and  had  nothing  to 
eat  Mr.  D'Eysconrt;  Bo  yoa  live  in  Uld 
Street  F  Thaaooiised:  That  is  my  uncle.  lam 
going  to  bo  hi» manageress.  Vines,  the  assistant 
gaoler,  said  the  aoco^  had  a  St  Uiat  moniing. 
He  did  not  know  whether  she  was  subject  to 
them.  Mr.  D'Eynoourt:  Have  you  any  friend 
with  yon  F  The  defendant,  crying  bitterly, 
•aid  she  bad  never  been  in  a  court  before.  Last 
night  she  came  from  BBTOa'a  Court  to  Victoria, 
intending  to  go  to  Brixton.  It  was  the  first 
time  she  had  been  oat  for  n  fortnight.  The 
oonstatje  aaid  the  Railway  Station  Inspector, 
Ht.  BhentOD,  was  in  court,  and  had  signed  the 
charge  sheet.  Hr.  D'EjDCOurt  did  not  call 
this  witness,  and  discharged  the  accused  with- 
out oomment ; " 

and,  if  this  Beport  is  correct,  whether,  in 
the  interest  al^e  of  the  police  and  the 
pnblic,  he  will  direct  a  Departmental 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  constable 
and  of  the  officer  who  took  the  charge  at 
the  station  ? 

Thb  8E0EETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattbbws)  Birmingham,  £.):  I  have 
already  inquired  into  this  case,  and  I 
hare  received  a  Beport  from  the  ma^pe- 
trate  to  the  Chief  Commissioner,  wmoh 
I  shall  be  happy  to  show  the  hon.  llem- 
ber ;  and  I  thmk  he  would  then  see  that 
DO  further  inquiir  ia  neoesaary  to  be 
made  into  the  conduct  of  the  oonstable. 
Hie  woman  bad  already  been  turned 
oat  of  the  rtulway  refreshment-room  by 
the  Station  Inspector;   and,  on  being 
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ordered  by  the  police  constable,  she  re- 
fused to  go  away,  and  he  was  obliged  to 
take  her  into  custody. 

Me.  PIOKEBSGILL  asked,  whether 
the  Station  Inspector  went  to  the  police 
station  immediately  afterwards  ? 

Mr.  MATTHB^VS  said,  the  Inspec- 
tor was  called  before  the  charge  was 
taken. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  BETDBNS  (SCOT- 
LAND). 

Qbheral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUB 
(EtDcardtDe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  If  he  will  extend  his  pro- 
mised inquiries  into  the  delays  in  pre- 
paring the  Scottish  Local  Taxation  Be- 
tums  BO  as  to  find  out  why  the  Beturne 
which  were  ordered  by  the  House  of 
Commons  to  be  printed  in  June,  1886, 
were  kept  back  for  a  year,  being  only 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Uembers  in  June, 
1887  ;  if  ho  will  ascertain  when  the  long 
overdue  Betuma  for  1885-6  wiU  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members ;  and,  if  the 
Treasury  will  fix  a  date  on  which  the 
Betums  due  in  each  year  will  in  future 
be  available  ? 

The  EIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Weetminster) :  I  am 
anxious  to  satisfy  the  anxiety  of  the 
House  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, and  to  hare  these  Beturns  pre- 
sented as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  delay 
has  occurred  owing  to  the  transference 
of  the  duties  involved  in  the  preparation 
of  these  Beturne  from  the  Home  Office 
to  the  Scotch  Office,  which,  as  the  House 
is  aware,  is  a  newly- constituted  Office. 
I  hope  that  delay  will  be  speedily  over- 
come, and  that  the  Betums  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  in  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks.  I  am  not,  however,  able  to 
state  positively,  on  the  part  of  the  Trea- 
sury, when  these  Betums  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table ;  but  I  will  endeavour  to 
arrange  with  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Scotch  Office  that  there  shall 
be  no  avoidable  delay. 

A  MINISTEK  FOE  AQRICTJLTUEE, 
Loan  HENBT  BBUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  consider  the  expediency 
of  meeting  a  widespread  feeling  in  this 
oountry  by  appointing  a  Minieter  for 
Agriculture  t 

Thb  FIBST   LOBD   (Mr.    W.    H. 
Siirni)   (Strand,    Westminster] :    The 
N 
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poiiiion  laugkttr,  and  criet  of  "  Clotara  i  " 
sni^ "  Order."]  No,  Sir;  I  am  most 
anxioua  to  avoid  the  imposition  of  any 
new  Rules  as  far  as  it  is  possible.  I  quite 
sympathize  vitli  the  spirit  in  which  the 
riRht  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
addressed  this  Question  to  me.  I  again 
say  I  hope  it  will  be  possible  for  Hon. 
Members  to  have  some  regard  to  the 
hours  within  which  it  is  possible  to  con- 
duct Business,  and  thereby  to  bring  the 
couiae  of  Busineaa  to  an  eariier  close 
than    has   been  the  practice  on    past 


OoTernment  are  well  aware  that  a  wide- 
epread  feeling  exists  in  favour  of  the 
creation  of  a  Minister  for  Agriculture  ; 
and,  with  a  view  to  meet  that  desire  as 
far  as  it  Is  poasible  to  do  so,  without 
adding  unnecessarily  to  the  cost  of  the 
Public  Service,  a  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  on  Ajprioulture  has  been 
constituted,  of  which  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  been  ap- 
pointed Vice-President,  and  a  Depart- 
ment has  been  created  to  which  has 
been  transferred  the  duty  of  preventing, 
as  tar  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  the  im- 
portation of  disease  into  this  country. 
Steps  have  been  taken  to  collect  and 
diffuse  information  on  questions  of  im- 
portance relating  to  agricultural  in- 
terests. The  Government  will  not  lose 
aight  of  the  matter,  which  they  regard 
as  one  of  serious  importance. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked,  whose  duty  it  would  be 
to  answer  QueBtions  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  duty  will 
be  undertaken  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

PARLIAMENT-HOUES  OF  SITTING 
AND    BISING. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, B.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  average  hour  (exclusive  of  holidays) 
at  which  the  House  of  Commons  has 
risen  during  the  working  part  of  the 
present  Session  is  25  minutes  past  ! 
o'clock  in  the  morning ;  and,  whetner  he 
can  hold  out  any  prospect  of  an  early 
ohange  in  a  practice  so  detrimental  to 
the  Public  Service  and  so  injurious  to 
tiie  health  of  those  directly  affected 
thereby? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Buth)  (Strand,  WestminBter) ;  I  am 
▼ei^  well  aware  of  the  great  strain 
which  has  been  thrown  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bars  who  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  Business  of  the  House  during  the 
oonrae  of  the  present  Session.  It  has 
been  due  to  aauses  which,  I  hope,  are 
abnormal,  and  which,  I  hope,  will  not 
recur.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  recom- 
mend any  immediate  change  in  the 
Orders  and  Rules  of  the  House,  with 
the  view,  by  Rule,  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  a  strain  ;  but  I  hope 
that  it  will  be  possible  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  place  some  restruat  on  their 
own  predileotions  and  DriviieeeB.  [_0p- 
Mr.W.BUmiih 


Ma.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
aide]  inquired,  whether  the  Rules  of 
Procedure  which  were  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  the  Government  early  in  the 
Session  were  now  abandoned,  or  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  intention 
of  proceeding  with  them  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  tave  every 
intention  of  proceeding  further  with  the 
Rules  of  Procedure ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  tbey 
would  take,  of  necessity,  some  time  for 
their  consideration.  At  present  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  afford  that  time,  or  to 
ask  the  House  to  afford  that  time. 

IEI8H  LAND  LAW  BILL-THB  GLEBE 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  aaid,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the 
Government  intended  to  give  Notice  of 
the  Amendments  they  propose  to  intro- 
duce in  the  Irish  Laiid  Law  Bill  in 
favour  of  the  glebe  land  purchasers  in 
Ireland,  as  it  would  be  a  great  conve< 
nienoe  to  Irish  Members  to  have  those 
Amendments  sent  to  Ireland,  in  order  to 
get  the  opinion  of  people  interested  be- 
fore they  came  on  for  consideration  P 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfode)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  these  Amendments  were  Treasury 
Amendments,  and  did  not  come  under 
the  charge  of  the  Irish  Office ;  but  he 
would  endeavour  to  get  them  printed  as 
soon  as  possible.  In  the  few  remarks 
he  intended  to  make  on  the  Irish  Land 
Law  Bill  that  evening  he  would  indicate 
the  steps  the  Government  intended  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

TRUCK  BILL. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Bbasiauob  (N<^tli- 
ampton). 
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The  first  LOED  op  thk  TBEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  "W.  H,  Sarra)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  lie  should  take  care 
that  Bome  arrangement  was  made 
whereby  hon.  Gentlemen,  interested  in 
the  Truck  Bill  should  not  have  to  wait 
night  after  night  in  expectation  of  its 
coming  on. 
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NOTICE    OF  MOTION 

LOCAL  GOTERNHENT  BILL. 

Thk  PRESTUENT  or  THE  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
[Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (;Bve 
Notice  that  on  Friday,  tlie  15th,  he 
vould  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
appointing  Oommissioners  to  inquire  and 
report  aa  to  tlie  Boundaries  of  certain 
areas  of  Local  Government  in  England. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  whether  the  Qovernment 
proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Commissioners  in  regud 
to  areas  before  they  introduced  the  Local 
Government  Bill  itself? 

Ma.  ES8LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked,  what  steps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intended  to  take  with  regard  to 
Scotland,  as  he  understood  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the  Go- 
verameDt  would  proceed  simultaneonsly 
with  regard  to  ^gland  and  Scotland  ? 
Waa  there  any  reason  why  that  should 
not  be  done  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weetminster) :  I  have  not  entered  into 
any  engagement  with  the  House  of  that 
character.  It  will  be  necessary,  with 
regard  to  Scotland,  to  proceed  by  a 
separate  Bill ;  but  it  ia  not  thought  ne- 
cessary to  proceed  this  year  with  the 
appointment  of  Commiasioners. 

Ub.  RITCHIE :  Ireland  will  hare  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  separate  Bill  and  by 
separate  Conunissionera.  As  the  hon. 
Oentleman  will  find  when  the  Bill  ia  in- 
trodaoed,  it  is  only  now  proposed  to  ask 
Parliament  to  empower  the  Commis- 
nonerg  to  inquire  and  report  as  to 
areas  which  overlap  counties.  The 
House  will  have  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  areas. 

Mk.  PULESION  (Devonport)  asked, 
whether  separate  action  would  be  taken 
with  regard  to  Wales  1 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  have  not  yet  begun 
to  separate  Wales  &om  England  in  my 
QwnmiQd. 


Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  there  was  any  reason 
why  a  similar  Bill  should  not  be  intro- 
duced this  year  for  Scotland  P 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  can  give  no 
details;  but  it  does  not  appear  to  the 
Government  to  be  necessary  that  that 
Bill  should  be  brought  in  this  year. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  Why? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT(I«ngford,  N.): 
Ton  separate  Scotland   in   your   own 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Tes;  I  separate 
it  in  my  own  mind. 

DISTRESSED  UNIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  gave  Notice 
that  on  the  Committee  of  the  Distressed 
Unions  (Ireland)  Bill  he  should  move 
that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Oom- 
mitttee  to  provide  tor  loans  beinggranted 
at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  as  recommended 
by  the  Report  of  the  Inquiry  Commis- 

K^.  SPEAKER  sud,  the  Bill  waa  on 
the  Paper  for  that  evening,  and  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
require  one  day's  clear  Notice. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  ACTS  (IRE- 

LAND)  AMENDMENT  (No.   2)  BILL. 

[Bill  17fl.] 

GONBIDERATION  OF  LURDS'  AUEMDUEM'S. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forihiBith. 

Lords'  Amendments  eonsidtrei. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  moved 
to  disagree  with  one  of  the  Amendments, 
to  omit  the  word  "commencement,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "  passing." 
The  Lords  had  inserted  the  word  "  com- 
mencement "  with  the  intention  of 
naming  a  specific  date  on  which  the  Act 
ehoald  come  into  force ;  but  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  the  Act  should  come  into 
force  on  its  passing ;  and  he,  therefore, 
moved  to  disagree  with  the  Lords. 

Lords'  Amendment  diiagreed  to. 

Sir  JAMES  OOEET  (Armagh,  Mid) 
moved  to  add  after  clause  providing  for 
the  appointment  of  additional  assessors 
the  words— 

"  Tha  renmnenilian  to  be  paid  by  the  borough 
rate  of  the  said  borongh." 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  that  he,  for  bis 
part,  did  not  tbink  that  the  additional 
assessors  would  be  ro^uized ;  hut  ha  did 
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not  gbject  to  the  Amendment  of  tbe  hon. 
Baronet,  because  vtien  the  Town  Council 
popularly  elected  bad  to  pa;  for  this 
assistance  they  would  be  more  likely  to 
inquire  into  the  necessity  for  maiotain- 
ingfit. 

Amendment  <^rted  to. 

Committee  appointed,  "to  draw  op  Boaions 
to  ba  eadgned  to  tbo  Lordi  for  disogreeiiiK  to 
o  ae  oF  the  AmendmeatB  made  by  the  Lords  to 
the  Municipal  Carporstiona  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment  [No.  2)  BiU :  "—Sir  James  Corry, 
Mr.  Ewort,  Mr.  tjoitoo,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr. 
De  Coboia,  Mi.  Dillon,  and  Mr.  William 
Johnston  : — To  withdraw  immediately  ;  Three 
to  be  the  quorum. 

PRIVILEGE. 

PARLUMENT  — SESSIONAL  ORDERS  — 
INTERFERENCE  OF  PEERS  AT  ELEC- 
TIONS—THE NORTH  PADDINGTON 
ELECTION.— RESOLUTION. 
Sni  WILFEID  lAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Oockermouth) :  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  a  matter  in  which  I  think 
the  rights  and  PrirUeges  of  this  House 
have  bees  interfered  with,  and  to  move 
a  Besolution  thereupon.  Last  week  I 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  a  certain  Peer  bad  not  inter' 
fered  with  a  certain  election  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  in  having  promised 
to  provide  a  candidate  in  South  Wilts  ? 
The  right  bon.  Qentleman  told  me  that 
the  Sessional  Order  prohibits  any  inter- 
ference by  Peers  in  an  election,  and  he 
added  that  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
election  in  South  Wilts  was  now  in  pro- 
gress. That  was  all  right,  no  doubt ; 
but  on  Friday  last  there  was  an  election 
in  progress  in  North  Paddingtoo,  and  it 
is  in  connection  with  that  electioa  that  I 
think  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  has  taken  place.  I  hare  only  to 
state  my  evidence,  and  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  will  admit  that 
it  is  indisputable  and  undeniable,  as  it 
is  the  evidence  of  TKn  Timet  newspaper. 
Slit  B'niM  stated  on  Saturday — 

'*  There  uemi  to  ba  a  plentiful  supply  of 
caniageg  on  either  aide,  though  the  CooBerra- 
tives  had  the  propaoderanoe,  and  amoDR  them 
it  was  stated  were  several  lent  to  Mr.  Aud,  by 
Lord  SftliBbury,  LarA  Randolph  Churchill,  Lord 
Botbachild,  and  other  noblemen  and  genUemen 
connected  with  the  Conservative  and  Dnionist 

That  is  my  evidence,  and  I  find  also 
the  same  statement  in  Ute  Daily  NtiPi 
and  I%t  Olohe  newspapers.  And  now 
let  me  read  the  Besolution  q{  tbis  House. 
ifr.  Sexbfn 


The  Sessional  Order  declares  it  to  be  an 
infringement  of  the  liberty,  and  a  breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  this  House,  if  any 
Lord  of  Parliament  or  other  Peer  should 
concern  himself  in  the  election  of  a 
Member  to  serve  in  the  Commons 
House  of  Parliament.  Now,  I  think  it 
quite  clear  that  lending  carriages  to 
take  voters  to  the  poll  must  be  concern- 
ing themselves  in  an  election,  if  it  is 
possible  to  concern  themselves  in  it  in 
any  way  at  all.  Now,  to  make  this 
quite  clear  I  will  remind  the  House  that 
at  tbe  beginning  of  this  Parliament  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  {Mr. 
Sradlaugb)  had  moved  that  that  Ses- 
sional C^er  be  repealed,  and  I  mvsetf 
had  the  honour  to  second  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. We  were  opposed  by  a  majority  of 
the  House.  We  contended  that  tbe 
whole  thing  was  a  sham— that  it  was  an 
Order  that  was  never  enforced— and  we 
said  we  thought  that  it  was  not  the  best 
way  to  maintain  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  House  to  have  a  sham  Besolution 
upon  the  Books  of  the  House,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  would  be  more  for  the 
honour  of  the  House  if  it  were  got  rid 
of.  That,  however,  was  not  the  opinion 
of  the  mf^urity  of  tbis  House,  but  it 
was  decided  by  a  majority  of  294  to  126 
to  keep  the  Sessional  Order.  That  shows 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  it  is  of 
Bome  importance,  aa  I  do  not  suppose 
that  they  wished  to  pass  a  Besolution 
which  would  be  a  dead  letter.  I,  there- 
fore, call  upon  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  to  take  steps 
now  to  put  this  Besolution  in  force 
which  he  and  Friends  decided  to  keep 
on  the  Books  of  the  House.  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  will  be  glad 
to  do  BO,  because  I  know  how  anzioua 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  for  law  and 
order.  On  this  occaaion  I  am  sure  he 
will  put  the  law  in  force  ag^nst  any 
Peer  of  the  Bealm  who  may  have 
broken  it.  I  am  glad  that  I  have  not 
been  called  upon  to  move  the  Besolu- 
tion t  am  about  to  move  until  after  the 
new  Member  for  North  Paddington 
[Mr.  Aird)  has  been  able  to  take  hia 
seat,  because  I  think  we  may  have  a 
few  words  from  him  upon  the  question, 
and  a  statement  as  to  what  really  took 
place.  Without  further  prc*«ce  I  beg 
to  move  that — 

"In  the  opinion  of  this  House  the  ei!»>Ioy- 
ment  of  the  carriages  of  Fears  of  the  Itaaun 
for  conveying  voten  to  the  poll  at  the  North 
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Paddmgton  Election,  on  Jnly  Sth,  km  an  in- 
friogemeot   of   the   Sesrional   Older   ol'  tbit 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  rise  to  Ordor.  I 
wish.  Sir,  to  submit  a,  point  of  Order 
which  occurred  to  me  on  hearing  the 
paragraph  read  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
from  Tht  Tinut  newspaper.  That  point 
ot  Order  is  whether  the  House  can 
entertain  any  Motion  for  breach  of  the 
FriTileges  of  this  House  founded  upon 
facts  the  sole  evidence  of  which  is  con- 
tained in  a  newspaper  statement? 
[LaughUr  from  th*  Irish  Mmbfri.'} 
When  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
sufficiently  gratified  themselveB  and  have 
ceased  their  laughter  I  will  support  my 
point  of  Order  by  proving  to  tha  House 
that  the  newspaper  evidence  on  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  brought  forward 
his  Motion  is  on  the  face  of  it  of  a 
very  tainted  and  suspicious  character. 
[  CriM  of  "The  Timt."}  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  that  the  newspaper  para- 
graph which  professes  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  this  interference  oy  Peers  in 
the  election  of  Members  of  this  House 
—I  CrtM  of  "  Order !  "1 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order,  I  under- 
stood  ■ 

Mb.  SPKAKER:  Order, older!  We 
mnst  decide  one  point  of  Order  first. 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
In  order  to  support  my  point  of  Order  as 
to  the  impossibility  of^  the  House  pro- 
oeeding  merely  on  the  evidence  laid 
before  it  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  will 
mention  that  the  statement  that  I  sent 
my  carriage  to  assist  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Paddington  in  his  election  is 
absolutely  nntme. 

Mn.  SPEAKER:  I  understood  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  state  that  Lord  Both- 
eohild  sent  his  carriage. 

An  hon.  Meubxb  :  And  Lord  Salis- 
bury. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
My  point  is  a  different  one, 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  Lord  Rothsohild  and  other 
noble  Lords  sent  their  carriages.  Of 
oouree,  that  is  a  question  of  evidenoe 
which  it  is  tor  the  House  to  decide. 
The  House  will  decide  whether  the  evi- 
denoe is  sufficient  to  found  a  conclusion 
that  a  breach  of   Privilege  has   been 


Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL: 
My  point  only  is  this— that  as  the  evi- 
dence is  thoroughly  false  in  one  parti- 
cular, it  is  probably  false  in  another. 
[CW»*o/"  Order!"} 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
In  seconding  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  I  only  desire  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that,  at  the  beginning  of  this 
Session,  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  or  not  this 
Sessional  Order  should  be  abrogated,  or 
whether  any  amendment  should  be 
made  in  it.  I  myself  proposed  to  the 
Committee— a  Report  of  whose  proceed- 
ings has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House — that  it  was  not  vise  or  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  dignity  of  the  House 
to  keep  on  its  Books  from  year  to  year  a 
Sessional  Order  which  has  never  been 
enforced,  and  which  the  evidenoe  taken 
before  the  Committee  showed  to  have 
never  been  enforced  since  the  Reign  of 
Qaeen  Anne.  I  therefore  proposed  a 
Resolotioa  hostile  to  the  continuance  of 
that  Order  on  the  books  of  the  House, 
but  I  was  sQpported  only  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton) 
and  other  Members  of  the  Committee, 
voted  ^^inst  the  proposal,  and  decided 
that  the  Order  ought  to  be  retained  and 
enforced.  In  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion I  pointed  to  the  use  of  the  oarri^es 
of  Peers  at  elections  as  a  matter  oour 
stantly  occurring,  and  as  constituting  a 
clear  interference  with  the  conduct  of 
elections.  If  my  information  is  com- 
plete— and  I  do  not  think  it  is  very  de- 
fective— it  is  not  alone  on  the  Conserva- 
tive side  that  such  interference  has 
taken  place.  I  hare  reason  to  believe 
that  a  Peer  of  considerable  eminence  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  has  also 
broken  the  Sessional  Order,  and  I  be- 
lieve there  are  others  in  the  same  di- 
lemma. I  do  not  desire  that  this  should 
be  treated  as  a  Party  question ;  but  I 
do  desire  that  this  House  should  not 
have  upon  its  Books  an  Order  which  has 
become  a  complete  farce  whenever  a 
dedre  is  expressed  to  test  it,  and  whioh 
we  are  afraid  to  enforce.  The  great 
Party  opposite  whioh  decided  that  the 
Sessional  Order  was  one  which  ought  to 
be  kept  on  the  Books  of  this  House, 
now  that  a  question  has  been  raised 
about  its  infringement,  ought  certainly 
to  take  steps  to  enforce  it.  I  cannot 
appreciate  the  subtle  nund  of  the  noble 
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Lord  the  Kember  for  South  Paddingtoi 
which  iadaoei  him  to  regard  this  as  a 
question  of  Order;  but  I  quite  agree 
with  him  that  the  evidence,  as  at  pre- 
sent stated,  is  of  the  Terjr  loosest  descrip- 
tion—really  that  hind  of  evidence  which 
is  ooly  good  enough  to  be  used  against 
hon.  Members  who  sit  around  me,  but 
not  good  enough  nor  the  sort  of  evidonce 
wherewith  to  proceed  against  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  The  matter, 
howsver,  ia  one  that  is  susceptible  of 
verj  easj  proof.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anydoubt  whatever  as  to  the  facts;  and 
I  fisk  the  House,  in  the  vote  it  girea, 
should  the  Motion  be  pressed  to  a  Divi- 
sion, to  say  whether  it  means  that  the 
Sessional  Order  should  be  strictly  ad- 
hered to,  even  to  the  actual  letter,  or  to 
make  a  clear  and  unmistakable  admis- 
sion that  it  was  never  intended  to  en- 
force it,  notwithstanding  the  i&ai  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  decided  on  re- 
taining it  on  the  Books  of  the  House. 
If  it  is  meant  to  be  a  sbam,  like  too 
many  things  we  do,  let  us  say  so  ;  but  if 
it  is  intended  to  treat  the  interference  of 
Peers  at  Parliamentary  elections  as  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House, 
then  let  us  enforce  the  Sessional  Order. 

Ms.  SPEAKEE  :  Will  the  hon. 
Baronet  bring  up  the  term  of  his  Ke- 
solution. 

Sir  WILPEID  LAW80N  having 
done  BO. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  employment  of  the  camagrei  of 
Peen  of  the  Swdm  for  cociTejing  voters  to  the 
poll  at  tha  North  FsddiDgtoQ  Election,  on  Jul7 
8th,  WBB  an  infriDKement  of  the  Uemioiial  Order 
of  this  UoiiM."— (S.r  Wilfrid  La«,t«,.) 

The  first  LORI*  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot 
help  regretting  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
has  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this 
Motion.  I  cannot  complain  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
h),  because,  in  seconding  it,  he  told 
House  frankly  that  in  this  way  he 
desires  to  revive  a  question  which  has 
already  been  entertained  and  decided 
by  the  House.  [Oim  of  "  No!"]  I 
am  not  putting  a  strained  interpretation 
upon  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member, 
when  I  say  that  he  revives  by  this 
Motion,  a  question  already  decided  by 
the  House.    rOiMo/"No!"] 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  sure  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  has  no  desire  to 
J/r.  BradUtuah 
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misinterpret  what  I  said.  Although  it  is 
perfectly  true  that  in  point  of  form  I 
revive  the  question,  yet  I  only  revive  it 
by  asking  the  House  to  give  e£Feot  \a 
what  it  has  twice  decided  already. 

Me.  W.H.SMITH:  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  my  objection  to  the  Motion  is  that 
it  proceede  upon  evidence  which  is 
perfectly  insufficient — [CWm  of  "lit 
Timttl"'} — to  justify  the  House  declaring 
formally  that  certain  events  have  oc- 
curred of  which  our  only  information  is 
obtained  from  the  newspapers.  1  do  not 
think  theHouseought  at  any  timeto  have 
regard  to  mere  hearsay  information  in 
coming  to  a  formal  resolution,  and,  then. 
Sir,  I  am  not  prepared  to  lay  down  a 
Rule  suddenly  and  without  Notice,  that 
under  no  circumstances  is  the  carriage  of 
a  Peer  to  be  made  use  of  for  the  purpose 
of  conveying  voters  to  the  poll.  To 
lay  down  such  a  rule  in  this  House, 
absolutely  and  without  Notice,  would,  I 
think,  be  rather  a  strong  course  to  take. 
It  is  true  that  we  have  preserved  the 
Sessional  Order  which  declares  that  in 
the  judgment  of  the  House  it  ia  an  in- 
fringement of  its  privileges  that  a  Peer 
should  concern  himself  with  the  election 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  That  has 
been  deliberately  maintained,  but  con- 
currently with  that  it  has  been  known, 
as  the^hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
stated,  that  we  on  both  sides  have 
allowed  carriages  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  conveying  voters  to  the  poll. 
It  has  not  been  done  in  any  underhand 
way;  it  has  not  been  suggested  that 
the  course  token  has  influenced  voters  in 
the  slightest  degree ;  it  has  only  afforded 
facilities  to  voters,  and  under  all  the 
oiroumstanoes,  whether  it  is  desirable 
that  the  House  should  consider  the 
question  or  not,  I  protest  against  the 
House  being  suddenly  called  to  lay 
down  a  rule  upon  evidence  whiuh  is,  at 
all  events,  insufficient  for  the  House  to 
act  upon.  If  it  is  the  view  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Rule  should  bo  laid 
down,  it  appears  to  me  that  notice  should 
be  given  in  order  that  hon.  Members 
may  have  time  to  consider  the  question. 
Under  these  circumstanoes,  I  beg  to  more 
as  an  Amendment  that  this  House  do 
now  proceed  to  tha  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  froin  the  word  "That,"  to  the 
snd  of  the  Quoation,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
"  this  Boose  do  doit  prscoed  to  the  Orders  of 
the  Day."-(ifr.  IF.  H.  Smith.) 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sropoeed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Ma.  8TAYELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, KingBwinford) :  May  I  aak,  aa  a 
matter  of  Order,  vhether,  in  accordance 
with  the  Rules  of  the  House,  the  House 
vould  be  justified  in  taking  any  action, 
seeing  that  there  is  no  evidence,  such  as 
is  usually  submitted  to  this  Honse,  that 
Peers'  carriages  were  employed  in  the 
North  Faddington  Election  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  a  matter 
entirely  without  my  knowledge,  and  is 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  has 
broug^ht  forward  aquestionofPrivilege, 
and  it  is  not  for  me  to  interfere.  It  is  a 
matter  entirely  for  the  judgment  of  the 
House. 

8m  WILFRID  LAWSON :  In  reply 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  (Ur.  Staveley  Hill)  I  may 
say  that  I  haTS  evidence  in  regard  to 
one  of  the  Peers.  At  all  events,  I  have 
founded  myself  upon  Th«  Timt*  in  regard 
to  Lord  Salisbury,  and  I  understand  that 
evidence  tobeaocepted.  rOrM»o/"No!"] 
I  should  be  eorry  to  infringe  the  accu- 
racy of  Th«  Timtt.  But  I  may  state  that 
witli  regard  to  Lord  Rothschild,  I  have 
had  a  note  from  the  agent  of  one  of  the 
candidates  in  the  election  to  say  that 
he  was  certain  that  Lord  Rothschild's 
vaggonette  was  conveyiog  voters  to  the 

rill  on  Friday  last  for  Mr.  Aird.  That, 
think,  is  pretty  good  evidence. 
Mn.  OHttDERS  (Edinbu^h,  8.):  I 
wonld  venture  to  state  to  the  House  that 
when  a  charge  of  this  kind  has  been 
brought,  when  it  has  been  alleged,  on 
the  responsibility  of  more  than  one  hon. 
Member,  that  the  Standing  Order  haa 
been  violated,  it  would  not  be  proper  for 
the  House  to  disregard  the  matter.  The 
statement  bas  been  made  formally.  The 
noble  Lord  has  said  that  there  must  be 
an  inaccuracy  in  Tht  Timu  report,  be- 
cause he  did  not  lend  his  carriage. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  true ;  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  say  so  unless  it  was  literally 
true;  but  the  contradiction  does  not 
touch  the  question  of  the  two  Peers, 
and,  as  far  aa  we  are  aware,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Oockermouth 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  has  distinctly 
given  evidence  with  reference  to  the 
ease  of  Lord  Rothschild  which  is  of  an 
unanswerable    character.      [  Crits    of 


"No!"]  I  beg  pardon  for  using  the 
word  "  unanswerable ; "  but,  at  all 
events,  it  is  evidence  of  a  lolid  cha- 
racter. The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, in  the  first  part  of  his  speeoh, 
in  which  I  agree  vith  him,  although  I 
differed  from  the  latter  part  of  it,  stated 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  proceed 
upon  hearsay  evidence  of  that  kind; 
but  he  did  not  say  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  satisfy  itself  whether  the 
facts  have  been  correctly  stated ;  and 
the  common  course  which  is  taken  in 
these  matters,  and  which  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  follow  in  this  case,  is  to 
inquire  whether  the  statements  are  cor- 
rect or  not,  and  whether  the  authority 
for  them  is  sufficient.  Undoubtedly  the 
statements  constitute  primd  faeit  evi- 
dence, and  that  being  so,  unless  the 
House  is  indifferent  to  its  own  Rules 
and  Privileges,  the  matter  should  be  in- 
quired into.  I  would,  therefore,  sug- 
gest that  a  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  .inquire  whether  carriages  of 
Peers  were  lent  by  those  Peers  at  the 
election  at  North  Paddington  on  Friday 
last ;  and  whether  that  act  is  a  breach 
of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  this 
House?  That  would  open  both  ques- 
tions. The  Committee  should  be  of 
that  character  which  will  investigate 
the  subject  judicially,  and  with  as 
little  party  feeling  as  possible,  and  on 
the  Report  of  that  Committee  the  House 
would  be  in  a  position  to  decide  finally, 
first,  the  question  of  fact ;  and,  se- 
condly, whether  there  has  been  a  breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House.  It  is 
net  in  my  power  to  more  an  Amend- 
ment, because  one  Amendment  has  al- 
ready been  moved.  But  it  will  be  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  when 
the  Amendment  now  before  it  is  dis- 
posed of,  whether  the  course  I  suggest 
ought  not  to  be  taken.  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  whether  he 
will  agree  to  that  proposal  t 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  On  a  question 
of  Order,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  on  a 
matter  of  Privilege,  any  Notice  is  ever 
given  beforehand,  according  to  the  forms 
of  the  House,  and  whether  by  giving 
Notice  the  question  of  Privilege  would 
not  be  waived  F 

Mb.  speaker  :  A  Committee  could 
not  be  moved  for  without  Notice. 

Mb.  BRADLAUOH:  The  question 
raised  is  that  this  is  a  Motion  without 
Notice. 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  under- 
Btand  that  thatqueation  18  raised.  Aques- 
tion  of  Privilege  is  raised  vithont  Notice. 

Mr.  BRAULAUGH:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  suggestion  wmch 
the  right  hon.  Oeotleman  (Mr.  Childera) 
baa  thrown  out. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  OHTJECHILL: 
I  have  often  been  present  when  discua- 
sions  on  questions  of  Privileges  have 
been  raised,  and  no  doubt  tbey  are  of 
great  interest.  I  think,  however,  on 
almost  ever;  occasion,  I  have  ventured 
to  ask  the  House  not  to  deal  too  rapidly 
with  a  question  of  Privilege,  and  not  to 
extend  too  widely  the  limits  of  Privilege 
which  allow  debates  of  this  kind  to  be 
sprung  on  the  House.  I  venture  to 
make  a  confident  appeal  to  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke,  whe- 
ther be  thinks  the  course  be  has  sug- 
gested is  consistent  with  the  dignity  of 
the  House.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
have  within  their  own  discretion,  and 
for  reasons  which  seem  good  to  them- 
selves, charged  the  Party  on  this  side 
of  the  House  with  degrading  the  House 
of  Commons  by  their  legislative  action. 
But  I  ask  whether  you  are  not  really 
proposing  to  make  a  ridiculous  spectacle 
ot  the  Honse  of  Oommons  altogether  by 
bringing  it  into  public  disrepute,  when 
yon  propose  to  employ  this  great  weapon 
of  Privilege  in  all  its  forms,  and  by 
means  of  a  Committee  taking  evidence 
at  a  time  when  the  House  is  over- 
burdened with  work,  to  find  nut  whether 
or  not  the  statements  of  Th«  Timt* 
porter  are  correct,  or  whether  or  not  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  correct  in  saying  that 
Lord  Rothschild  sent  a  wagonette  and 
Lord  Salisbury  sent  a  carriage.  Is  it 
really  within  the  limits  of  common-sense, 
to  say  nothing  of  dignity,  to  take  action 
of  that  kind?  But  there  are  two  other 
consideratione  which  I  should  like  to 
bring  before  the  House.  I  speak  with 
immense  diffidence  because  I  feel  that 
this  is  a  Motion  which  ought  not  to  be 
brought  forward  to-night  in  view  of  the 
extremely  important  and  interesting  dis- 
ouBsion  which  is  to  follow.  In  the  first 
place,  the  House  could  easily,  if  it  had 
wished,  have  prohibited  the  use  of  car- 
riages by  Peers  at  elections.  The  whole 
question  of  carriages  and  thsir  use  at 
elections  was  most  carefully  considered 
by  the  House  in  IS84,  when  the  Corrupt 
Praotioes  Bill  was  under  discussion.  It 
is  certain  that  if  the  House  bad  then 
been  of  opinion  that  the  use  of  Peers'    Act  was  passed,  as  it  does 


carriages  at  elections  was  a  Breach  of 
the  Pnvileges  of  the  House,  and  was 
altogether  an  objectionable  thing,  it 
would  have  been  easy  for  the  House  to 
insert  a  clause  in  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  absolntely  prohibiting  their  use, 
.d  making  an  election  at  which  they 
)re  used  invalid.  Ton  cannot  answer 
that  this  matter  did  not  come  before  the 
House  at  that  time.  With  regard  to 
the  rule  which  the  hon.  Member  brings 
up,  and  which  prohibits  Peers  concern- 
ine  themselves  in  elections,  I  wish  to 
ask  what  was  the  action  of  the  Peers 
which  the  House  protested  against  f  It 
was  not  small,  petty,  and  paltry  matters 
which  the  hon.  Members  for  Cocker- 
mouth  and  Northampton  seem  to  think 
are  worthy  of  the  notice  of  the  House  of 
Oommons.  It  was  the  action  of  Peers 
in  forcing  their  nominees  on  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  before  the  days  of  the 
ballot,  in  using  their  territorial  influence 
to  force  poople  dependent  on  them  to 
vote  for  their  nominees.  That  was  the 
action  of  the  Peers  against  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  always  pro- 
tested, and  I  feel  confident  that  the  hon. 
Members  for  Northampton  and  Cooker- 
mouth  will  not  seriously  argue  for  a 
moment  that  for  all  legitimate  electoral 
pnrposes,  such  as  taking  an  interest  ia 
Parliamentary  elections,  and  in  support- 
ing, within  reasonable  bounds,  one  side 
or  the  other.  Peers  are  or  ought  to  he 
prohibited  from  showing  such  public 
interest.  While  saying  nils,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  say  distinctly,  that  the  Rule  is 
valuable  and  I  think  ought  to  be  kept ; 
but  it  is  not  meant  to  apply  to  cases 
of  this  kind  where  a  Peer  may  have 
sent  a  carriage  to  convey  voters  to  the  . 
poll. 

Mb.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbu^) : 
I  fail  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
given  any  reason  why  the  House  should 
neglect  its  duty  with  regard  to  sustain- 
ing this  Sessional  Order.  The  noble 
Lord  has  given  us  an  interesting  essay 
on  the  Corrupt  Practicss  Act.  He  has 
told  us  that  this  question  of  the  inter- 
ference of  Peers  in  elections  should  have 
been,  if  necessary,  dealt  with  amongst 
the  provisions  of  the  Corrupt  I'ractices 
Act.  Now,  I  venture  to  think  that  that 
was  a  matter  already  dealt  with  by 
the  Sessional  Order  which  existed  at 
the  time  when  the  Corrupt  Practices 
words,  we  are  invited  to  introduce  the 
principle,  that  without  giving  the  accused 
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which  preveDts  Peers  taking  anj  ac- 
tive part  in  the  buainess  of  an  election, 
and,  as  the  noble  Lord  saje,  forcing 
their  nomioees  upon  the  oonstitueucieB. 
It  is  true  that  the  important  object 
which  the  Houae  bad  very  properly 
in  view  waa  to  prevent  Peers  foroiog 
their  nominees  on  the  House.  But  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  this 
case  the  noble  Lor^  who  lent  their 
carriages  were  not  also  attempting  to 
force  their  nominee  on  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Paddington 
(Mr.  Aird),  who  has  just  taken  hia  seat, 
is,  as  far  as  I  know,  just  as  much  the 
nominee  of  Lord  S^sbury  as  many 
other  Members  on  the  Minieterial  side 
of  the  House.  In  this  case,  however,  we 
find  a  Nobleman,  of  very  recent  crea- 
tion. Lord  Botbauhild,  and  who  used  to 
enjoy  the  distinction  of  being  one  of  the 
Iiiberal  Members  of  this  House,  sup- 
porting, by  the  use  of  bis  carriage,  a 
Toiy  candidate  for  North  Paddington. 
I  think  it  is  a  case  in  which  the  House 
should  express  its  opinion  on  the  Ses- 
sional Order,  and  should  say  that  it  is 
an  Order  which  ought  to  be  respected 
in  the  letter.  I  hope  the  House  will 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hen. 
(Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers),  and  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  With  some  personal  knowledge 
of  the  action  of  the  Conservative  Party 
at  the  election  in  North  Paddington,  I 
think  such  an  inquiry  would  produce 
some  interesting  facts  as  to  the  employ- 
ment of  carriages  by  Lord  Salisbury  and 
Lord  Bothschud- 

Mk- ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  who  brought  this 
question  forward  intended  to  treat  the 
question  seriously,  be  ought  to  have 
done  so  with  a  little  fairness.  Tht 
Timet  oewspaper  of  this  morning — [Sir 
WiLFBiD  Lawbon  :  No,  of  Saturday.] 
— well,  of  Saturday,  makes  charges 
against  Noblemen  whom  we  all  respect 
on  this  aide  of  the  House.  The  non. 
Member  has  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
do  that  which  ordinary  propriety  would 
dictate  to  any  Gentleman  wno  makes  a 
chaise  against  another  person — ask 
him,  in  a  couple  of  lines,  whether  there 
was  any  truth  or  not  in  the  charge  he 
intended  to  bring  forward. 

Mb.  p.  STANHOPE:  I  should  Uke 
to  say  that  I  personally  saw  the  carriage 
of  Lord  Salisbury. 

Mb.  ADDISON:  I  did  not  refer  to 
the  bon.  Oentleman.    I  was  addressing 
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myself  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  brought  forward  the  Motioo,  and 
who  stated  that  he  was  founding  it  on 
the  authority  of  The  Timet  of  Saturday 
— a  charge  against  two  Noblemen  re- 
spected on  that  side  of  the  House.  Al- 
though the  hon.  Member  had  two  dear 
days  to  make  inquiry  as  to  the  truth  or 
not  of  the  statement,  be  abstained  from 
taking  any  steps  of  the  kind;  and  now 
be  comes  forward  and  states  that  he  has 
no  evidence  except  that  of  a  loose  para- 
graph in  Tht  Tinut.  Is  this  a  becoming 
way  in  which  to  bring  forward  such  a 
Motion?  I  myself  reside  in  South 
Paddington,  and  know  something  of 
this  election.  On  Thursday  night  Mr. 
Boutledge,  the  Liberal  candidate, 
boasted  that  he  intended  to  bring  a 
chimneysweep  to  the  poll  next  day  in 
the  carriage  of  a  countess — a  countess 
who  was  known  to  some  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BicuASD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
hope  the  House  wlU  now  be  allowed  to 
proceed  to  a  Division.  In  regard  to  tho 
Sessional  Order,  it  was  retained  after 
full  inquiry,  and  on  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  February  last.  The 
Beport  stated — 

'*  That  the  Seaeionol  Order  appears  to  be  a 
dedanliDD  \>-}  the  Hoiua  of  ComiiiDni  ot  its 
Privilege,  as  well  aa  of  that  which  is,  in  the 
opinion  of  that  Uoubo,  the  common  law  of  the 
land  ;  that  such  declaration  was  first  made  in 
1641,  and  since  ITOO  has  been  renewed  annually 
ia  almost  identic&l  termB;  that  as  far  as  the 
Committee  have  ascertained,  this  declaration  of 
the  common  law  has  never  been  controverted 
by  the  Hoose  of  Lords  or  br  any  judicial 
tribunal;  that  Uie  Sessional  Order  haa  been 
recagniied  hj  the  Courts  as  a  declaration  of  the 
law ;  that  althongh  a  rsBdiHioD  of  the  Order 
would  not  alter  the  common  law,  it  would  be 


n  incDireetl}'  stated,  or  that 
It  waa  ODWJIOW. 

I  must  remind  the  House  that  in  several 
Election  Petitions  judgment  has  been 
given  with  reference  to  the  interference 
of  Peers,  showing  that  if  there  had  been 
any  substantial  interference,  the  matter 
would  have  been  brought  before  the 
notice  of  an  Election  Commission.  But 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
moved  by  the  bon.  Baronet,  the  House 
is  asked  to  declare  that  some  act  done 
on  Friday  last  was  an  infringement  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House.  In  other 
persons  a  chance  of  saying  a  word,  either 
Dy  themselves  or  their  Eepresentatives, 
without  their  being  asked  a  single  ques- 
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tioa  whether  the  facta  are  as  had  beeo 
stated,  and  without  bearing  those  per- 
Bons,  the  House  is  to  pais  judgment 
against  them. 

Sib  WILFHID  LA.WSON :  May  I 
be  allowed  to  sa;  that  I  am  quite  willing 
to  accept  a  Committee? 

Thb  ATTOENET  general  :  The 
Motion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
hoQ.  Baronet  distiDctly  is,  that  the 
House  shall  declare  that  what  has  been 
done  ia  a  Breach  of  Privilege.  If  I 
were  m^elf  allowed  to  deal  with  the 
matter,  I  oould  tell  the  House  of  serious 
interferences  of  Peers  at  elections  which 
I  should  be  prepared  to  prove,  not  by 
newspaper  paragraphs ;  but  I  do  not 
suppose  that  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  are  so  very  anxious  to 
expose  the  oonduot  of  Peers  who  do  not 
tabe  their  views.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  the  use  of  carriages  at  elections 
was  well  known  long  before  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  and  it  ia  &  strange  thing 
now  to  suggest  that  the  casuu  UBe  of 
a  carriage  is  an  )Qt«rference  with  an  elec- 
tion in  the  sense  of  the  Sessional  Order. 
I  do  not  for  one  moment  deny  that  there 
might  be  interferences  in  regard  to 
carriages  so  gross  that  the  House  or  the 
Election  Judges  would  deal  with  them. 
But  to  suggest  that  on  the  mere  state- 
ment of  a  newspaper  the  House  is  to 
assume  that  there  has  been  a  breach  of 
Privilege,  and  an  infringement  of  the 
Sessional  Order,  is  going  beyond  prece- 
dent. The  Sessional  Order  ie  undoubtedly 
of  use,  andltrust  that  the  House  will  not 
accede  to  its  abrogation ;  I  believe  that 
it  is  recognized  substantially  by  the 
Peers  of  the  Bealm;  but  to  eay  that 
because  a  Peer  may  hare  sent  his 
carriage  for  his  friends,  or  allowed  hie 
carriage  to  be  used  for  people  whom  he 
knew,  or  in  the  same  way  as  Peere  on 
the  other  side  used  theirs,  and  to  treat 
the  ease  eeriously  as  a  matter  to  be  in- 
quired into  without  a  scrap  of  evidence, 
would,  I  submit,  he  hardly  oonsisteDt 
with  the  dignity  and  gravity  of  the 
House.  I  therefore  trust  that  the 
House  will  now  pass  to  something  of 
real  importance,  and  allow  the  Public 
Business  to  be  proceeded  with. 

Question  put. 

The  House  A'tiiil0(2.-— Ayes  167;  Noes 
196  :  Majority  29.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
292.) 

Words  added. 

Sir  Eiehard  Wib»Ur 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 
R§§olved,   That  this  House  do  now 
proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDERS   OF    THE  LAY. 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL-riorvf»]. 

[Bill  30S.] 

{Ur.  A.  J.  Baifimr.) 

SEOOKD  BSADDfQ.      [fIBST  5IOET.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  CHIEF  SEGEETAItT  toe  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  [Manchester, 
E.) :  In  proposing  the  second  reading  of 
this  measure — the  second  of  those  Bills 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  are  immediately  necesaaiy  for  the 
better  management  of  Irish  aEEi^irs — I 
confess  I  am  conscious  that  I  am  ap- 
proaching a  task  which  the  House  will 
be  somewhat  reluctant  to  undertake,  not 
merely  on  account  of  the  enormous 
labour  which  has  been  thrown  od  our 
shoulders  thia  Session,  but  because  the 
very  words  "  Irish  I^nd  Bill  "  carry 
with  them  something  ominous  and  of 
evil  augury.  There  have  been  withia 
the  memory  of  every  man  who  hears  me, 
and  within  the  Parliamentary  experience 
of  many  of  us,  no  less  thau  two  Bills 
brought  forward  which  purported  to  be 
a  Gnu  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion. Those  two  Bills  were  fully  dis- 
cussed, and,  though  passed  by  great 
majorities,  the  great  problem  which  they 
were  finally  to  settle  remains  at  this  mo- 
ment more  unsettled  than  atany  prerious 
period  in  the  history  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  think  there  need  be  much  doubt  as 
to  the  causes  which  produced  the  pre- 
vious failure  of  land  legislation.  To  most 
of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  it  appears 
that  the  principles  on  which  the  Act  of 
1881  was  based  were  in  themselves 
fundamentally  erroneous;  but,  without 
dwelling  on  that  which  is  more  or  less  a 
matter  of  controversy,  it  is  clear  that 
other  causes  have  been  at  work  which 
would  have  made  even  a  better  Bill  than 
the  Land  Bill  of  1881  rather  difficult  to 
carry  into  Bucceseful  effect.  Unfortu- 
nately for  the  fair  discusuon  of  the 
Irish  problem,  the  Land  Question  raisea 
two  very  different  political  issues.  We 
have  at  the  same  time  to  deal  with 
an  economic  revolution  and  a  political 
revolution,  and  the  eoonomic  revolutioa 
and  the  political  revolution  act  and  re-  oot 
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upon  one  another.  A  large  number  of 
persons  who  desire  to  see  the  separation 
of  the  English  and  Irish  G^OTernment 
think  that  the  best  way  to  obtain  that 

[lolittcal  end  ie  to  deetroy  the  Irish  land- 
oids,  and  a  lai^  ntimber  of  persons  who 
see  their  advantage  in  destroying  the 
Irish  landlords  supposed  that  the  best  way 
to  obtain  that  obj  ect  is  to  destroy  the  poli- 
tical connectionbetween  England  andlre- 
land.  And  these  two  cross-carrenta  have 
been  so  aoting  and  re-acting  that  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  attempt  in  a  fair  and 
impartial  spirit  to  discuss  the  question 
without  finding  ourselves  at  once  plunged 
in  endless  cootrorersy  with  regard  to 
Uie  merits  and  the  demerits  of  Irish 
lindlords.  The  Bill  which  I  propose 
very  shortly  to  describe  to  the  Kouae 
does  not  profess  to  he  a  rival  to  the  other 
two  great  measures  I  have  mentioned — 
the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881.  We  do  not 
profess  by  this  Bill  to  attempt  to  settle 
the  Irish  Land  Question.  This  is  an 
amending  Bill,  not  a  Bill  for  altering  the 
whole  system  with  which  it  deals.  We 
take  that  system  as  we  find  it,  amended 
by  the  Act  of  1 B70  and  again  by  the  Act 
of  1881,  and  we  fix  our  attention  upon 
what  we  conceive  to  he  the  grievances, 
and  in  some  cases  the  injustices,  in  the 
practical  working  of  these  measures, 
and  we  have  set  ourselves  to  the  best  of 
onr  ability  to  remedy  these  grievances 
and  put  an  end  to  these  injustices.  It 
will  be  convenient  if  1  divide  the  very 
short  description  which  I  propose  to  give 
of  the  Bill  luder  two  or  three  heads. 
In  the  first  place,  there  are  a  certain 
number  of  what  I  may  describe  as 
miscellaneous  proviBions  amending  the 
existing  Irish  Land  Act.  The  first  of 
these  miscellaneous  provisions  is  that 
which  relates  to  the  date  ^m  which 
judicial  rents  shall  run.  Under  the 
existing  Irish  Land  Law  a  tenant  may 
apply  in  1886  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and  his  application  may  not  be  adjudi- 
cated upon  until  18B7,  and  from  the 
date  of  that  adjudication  the  rent  fixed 
by  the  Court  runs.  We  think  that  an 
injustice. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  was  carried  by  Hr.  Gibson. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  We  propose, 
therefore,  that  henceforward  the  fair 
rent  shall  mn,  not  from  the  date  of  the 
adjudication,  but  from  the  date  of  the 
applioation  by  landlord  or  tenant.  The 
seoond  of  these  miscellaueoDs  proviidons 


refers  to  the  grievances  of  middlemen. 
Under  the  existing  law  the  middleman 
may  find  himself  in  this  position— that 
his  sub-tenants  may  go  into  Oonrt  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  may  have 
them  reduced  to  such  a  point  that  the 
middleman  may  find  that  ne  has  to  pay 
a  larger  rent  to  the  head  landlord  than 
he  receives  from  the  sub-tenants.  The 
Oowper  Oommission  proposed  that  this 
grievance  should  be  met  oy  allowing  the 
middleman  to  treat  that  part  of  the  land 
sub-let  as  a  separate  entity  and  hand  it 
back  to  the  head  landlord.  We  do  not 
think  that  this  is  fair.  We  have  there- 
fore laid  it  down  that  in  those  oases 
where  the  rent  Stom  the  sub-tenants  is 
leas  than  the  rent  which  be  givee  to  the 
head  landlord  he  shall  have  power  to 
surrender  his  interest,  but  that  he  shall 
only  exercise  that  right  in  respect  of 
his  interest  taken  as  a  whole,  and 
not  of  any  part  of  it  arbitrarily  se- 
lected.  We  consider  that  a  fair  and 
equitable  arrangement  for  dealing  with 
the  grievances  of  which  the  middleman 
complains.  The  third  of  these  mis- 
cellaneous provisions  is  that  which  deals 
with  town  parks.  We  do  not  propose 
to  alter  the  principle  on  which  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  waaframed.  Werecognize, 
OS  the  Act  of  1881  reoogaizes,  that  cer- 
tain allotments  near  towns  ought  not  to 
be  treated  as  agricultural  holdings  but 
rather  as  accommodation  land.  In  the 
practical  working  of  the  Act  of  1881 
there  arose  a  certain  number  of  cases 
intermediate  between  agricultural  hold- 
ings on  the  one  side  and  the  accommo- 
dation land  on  the  other.  It  is  difficult 
to  say  to  which  olsss  they  ou^ht  to 
belong,  and  it  is  alleged  that  in  the 
Land  Oonrt  considerable  injustice  has 
arisen.  This  cose  cannot,  in  our  opinion, 
be  met  by  mere  definition,  and  we  there- 
fore prcmose  to  deal  with  it  by  giving 
to  the  Oourt  greater  discretion  in  de- 
ciding whether  any  particular  parcel  of 
land  is  or  is  not  to  be  described  as  a 
town  park.  We  hope  by  this  means 
to  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  and  avoid  a 
substantial  grievance.  Then,  Sir,  the 
fourth  of  these  miscellaneous  clauses 
deals  with  the  rates  paid  by  the  land- 
lords upon  holdings  under  £4  valuation. 
Both  in  England  and  in  Ireland  the 
landlord  is  expected  to  pay  the  rates 
upon  holdings  of  this  kind.  This  was 
simply  on  uie  ground  of  public  con- 
venience.   It  was  umplw  to  levy  the 
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rates  on  a  nngle  individual  than  to  go 
ronnd  to  all  tlie  email  tenants  and  col- 
lect from  them  separatelj  the  small 
amount  of  their  rates.  There  could  be 
no  possible  objection  to  the  system  as 
far  as  the  landlords  were  concerned  bo 
long  as  tlie  landlord  gets  the  rent  on 
which  those  rates  are  to  be  paid.  But 
vhen  we  are  dealiag  with  a  state  of 
society  in  which  a  landlcrd  often  finds 
that  he  does  not  get  the  rents,  you  evi- 
dently commit  a  very  great  injustice  in 
compelliDg  him  to  pay  the  rates  due  in 
respect  of  thoae  rents.  Therefore,  we 
propose  in  Clause  51  to  remedy  this 
grievance,  and  to  relieve  landlords  from 
paying  rates  in  those  cases  where  they 
have  not  received  their  rents. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Uayo,  £.) :  Doea  that 
refer  only  to  the  case  of  the  £4  valua- 
tion f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  think  so.  I 
do  not  think  ia  the  other  cases  the  land- 
lord has  to  pay  the  whole  rate.  Our 
object  is  to  deal  with  the  cases  under 
£4,  These  may  be  regarded  as  the 
minor  miaoellaneoua  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  I  now  come  to  the  more  important 
ones,  with  which  I  eball  deal  briefly. 
Olause  1  deals  with  the  question  of 
leaseholders.  As  the  House  is  probably 
aware,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  has  several  times  brought  in  a 
Bill  by  which  he  proposed  that  the 
leaseholders  should  be  given  the  full 
advantage  of  the  Act  of  1B61.  We  have 
adopted,  broadly  epeakiug,  the  principle 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
adopted  in  his  Bill — that  is  to  say,  we 
have  given  the  advantages  of  the  Act  of 
1881  to  those  leaseholders  who  at  the 
expiration  of  their  leases  would  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
We  have  said  to  them,  "  Your  tenancies 
shall  now  be  treated  on  exactly  the 
same  terms  as  if  your  lease  had  expired 
when  this  act  was  passed."  I  am  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qlad- 
stone\  in  his  speeches,  if  not  in  his 
land  legislation,  appears  to  consider  that 
there  is  one  cloJss  of  contracts  specially 
sacred — namely,  those  entered  into  by 
the  leaseholders.  But  I  may  point 
out  that  he  had  already  broken  them  in 
one  important  point.  The  essence  of  a 
lease  is  that,  during  its  currency,  the 
land  should  be  let  to  the  tenant  on  terms 
spedfied  by  it ;  and  that  when  the  lease 
oomee  to  an  end,  the  land  reverts  to  the 
Mr.  A.  J,  Salfimr 


landlord  free  of  all  charge.  The  second 
half  of  the  leases  so  described  were 
already  destroyed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  Land  Act  of  1881  ;  because, 
under  that  Act,  when  the  lease  finished, 
the  tenant  became  a  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  and  he  had  all  the  privileges 
of  a  tenant  under  that  Act — nam^y, 
fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rent,  and  free  sale. 
When,  therefore,  we  included  in  the 
provision  of  this  Act,  these  leases, 
we  were  merely  completing  the  work 
began  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  we  conceive  Uiat,  on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  all  classes 
in  Ireland  that  that  work  should  be 
completed  as  soon  as  possible.  With 
regard  to  the  number  of  persons  affected 
by  our  proposals,  I  am  sorry  that  we 
have  not  got  more  reliable  figures  to 
ofi'er  to  the  House.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  figures  of  the  Cowper 
Commission  are  entirely  erroneous.  So 
far  as  1  know,  the  only  trustworthy 
statements  that  have  been  made  on  this 
subject  are  those  which  were  compiled 
by  Sir  John  Ball  Green  12  years  ago, 
and  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House, 
No  doubt,  the  number  of  leaseholders 
have  diminished  considerably  since 
then;  but  that  only  increases  the  dis- 
crepancy which  exists  between  Sir  John 
Ball  Green's  figures  and  those  given  by 
the  Cowper  Commission.  My  recollec- 
tion of  the  Cowper  Commission  is  that 
the  number  of  leaseholders  stated  in 
their  Beport  was  about  150,000  in  all. 
According  to  Sir  John  Ball  Green's  esti- 
mate,  made  12  years  ago,  and  subject 
to  large  dimiuution  by  lapse  of  tune, 
the  number  was  113,000,  of  which  the 
number  of  terminable  leases  which,  I 
presume,  were  practically  the  same  ag 
those  which  would  be  covered  by  Clause 
this  Bill — were  101,000,  leaving, 
therefore,  a  little  over  12,000  leases  on^ 
which  would  not  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  as  we  propose  it,  and  as 
was  proposed  before  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  in  this  House.  These 
figures  are  important,  becau&e  they  cor- 
rect a  misapprehension  which  I  believe 
is  rather  widespread.  Then  we  propose 
clauses  to  strengthen  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal on  the  Laad  Question  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt)ln  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  on  Friday 
night  made  a  violent  attack  through  the 
House  of  Lords  on    the  Suh-Commis- 
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sioners  and  on  the  decisions  they  came  to 
Boon  after  the  Land  Act  vas  passed.  He 
■aid  that  the  Sub-OommiBaioneTS  had 
been  coeiced  by  a  Seport  of  the  House 
of  Lords  into  fixing  tents  too  high.  On 
authority  not  less  excellent  than  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  have  been 
informed  that  rents  hare  been  fixed  in 
certain  parts  of  Ireland  far  too  low.  I 
give  no  opinion  on  either  of  these  state- 
ments, I  am  not  called  upon  to  fonn  an 
opinion,  and  if  I  vere  I  do  not  think  I 
shoald  be  required  to  state  it  to  the 
House.  But  Aie  f  avt  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  and  others  are  of 
opinion  that  the  Sub -Commissioners  are 
not  ta  be  trusted  forms  a  strong  argu- 
ment for  strengthening  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal and  rendering  it  as  efficient  aa  pos- 
nble.  I  now  come  to  the  fourth  head, 
which  may  be  described  roughly  as  in- 
tended to  give  relief  to  purchasers  under 
the  Acts  a&eady  passed  to  facilitate  the 
purchase  of  land  in  Ireland.  A  certain 
number  of  the  clauses  under  this  head — 
Glauses  7  to  18— refer  exclusively  to 
what  is  known  asLordAahbourne's  Act. 
They  aie  amending  clauses  of  the  Aot 
of  1885.  To  describe  them  in  detail 
would  be  unnecessary,  but  roughly 
speaking,  their  chief  object  is  to  facili- 
tate the  furnishing  of  that  deposit  with- 
out which  a  sale  under  the  Act  of  1885 
cannot  take  place,  and  to  apportion  all 
charges  upon  estates  so  as  not  to  press 
with  undue  and  inequitable  severity 
upon  any  farm  so  purchased.  Aa  lawyers 
in  the  House  are  aware  it  constantly 
happens  when  an  estate  is  charged  either 
wim  mortgage,  a  Qovemment  loan,  or 
a  family  charge,  not  only  is  the  whole 
estate  liable,  but  each  portion  of  the  es- 
tate is  liable,  and  if  the  persona  in  whom 
such  a  charge  is  vested  and  who  are  the 
beneficiaries  refuae  to  come  to  an  equit- 
able arrangement  and  divide  the  charge 
upon  the  whole  estate  the  operation  of 
purchase  is  seriously  interfered  with. 
§uch  refusal  would  be  very  rare ; 
but  under  this  Bill  we  have  provided 
against  the  possibility  of  its  happening. 
X  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  go 
into  more  detail  upon  these  clauses, 
which  I  believe  meet  with  general  ap- 
proval, and  which  Lord  Spencer  in  the 
House  of  Lords  said  would  bo  Itkely  to 
meet  with  no  resistance  from  those  in 
this  House  who  shared  his  opinions. 
Then  I  come  to  the  clauses  about  which 
a  ^neation  was  asked  to-night.     The 


clauses,  I  believe,  are  already  drafted  > 
but,  at  all  events,  they  will  be  seen  by 
hon.  Members  as  soon  as  possible.  I 
shall  shortly  sav  that  we  propose  to  deal 
with  what  are  known  as  the  purchasers 
under  the  Bright  Olaueee,  the  Land  Act 
of  1870  and  purchasers  under  the  O-lebe 
Land  Act  of  1869.  Both  those  classes 
of  persons  have  laid  their  grievances 
before  as,  and  though  we  cannot  go 
the  whole  length  which  they  ask  we 
can  give  some  substantial  relief,  and  the 
relief  we  propose  is  to  place  them  on  an 
equality  with  the  purchasers  under  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act.  Purohasera  in  the 
Bright  Clauses  are  not  precisely  in  the 
same  position  as  purchasers  under  the 
Glebe  Land  Act.  Purchasers  under  the 
Qlebo  Land  Act  are  already  put  in  the 
same  position  as  purchasers  under  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act  provided  they  pay  all 
their  arrears. 

Me.  DILLON  said,  that  that  was  not 
BO,  because  the  purchasers  under  the 
Glebe  Land  Act  were  obliged  to  borrow 
a  large  sum  of  money. 

Me.  a.  3.  BALFOUE:  That  is  soj 
but  with  regard  to  their  relations  to  the 
Government  they  are  put  precisely  in 
the  same  position,  if  they  pay  up  their 
arrears.  Purchasers  under  the  Bright 
Clauses  have  no  such  advantage.  We 
propose,  in  the  first  place,  to  put  the 
purchasers  under  the  Bright  Olauses  in 
the  same  position  as  the  purchasers 
nnder  the  Glebe  Land  Aot— that  is  to 
say,  they  are  to  be  put  in  the  same 
position  as  the  purchasers  under  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act,  or  the  Glebe  Land 
Act,  if  they  have  paid  up  their  arrears. 
Having  thus  put  the  Glebe  Land  pur- 
chasers and  the  Bright  purchasers  on 
the  same  footing,  we  propose  to  try  a 
further  provision  to  afford  relief  to  those 
members  of  both  classes  who  are  de> 
barred  from  taking  advantage  of  the 
more  liberal  terms  offered  by  the  Trea- 
sury through  the  fact  that  they  are  in 
arrears,  ifo  these  persons  we  propose 
the  same  relief— provided  the  tenants 
have  paid  up  half  tbeir  arrears  the  Board 
of  Works  may  capitalize  the  debt  as  if 
the  tenants  bad  bought  under  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act.  By  these  clauses  we  do 
afford  very  substantial  relief  to  those 
who  purchased  under  the  Acta  to  which 
I  have  referred.  There  are  certain  sub< 
sidiary  proviatons  for  those  who  are  de- 
scribed as  purchasers  of  residues  of  glebe 
lands,  which,  I  think,  will  be  adequate, 
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thonffli  they  do  not  give  the  same  tho- 
rough amount  of  relief. 

Me.  T.  W.  EU8SELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  anything  ia  done 
for  purchasers  under  the  Land  Act  of 
188L? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  cUueea 
hitherto  drafted  do  not  propose  to  do 
anything ;  bnt  that  is  an  omlseion  which, 
I  think,  we  ought  to  remedy. 

Me.  PABNEli  (Cork) :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  know  how  many 
purchasers  there  were  under  the  Bright 
Glauses  F 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Seven  hun- 
dred and  two  tenants  purchased  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  731  under  the  Act 
of  1881.  The  loans  to  the  latter  amount 
only  to  some  £240,000  and  to  the  former 
about  £700,000.  Under  tlje  more 
favourable  terms  of  the  Act  of  1885,  the 
amount  lent  by  the  State  and  the  num- 
ber of  purchasers  aro  far  in  excess  of 
the  figures  I  have  given  to  the  House. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  OHUHCHILL 
(Paddington) ;  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman state  what  charge  would  be 
likely  to  be  imposed  upon  the  Treasury 
in  consequence  of  these  provisions  7 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  that 
in  the  case  of  tbe  glebe  purchasers 
the  arrears  amonnt  to  between  £4,000 
and  £5,000.  The  relief  consists  sub- 
stantially in  diminishing  the  rate  of 
interest  by  increasing  the  time  during 
which  the  repayments  are  to  be  made. 
I  pass  from  the  head  of  purchase  to  the 
last  head,  to  which  I  shall  have  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House,  which 
is  also  the  moat  oontroversial— namely, 
thatwhich  deals  with  evictions.  Clause  4, 
to  begin  with,  substitutea  a  written  no- 
tice for  an  execution  of  ejectment.  The 
Cowper  Commission,  if  my  memory 
serves  me  rightly,  recommended  that 
the  time  of  redemption  during  which 
a  tenant  should  have  power  to  re- 
sume his  holding,  after  eviction  had 
been  declared  against  him,  should  run 
from  the  decision  of  the  Court,  and 
ehould  not  run  from  the  time  when  he 
was  evicted.  The  effect  of  that  would 
be  to  shorten  the  time  during  which  an 
arrangement  could  be  come  to  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  For  that  reason 
we  have  not  accepted  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Oowper  Commission,    The 


nish  by   an  hour  the  length  of  time 
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duringwhichan  arrangement  is  possible. 
The  House  is  probably  aware,  or  those 
who  have  directed  any  attention  to* 
wards  Irish  land  legislation  are  aware, 
that  after  a  landlot^  has  got  a  writ  of 
ejectment  against  the  tenant  he  pro- 
ceeds, within  a  certain  time,  to  serve 
that  writ  and  to  eject  the  tenant  out  of 
his  holding,  and  that  very  often  circum- 
stances arise  of  a  very  painful  kind 
which  do  not  reflect  very  great  credit 
upon  the  tenants  ooncemed.  I  think 
the  House  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  if  these  scenes  are,  I  will  not  say 
wholly  avoided,  but  materially  dimi- 
nished, a  great  thing  will  he  done  for 
the  peace  and  pro^rity  of  Ireland. 
[  Cri«  fl^  "  No !  I  There  may  be  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  take  a  different  view. 
Our  clause  will  operate  iu  this  way. 
If  a  landlord  wants  to  turn  a  tenant  out 
of  bis  holding  at  any  time  during  the 
currency  of  the  six  months  during  which 
redemption  ia  possible,  he  has,  of  course, 
to  evict  him  under  similar  circumstances 
to  those  which  attend  evictions  in  the 

S resent  state  of  the  law.  Some  hon. 
rentlemen  will,  therefore  ask  me — 
"What  do  you  gain  hy  putting  off 
this  period  from  the  day  on  which  the 
notice  is  now  served  to  the  end  of  the 
sis  months  period  of  redemption?" 
and  the  right  hou.  (Gentleman  opposite, 
who  is  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
Motion  which  I  shall  have  to  make, 
repeats  that  question  to  me  in  an  em- 
phatic form  across  the  Table.  What 
we  gain  is  this.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
willlook  at  the  Return  of  evictions  now 
before  the  House  they  will  see  that  now 
more  than  half  the  tenants  who  are 
evicted  are  immediately  put  back  as 
caretakers.  From  investigations  made, 
not  by  myself,  but  by  previous  Chief 
Secretaries,  the  conclusiou  hoe  been 
arrived  at,  that  of  the  total  number  of 
persons  evicted  at  the  beginning  of  the 
six  months  only  about  one-fourth  are 
finally  driven  from  their  holdings  at  the 
end  of  tbe  six  months.  Now,  that  cal- 
culation does  not  rest  upon  official  sta- 
tistics in  the  same  manner  ai  somo  of 
the  other  figures  which  I  have  quoted. 
But  I  think  it  is  probably  not  far  from 
the  mark.  A  fourth  is  the  lowest  of 
two  or  three  estimates,  one  of  which 
goes  BO  high  as  a  seventh ;  so  that  if 
Clause  No.  4  be  carried,  as  I  hope  it  will 
be,  the  result  will  he  that  only  one-fourth 
of  the  people  would  he  finally  expelled, 
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under  the  ciroumetances  to  wbich  I  liare 
briefly  alluded,  from  their  boIdiogB,  and 
an  immense  UTin^  of  suffering  would 
thereby  result  to  ereiy  single  person 
concerned— land  lords  or  tenants,  sberiffa, 
or  policemen— connected  actively  or  pos- 
BiTely  with  the  process  of  eviction. 

Mb.  MAHONY  (Heath,  N.)  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
in  the  Betum  with  reference  to  evictions 
the  number  of  caretakers  who  have  been 
evicted  is  included  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  6ir.   The 

Krsons  referred  to  are  persons  who  have 
en  reinstated  aa  caretakers  or  tenants; 
that  is  the  phrase  used.  That  is  to  say, 
these  people  have  been  made  caretakers 
or  tenants  immediately  after  the  evic- 
tions. The  official  Beturns  take  no 
notice  of  the  arrangements  between 
landlord  and  tenant  during  the  currency 
of  the  six  months,  the  upshot  of  which 
is,  as  I  have  said,  that  only  one-fourth 
of  the  evicted  are  finally  expelled. 

Mb.  FABNELL  :  May  I  ask  whether 
any  Beturns  are  given  of  persons  who 
after  being  evicted  have  been  returned 
to  their  holdings  aa  caretakers,  and  who 
have  subsequently  been  evicted  as  care- 
takers? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  No,  Sir,  1 
cannot  give  any  information  upon  that 
point.  The  official  Beturns  deal  only 
with  what  occurred  on  the  days  of  the 
evictions,  with  the  persons  evicted,  and 
with  those  who  afterwards  were  read- 
mitted as  caretakers.  I  now  come  to 
the  clauses  about  which  great  contro- 
versy exists— that  is  to  say,  those  which 
relate  to  equitable  jurisdiction.  They 
are  Clauses  '22,  23,  24,  and  so  on.  It  is 
impossihie  to  approach  this  question  of 
enotion  without  saying  something  of 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  got  to 
do  so,  because  the  matter  has  been  in- 
volved by  frequent  conflict  both  in  and 
out  of  this  House  in  so  much  Party  heat 
that  it  is  hardly  possible  to  induce  any 
hon.  Qentlemau  to  look  at  it  iu  a  per- 
fectly candid  and  impartial  spirit.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  for  instance,  who  loves  to  trample 
on  the  weak,  and  who  regards  a  failmg 
OBOse  or  an  unpopular  class  as  his  natu- 
ral prey,  whenever  he  is  dealing  with 
any  stage  of  the  Irish  Question,  makes 
a  vehement  and  violent  attack  upon  the 
whole  oondnct  of  Irish  landlords,  judging 
them,  M  fiir  aa  I  can  make  out,  mm  one 


or  two  exceptional  cases  which  can  be 
ooncluaively  proved  to  be  entirely  ex- 
ceptional—  such  as  the  O'CallaghanB. 
I  am  not  going  to  make  a  defence 
of  Irish  landlords ;  but  I  do  wact 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  certain  particulars  which  are  too  often 
forgotten  when  we  are  considering  this 
class,  so  easy  to  abuse.  The  worst 
charge  ever  brought  against  an  Irish 
land^rd  is  that  he  exacts  to  the  utter- 
most the  legal  obligation  which  you 
have  sanctioned,  and  even  the  very  worst 
landlords  whom  you  have  picked  out 
as  typically  bad  landlords  have  given 
some  reductions  on  the  judicial  rents, 
the  payment  of  which  you  have  autho- 
rized. Now,  why  is  it  that  this  com- 
flaint  which  you  make  with  regard  to 
rish  landlords  has  not  been  made  with 
regard  to  English  landlords  P  The  rea- 
son is  this — the  English  landlord  has 
relations  other  than  those  of  apeouniary 
character  with  his  tenants.  He  has  got 
other  relations  of  a  very  dlfi'erent  cha- 
racter, and,  therefore,  he  naturally  takes 
into  account  something  more  than  the 
letter  of  his  pecuniary  bargMu.  You  do 
not  expect  mortgagees,  out  of  kindness 
of  heart,  to  diminish  the  amount  of 
liability  to  them,  nor  do  you  expect  a 
money-lender  to  diminish  the  amount  of 
the  debts  which  are  due  to  him.  Ought 
you,  therefore,  to  be  so  very  harsh  in  your 
judgment  upon  the  Irish  landlord,  when 
you  have  done  your  very  best  to  put  him 
into  the  position  of  a  mere  rent-charger 
or  mortgagee  ?  If  you  have  insisted 
that  he  should  simply  he  a  mortgagee 
upon  his  own  land,  ought  you  to  be  so 
very  severe  upon  him  if  he  did  what,  as 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  he  never  does 
— namely,  deal  with  his  tenants  as  a 
money-lender,  who  replies  to  any  reqnest 
made  to  him  that  "business  is  busi- 
ness ?  "  And  observe  what  you  have 
done  to  these  unfortunate  men.  You 
have  emphasized  the  difficulty  of  their 
position  by  leaving  untouched  all  the 
debts  which  the  landlord  has  to  pay  to 
his  creditors,  while  you  have  cut  down 
and  diminished  the  debts  which  other 
people  have  to  pay  to  the  landlord. 
You  make  him  pay  the  obligations 
which  you  relieve  others  from  paying 
to  him.  Under  these  cironmstances,  I 
think  the  Irish  landlord  deserves  some 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  his  critics, 
and  I  ask  no  more.  He  does  not  de- 
serve to  be  treated  as  a  robber  simply 
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beoause  he  does  that  wtioh  you  allow 
all  the  people  to  whom  he  owes  money 
to  do.  No  one  will  suspect  me  of  en- 
oonraging  Irish  laadlorda  to  act  harshly 
or  unreasonably.  Nothing  I  have  over 
said  is  capable  of  being  interpreted  in 
that  manner.  I  hare  invariably  held 
the  language  I  now  hold,  that  if  Irish 
landlords  act  not  merely  according  to 
principles  of  generosity,  but  according 
to  their  highest  interests,  they  will  not 
exact  to  the  utmost  farthing  the  rights 
which  you  have  deliberately  given  them. 
As  far  as  my  observation  has  gone  the 
very  worst  landlords  who  have  been 
attacked  in  this  House  have  not  been 
unwilling  to  make  abatement  in  the 
legal  debts  owing  to  them  by  their 
tenants.  Those  abatements  may  not 
have  been  such  as  would  have  been 
given  by  English  landlords;  but  you 
have  deliberately  put  the  Irish  landlord 
in  a  diffiarent  position  from  the  English 
landlord,  and  you  ought  not  to  be  too 
severe  in  your  criticism  if,  under  tempta- 
tion, the  Irish  landlord  sometimes  acts 
in  a  different  manner.  Our  scheme, 
roughly  speaking,  is  comprised  under 
two  different  heads — one  requires  a 
tenant  to  go  through  bankruptcy  to 
obtain  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  and  the 
other  does  not  require  him  to  do  so. 
Any  tenant  who,  from  any  cause  what- 
ever, provided  it  be  not  his  otrn  act  or 
default,  cannot  p&y  his  rent,  may  go 
before  a  Ck>nnty  Court  Judge  and  obtain 
a  stay  of  eviction ;  and,  if  the  Judge 
thinks  fit,  he  may  have  bis  debts  to  the 
landlord  spread  over  such  a  length  of 
time  as  may  seem  fitting  and  equitable 
to  the  Judge. 

An  hon.  Mekbsb  :  What  good  would 
that  do  him  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  It  wiU  stay 
eviction.  Hon.  Oentlemenoppositehave 
always  expressed  horror  of  eviction.  In 
every  ease  in  which  the  failure  of  a 
tenant  to  pay  rent  is  due  to  something 
other  than  his  own  act  or  default,  he  can 
obtain  a  stay  of  eviction,  and  have  his 
payment  spreadover  an  indefinite  period. 
But  wa  are  of  opinion  that  that  is  not 
sufficient,  and  one  reason  why  we  think  so 
is  that  this  provision  deals  only  with  the 
debts  of  the  tenant  to  his  landlord,  and 
not  with  his  debts  to  the  money-lender 
and  other  creditors.  Wetbereforeprovide 
that  if  the  tenant  desires  that  bis  debts 
Ma  whole  shall  be  dealt  with,  he  shall 
have  power  to  apply  to  his  landlord  to 
afr.  A.  /.  B»l/«tir 


go  into  bankruptcy  and  practically  he 
shall  have  his  debts  liquidated.  He 
may  remain  in  bankruptcy  for  IB  months 
and  at  the  end  of  that  period  he  may  be 
restored  to  his  holding  and  relieved  of 
the  burden  of  debt  which  has  hung  round 
his  neck.  Some  are  of  opiaion,  appar- 
ently, that  the  species  of  relief  by  bank- 
ruptcy ought  to  be  given  without  bank- 
ruptcy. I  do  not  mean  to  argue  that 
point  now ;  but  I  could  not  advise  the 
House  to  adopt  a  course  which,  so  far  as 
I  know,  has  not  been  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  persons  unable  to  fulfil  their 
legal  obligations  in  any  country  in  the 
world.  [Aa  hon.  MsusEa:  India.*! 
Well,  any  country  in  Europe.  I  have 
never  been  anxious  to  assimilate  the 
Irish  tenant  to  any  race  existing  outside 
Kurope.  In  no  European  country,  so 
far  as  I  know,  has  it  ever  been  possible 
far  a  man  to  go  into  liquidation  without 
also  going  into  bankruptcy.  We  have, 
therefore,  applied  to  Irish  tenants  a  rule 
that  is  universal  in  all  civilized  countries. 
In  one  respect,  as  far  as  I  know,  our 
clause  is  far  more  favourable  to  the  Irish 
tenants  than  is  any  bankruptcy  law,  be- 
cause in  ordinary  bankruptcy  all  assets 
of  the  debtor  are  thrown  into  a  common 
fund  and  treated  alike.  That  is  not  the 
caseunderour  Bankruptcy  Clauses.  The 
tenant  is  not  only  allowed  to  keep  enough 
stock  necessary  to  work  his  holding,  ^r 
which  there  is  an  analogy  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  passed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain) ;  but  would  also 
preserve  his  tenant  right,  that  which 
was  put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  (Jen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as 
the  security  of  the  landlord  for  punctual 

Eayment  of  rent.  While  we  have  fol- 
iwed  the  uuiversal  practice  of  civilized 
countries,  so  far  as  I  know,  with  re- 
gard to  bankruptcy  before  liquidation, 
we  have  treated  this  particuls^  class  of 
bankrupts  with  a  degree  of  considera- 
tion which,  as  far  as  I  know,  is  not  to  he 
found  in  the  bankruptcy  law  of  any  other 
country. 

An  hon.  Mbubeb:  The  Homestead 
Law  of  America. 

Mi.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  we  shall 
be  able  to  deal  with  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  comes  to  speak  upon  the  ques- 
tion. I  desire  to  call  special  attention 
to  the  pressure  that  is  to  be  put  upon 
the  landlord  to  come  to  BD  arrangement 
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vith  his  tenant.  If  the  landlord  de- 
cliaes  to  oome  to  on  orraDgement  and 
iosiats  upon  keeping  the  rent  too  high, 
the  tenant  ma;  drag  him  before  the 
Oount;  Court  Judge.  The  landlord 
then,  when  hie  debt  is  wiped  out  and  he 
refuses  to  diminish  a  rent  oonsidered  too 
high,  will  again  have  to  go  before  the 
same  Judge.  The  penalty  on  the  land- 
lord for  pursuing  that  course  is,  in  my 
opinion,  so  heavy,  that  when  the  land- 
lord  seea  what  is  the  opinion  of  a  com- 
petent tribunal  he  witl  make  haste  to 
come  to  an  arrangement  and  free  him- 
self from  all  difficulty.  If  we  are  to 
coQceire  a  landlord  so  unreasonable 
that  he  refused  to  diminish  the  rant 
which  the  tenant  pays  under  the 
Act  of  1861,  even  then  the  clause 
will  be  entirely  adequate  to  stop  unrea- 
sonable eviction.  These  clauses  may 
not  come  up  to  the  desires  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  they  certainly  do 
carry  out  the  object  we  have  in  view — 
namely,  to  stop  harsh  evictioiis.  [  Criei 
of  "No!"  ani  "Not  one!"j  Hon. 
Uembers  will  be  hard  put  to  it  to  sub- 
stantiate BO  extravagant  a  denial.  Hon. 
Members  put  forward  as  a  remedy  for 
the  state  of  things  esiatin^  in  Ireland  a 
rival  scheme  by  which  judicial  rents 
would  be  lowered.  That  plan  was  put 
forward  to  meet  difficulties  caused  by 
the  fall  in  prices  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  and  it  was  supported  by  the 
whole  strength  of  the  Home  Bale  and 
Badical  Opposition.  But  if  there  was  no 
other  objection  to  that  scheme  it  did  not 
cover  the  ground.  The  number  of  per- 
sona to  be  relieved  by  it  was  compara- 
tively small,  and  in  my  opinion  it  is 
wholly  unequal  to  meet  the  difficulties 
which  have  arisen  now.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  only  dealt  with  rents  which 
had  been  fixed  by  the  Oonrt.  In  1S84 
these  numbered  only  180,000  tenants. 
The  total  number  of  tenants  ie  about 
500,000,  M  that  only  one-third  of  the 
traiants  would  have  been  dealt  with  by 
the  scheme,  which  last  year  was  deemed 
adequate. 

Mr.  FABNELL:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  willaUowmetosay^at 
the  words  of  the  Bill  covered  the  lease- 
holders as  well  as  the  tenants.  I  have 
not  the  Bill  with  me ;  bat  I  am  speak- 
ing from  memory,  and  that  waa  my 
intention.  At  this  distance  of  time  I 
cannot  remember  how  the  intention  was 
carried  out. 
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Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  you  deal 
only  with  the  judicial  rents  fixed  before 
1865,  which  is  the  date  named  by  the 
Oowper  Commission  as  that  at  which 
prices  so  far  fell  as  to  make  the  Act  of 
1881  difficult  to  work,  then  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  covered  a 
veiT  small  proportion  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland,  and  the  hon.  Qgntleman's  pro- 
posal would  only  have  dealt  with  cases 
of  inability  to  pay  rent  arising  from  the 
rent  being  too  high.  Our  clause  covers 
every  instance  in  which,  from  any  cause 
whatever  other  than  the  fault  of  the 
tenant,  he  is  unable  to  pay  his  rent. 
The  man  who  from  other  causes  than 
the  fall  of  prices  was  unable  to  pay  his 
rent  and  ran  the  risk  of  being  turned 
out  of  his  holding  and  losing  his  tenant 
right  would  have  received  no  relief  from 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ; 
but  he  has  relief  under  our  Bill.  We 
may,  therefore,  favourably  compare  our 
plan  with  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  whitm  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  supported  last  year. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstoke:  No,  no  I]  Did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speak  in 
favour  of  it  ?  I  thought  he  hurried 
back  from  Germany  to  support  it.  His 
Colleagues  do  not  deny  that  they  sup- 
ported the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  necessary  to  deal  with 
difficulties  that  had  arisen  owing  to  the 
fact  that  prices  had  fallen.  I  think  their 
proposal  was  totally  inadequate,  because 
it  did  not  cover  uie  ground;  and  our 
proposal  does  cover  the  ground.  Bight 
ban.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  accepted 
the  proposal  of  the  Cowper  Commission 
for  a  quinquennial  valuation  of  rente ; 
but  I  am  puzzled  to  reconcile  that  with 
the  contention  that  the  strain  has  been 
so  great  since  1885  that  the  case  must 
be  met  without  delay.  Then,  what 
becomes  of  your  quinquennial  system  f 
If  you  propose  that  system  it  must  be 
on  the  theory  that  for  five  years  the 
tenant  would  be  able  to  bear  any  varia- 
tion  in  ^ces  occurring  during  that 
period.  Yet  at  the  end  of  two  years 
you  come  and  say  that  the  fall  in  prices 
is  so  great  that  there  must  be  a  revision. 
That  disposes  of  the  quinquennial  sys- 
tem ;  or,  at  least,  it  shows  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen do  not  believe  in  it.  They  are  pre- 
pared to  recognize  that  tenants  who  have 
only  had  their  rents  fixed  two  or  two 
and  a-half  years  ago  are  already  so  hard 
hit  by  the  fall  in  prices  that  Parliament 
0  \mntN%gH.'\ 
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must  ioteTTene  withont  a  momeat'sdelay. 
I  Bliould  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  a  qaestion  of  a  somewhat  pereonal 
oharaoter.  When  did  he  become  a  con- 
vert to  the  system  of  revising  judicial 
rente?  In  1883  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Cork  brought  forward  a  Bill  pro- 
viding for  a  revision  of  judicial  rents, 
which  he  deeoribed  at  that  time  as  rack- 
rents,  and  he  was  resisted  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  a 
speech  of  considerable  eloquence  and 
admirable  sense,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  his  fixed  deter- 
mination not  to  revise  those  rents. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  There  was  no  pro- 
vision for  the  revision  of  judicial  ten- 
ancies in  that  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  confess  I 
referred  to  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  rather  than  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  PAKNELL:  The  first  time  we 
made  such  a  proposal  was  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALPOTJR  :  As  I  say,  my 
remarks  referred  entirely  to  the  speech 
of  the  rifrht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  and  not  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I  suspect  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Oork  had  volunteered 
an  attack  on  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Sub- 
Commission,  and  hinted  that  he  would 
like  to  have  the  rents  revised,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replied  to 
Urn. 

Mr.  PAfiNELL :  I  never  mode  any 
Buoh  enggestion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  am  not 
alluding  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  1883 
is  not  the  last  date  with  which  we  have 
to  deal.  The  question  of  Irish  land  has 
come  under  the  purview  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  long  subsequently  to  that 
date.  The^  tried  to  bring  in  a  Land  Bill 
in  the  spnng  of  last  year.  Upon  what 
rents  did  they  base  the  purchase  ?  They 
based  tbem,  not  as  I  think  they  ought 
to  have  done  on  a  valnation  of  the  land 
as  it  stands,  but  on  the  judicial  rents 
which  had  been  fixed.  They  therefore 
again  endorsed,  and  doubly  endorsed, 
the  decision  of  the  Land  Commissioners. 
I  should  like  to  know  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  came  to  the 
oondusion  that  these  contracts  made  in 
1881,  endorsed  by  themselves  in  1863, 
re-endorsed  in  1886,  ought  to  be  in- 
stantly broken  without  further  delay  ?  I 
have  hinted  to  the  House  certain  objso* 
Mr.  A.  /.  Bal/eur 


tions  which  we  feel  strongly  to  any  plan 
for  revising  judicial  rente.  But  the 
strongest  ground  yet  remains  to  be  indi- 
cated to  Die  House.  If  you  are  now 
going  to  tear  up  the  settlement  of  1861 
by  the  roots,  can  you  ever  again  expect 
to  attain  any  finality  in  Irish  land  legis- 
lation ?  I  am  one  of  those  vho  hold 
that  the  condidon  of  the  Irish  tenants 
will  shortly  again  require  the  attention 
of  Parliament.  I  have  never  concealed 
from  the  House  that  this  scheme  is  a 
mere  interim  arrangement,  and  that  in 
the  immediate  future  a  measure  will  be 
called  fer  of  greater  finality.  If  the 
land  purchase  scheme  be  based  upon  the 
value  of  the  holdings  taken  at  the  time 
when  the  scheme  comes  into  operation, 
it  is  quite  clear  that  the  relief  so  afforded 
wUl  be  given  in  a  far  more  adequate 
manner  than  by  any  system  of  the  re- 
vision of  judicial  rents  proposed  from 
any  quarter  of  the  House  ;  and  if  it  is 
by  that  means  and  in  that  spirit  that  we 
approach  the  question,  I  am  convinced 
we  shall  do  more  for  the  interests  of  the 
tenants  themselves,  for  the  finality  and 
permanence  of  any  scheme  we  may  con- 
trive, than  if  we  were  now  to  leave  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  fact  that  a  cer- 
tain proportion,  comparativelyinconsidGr- 
able,  being  hard  hit,  as  I  recognize  they 
are,  by  the  arrangements  entered  into 
since  1681,  were,  by  such  influences  as 
tbey  can  bring  to  bear  in  this  House,  to 
upset  an  arrangement  entered  into  with 
every  circumstance  of  solemnity  only  six 
years  ago.  If  that  is  to  be  our  aooapted 
policy,  then  I  confess  I  should  look 
forward  to  the  future  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question  with  absolute  despair,  for  I  do 
not  see  how^  any  Government,  however 
strong,  how  any  Bill,  however  ingenious, 
any  scheme,  however  carefully  sur- 
rounded by  safeguards,  will  be  able  to 
stand  the  stress  of  time  and  those  inevit- 
able variations  in  price  which  have  in 
so  short  a  time,  after  the  lapse  of  so  few 
months,  so  utterly  destroyed  the  Bill 
of  1681.  I  have  now  given  in  broad 
outline  the  plan  of  the  Government. 
Let  me  repeat  that  we  offer,  and 
pretend  to  offer,  no  solution  of  the 
great  Irish  Land  Question.  That  re- 
mains as  the  crux  and  difficulty  for 
those  who  will  have  the  responsibility 
of  governing  the  country  next  Session. 
What  we  claim  for  this  BUI  is  something 
more  modest  than  that  final  settlement. 
We  say  that  the  evils  it  cores  are  ml 
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erila,  and  that  tbe  cure  it  offsra  is  an 
adequate  cure — tliat  it  offers  substantial 
relief  to  the  tenants  who  have  come  into 
Court  dnoe  18S5— and  that  ve  have 
done  all  this  without,  so  fat  as  I  know, 
doing  anj  injustice  to  an;  class  of  the 
QOmmunity.  Hon.  Qentlemen  opposite, 
I  gather  from  their  tune,  regard  this 
BiU  with  coneiderable  contempt.  They 
regard  it  as  a  small  and  inadequate 
instalment  to  the  demands  which  the 
Irish  tenants  make.  [An  hon.  Meu- 
BEB  :  Nothing  at  all.  ]  WeU,  Sir, 
the  instalment  ma;,  in  their  opinion, 
be  very  small — it  ma;  be  nothing  at 
all.  But  ever;  man  who  has  followed 
the  course  of  legislation  in  this  House — 
every  man  who  cares  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  laws  which  affect 
persons  unable  to  fulfil  their  obligations 
in  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom — 
will  admit  that  no  larger  or  more 
generous  offer  has  ever  been  made  b; 
an;  Goremment,  and  no  Government 
has  ever  contemplated  the  possibilit;  of 
making  an  offer  so  large  and  so  generous. 
It  is  in  the  hope  that  this  Bill,  if  it  does 
nothing  more,  will  enable  ns  to  tide  over 
the  social  and  economical  difficulties 
which  unfortunatel;  assail  Irish  societ; 
until  that  larger  measure  is  brought  in 
to  vhich  we  ma;  look  for  a  complete,  or 
nearl;  complete,  settlement  of  tbe  agra- 
rian question  in  Ireland— it  is  in  that 
hope  fliat  I  ooafidentl;  recommend  this 
Bill  for  a  second  reading  to  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
Hme."— (Jfr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &o.):  I  rise.  Sir,  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  the  following  Sesoln- 
tion: — 

*'  That  ttiifl  House,  taking  into  view  the  cir- 
cnQutances  let  forth  in  the  Report  of  the  Boynl 
Conmiisgioa  of  1886  on  the  Land  Acts  of  1881 
sod  1885,  and  tho  TecommeodatioDS  of  tb&t 
CommitBion,  is  of  opinioa  that  no  Bill  for 
amending  tbe  Laws  relating  to  land  in  Ireland 
ean  be  ■atiifactorj'  which  shall  not  provide, 
not  ODlf  for  entitling  leaseholdera  to  the 
bonefits  of  tbe  I«iid  Act  of  1881,  but  alio  for 
affording  such  means  for  the  Tevision  of  the 
judicial  renta  nnder  that  Act,  ai  will  meet  the 
enfteociee  created  by  the  heavj  fall  in  agri- 
cultaral  values  since  the  passjng  of  the  Act." 

It  cannot  fail  tobe  with  some  feeling  of 
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upon  to  approach  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  which  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
has  just  explained.  Hitherto  this  Ses- 
sion has  been  devoted  mainly  to  a  mea- 
sure of  which,  I  hope,  it  is  not  too  much 
to  sa;  that,  while  exciting  the  deepest 
aversion  in  those  who  opposed  it  as  un- 
necessary, unwise,  and  in  some  of  its 
provisions  iniquitous,  it  was,  at  the  same 
time,  regarded  with  dislike  b;  tbe  great 
majority  even  of  those  who  were  con- 
strained b;  what  they  regarded  as  their 
duty  to  give  it  their  support.  The  Bill 
which  is  now  before  us  has  this  great 
advantage  over  that  with  which  we  nave 
just  parted — that  there  is  a  common 
agreement  in  all  quarters  of  the  House 
in  approval  of  its  general  scope  and 
purpose.  Ma;  I  go  a  little  further,  and 
sb;  that  I  hope  that  in  another  respect 
there  ma;  be,  in  our  discussion  of  this 
Bill,  an  improvement  over  our  recent 
experience  ?  I  hope  that  there  may  not 
be  BO  much  opportunity  for  personal  re- 
crimination, and  that  we  ma;  have  got 
for  a  time  out  of  an  atmosphere  in  which 
the  ver;  poor  instrument  of  a  iu  quoqtu 
— often  a  tu  quoqtu  whoU;  unfounded 
and  misapplied— ma;  be  made  by  tbe 
advocates  of  the  Government  measure 
to  stand  in  the  room  of  argument.  It 
will  be  our  duty  to  give  this  Bill  a  candid 
and  fait  consideration.  If  our  criticism 
is  frank  and  unsparing,  it  will,  at  least, 
be  honest  and  fair;  let  the  Government 
and  their  Friends  endaaTour,  by  serious 
defence  and  justification,  to  answer  it. 
I  have  said  that  we  agree  generally  with 
the  main  purpose  of  the  Bill.  By  that  I 
mean  that  we  are  all  anxious  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  modify  such 
anomalies  or  inconsistencies  as  ma;  be 
found  in  the  present  Irish  Land  Laws, 
and  to  remove  an;  grievances  arising 
from  them.  But  a  somewhat  narrower 
and  more  definite  description  of  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government  has  recently  been 
given  b;  the  Prime  Minister.  Answer- 
ing an  allegation  that  the;  had  shown 
some  degree  of  vacillation, in  their  con- 
duct of  Uie  Bill  through  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  Lord  Salisbur;  said  that 
the;  had  been  read;  to  receive  criticisms 
and  Buggsetions  on  minor  points;  but 
he  said — 
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eaide — nsmelj,  the  preventing  of  the  hani}i 
nnceaaonable  evictione  which,  in  b.  csTtain  i 
ber  of  caseB,  were  unhappily  taking  place.' 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
accept  that  definition  of  one,  at  least,  of 
the  principal  objects  of  the  Bill ;  but  I 
regret  to  say  that,  after  a  close  exami- 
nation of  the  claueee,  I  can  see  nothing 
in  them  which  ia  likely  to  secure  the 
accomplishment  of  that  object.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  other 
night,  in  a  speech  which  took  the  form — 
sot  unusual  with  him— of  a  prolonged 
catechism,  triumphantly  asked  us  whe- 
ther the  remedial  measure  of  theOovem- 
ment  would  not  stop  harsh  evictions! 
TlDtortunatelf  for  the  rhetorical  effect 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  question, 
some  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  had  had  time  to  read  the  Bill, 
and  they  promptly  replied  "  No ; " 
and  in  that  opioion  I  entirely  concur. 
The  truth  is,  Sir,  that,  as  I  greatly  fear, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  fallen 
in  respect  of  this  matter  into  an  error 
precisely  analogous  to  that  which  we 
allege  against  the  Crimes  Bill.  Apart 
from  our  objections  to  the  principal  pro- 
posals of  that  Bill,  it  is  our  contention 
that  it  is  not  addressed  to  the  real  evil. 
"We  declare  ourselves  to  be  as  etroog 
friends  of  the  cause  of  law  and  order  as 
any  hon.  Memberof  the  House;  but  we 
assort  that  the  true  course  is  to  restOK 
order  by  removing  the  springs  of  dis- 
order, and  to  win  back  the  sympathy  of 
the  people  to  the  law  by  a  scrupulously 
impartial  administration  of  the  law;  and 
that  a  resort  to  forcible  repression  or  to 
cunning  le^al  devices  will  merely  aggra- 
vate the  mischief  you  intend  to  cure.  It 
appears  ta  me  that  a  precisely  similar 
observation  is  largely  applicable  to  the 
present  Bill.  No  doubt  the  public  con- 
science  has  been  deeply  wounded  by  the 
spectacle  offered  in  recent  evictions.  No 
doubt  the  scandal  has  been  great  when 
aged  men,  andsickly  women,  andstarring 
children  have  been  turned  out  on  the 
hillside,  to  see  the  wretched  cabin  which 
was  their  home  committed  to  the  flames ; 
when  violence  has  been  used  in  the 
attack  and  defence  of  houses ;  and  when 
riot  has  only  been  prevented  by  the  pre- 
sence of  brigades  of  constabulary  and 
soldiers.  But,  desirable  as  it  is  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  cruelty,  the  cost,  and  the 
danger  to  public  safety  involved  in  these 
Eoenee,  I  venture  to  say  that  it  is  not  a 
sense  of  their  inhumanify,  or  of  tibeir 
Mr.  Can^hll-fimntnum 


danger,  that  has  so  deeply  moved  the 
public  mind,  as  indignation  that  the  law 
should  enable  such  thinge  to  be  done  for 
the  recovery  of  unfair,  and  even  impos- 
sible, rents.  You  may  avoid  or  postpone 
— which  is  all  this  Bill  will  do — the  open 
brutality  of  a  forcible  eviction;  you  may 
huddle  up  in  legal  procedure  the  act  of 
dispossessing  a  tenant ;  you  may,  in  fact, 
deal  with  the  consequence  and  not  with 
the  cause;  with  the  accident  and  not 
with  the  essence ;  but  if  you  do  not 
do  more,  you  will  not  advance  one  step 
nearer  to  a  cure  of  the  real  cause  of  dis- 
turbance, or  to  giving  eatisfaction  and 
relief  to  the  sentiment,  not  only  of  Ire- 
land, but  of  England  and  Scotland  as 
well.  Now,  Sir,  I  shall  have  much  to 
say,  if  the  patience  of  the  House  will 
permit  me,  on  the  mode  in  which  this 
Bill  deals  with  the  landlord's  remedy 
against  his  tenant ;  but  it  will  be  con- 
venient if,  in  the  first  place,  I  make  some 
comments  upon  the  subsidiary  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  The  1st  clause  deals  with  the 
case  of  the  leaseholders,  and  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  am  about  to  submit  to  the 
House  lays  down  as  the  first  condition  of 
any  reform  in  the  law  that  leaseholdera 
should  be  admitted  to  the  benefitaof  the 
Act  of  16B1.  There  is  now  substantial 
agreement  on  this  question,  at  least 
among  all  practical  men,  and  men  with 
legislative  or  executive  responsibility; 
although  only  six  years  ago  Parliament 
declined  to  interfere  so  largely  with  the 
sacred  right  of  contract.  Tbia  shows 
how  rapidly  opinion  now  advances  with 
the  revolving  years.  But,  although  we 
are  all  agreed  as  to  this,  I  must  at  onoe 
say  that  the  manner  in  which  it  is  pro- 
posed in  this  Bill  to  make  the  change  is 
most  unsatisfactory.  What  we  all  desire 
to  do  is  to  remove  from  the  leaseholders 
the  restriction  which  prevents  them  from 
beingtreatedas  "present  tenants"  under 
the  Act,  and  from  having  the  right  of 
application  for  judicial  rents  and  the 
other  advantages  open  to  a  present 
tenant.  What  could  be  easier,  there- 
fore, and  simpler  than  to  enact,  aa  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Busaell)  proposes  in  his  Bill,  that  a 
leaseholder,  if  he  shall  so  elect,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  tenant  of  a  present 
tenancy?  But  what  is  now  proposed  ia 
that  aU  such  lessees,  whether  tliey  de- 
sire it  or  not,  shall,  on  this  Bill  becoming 
law,  be  deemed  ^to  facto  to  be  in  the 
same  position  as  'ii  their  leases  bad  ex- 
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pired.  Now,  there  are  many  of  the  eiiat- 
ing  leases  which  are  moat  advantageoue 
to  the  tenant.  They  conBtitute  araluable 
property ;  they  are  treated  by  banka  as  a 
aoond  aeourity,  money  is  lent  upon  them, 
and  settlements  have  been  made  on  the 
faith  of  them,  and  the  rent  payable  under 
them  may  be  less  than  the  average  of 
the  judicial  rents  that  have  been  fixed 
in  the  neighbourhood.  Tet  this  Bill, 
in  a  clause  whioh,  if  it  has  any  inten* 
tion,  is  meant  to  benefit  the  tenant,  pro- 
poses that  the  lessee  should  be  stripped 
of  these  advantages,  and  left  naked  and 
alone  in  the  face  of  his  landlord  and  the 
Court,  which  may  proceed  to  fasten  a 
higher  rent  upon  him  than  that  which 
lie  now  pays.  The  House  will  perceive 
how  utterly  inequitable  this  would  be, 
and  remonstrances  against  such  a  pro- 
posal have  been  urged  by  some  of  the 
Btoutest  sticklers  for  the  sanctity  of  con- 
tract. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
speech  alluded  to  the  fact  that  provisions 
which  would  have  had  the  same  effect 
were  contained  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Cork  (Ur.  Pamell),  under 
whose  authority  he  actually  shelters  him- 
self. I  could  not  have  believed  it  if  I 
had  not  heard  it  with  my  own  ears, 
this  to  be  the  reward  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  for  all  their  close  and  even 
passionate  attachment  to  the  Qovem- 
ment?  The  hon.  Uember  for  South 
3^roneis  a  genuine  Irish  Representative, 
and  he  has  the  advantage  enjoyed  by  few, 
if  any,  of  the  Irish  supporters  of  the  Qo- 
vernment,  of  having  no  connection  with 
the  landlord  class— [Mr.  T.  M.  Healt 
Or  with  Ireland  ;  he  is  a  Scotchman.]— 
At  all  events  he  is  a  genuine  Irish  Se 
presentative,  and  a  tirm  supporter  of  the 
present  Qovemment  in  its  present  Irish 
policy.  Tet  when  the  hon.  Member 
makes  a  most  intelligible  and  reasonable 
proposal  it  is  scouted  and  set  aside, 
while  the  Oovernment  rush  eagerly  to 
copy  the  Bill  and  adopt  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  whom  and 
all  his  works  it  has  been  their  principal 
business  for  many  months  to  renounce. 
There  is  another  part  of  this  clause  to 
-which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
allude,  but  which  deserves  notice.  I 
refer  to  the  Proviso  whioh  excludes  thi 
tenant  from  certain  advantages  if  there 
ie  an  exhausted  improvement  on  his 
farm.     It  runs  as  follows :  — 


.  jotapplication  if  the  Court  is  aattBfied  that  the 

landlord  or  hii  predeceseorB  in  title  has  or  havs 
mado  permanent  improvemeiits  on  the  holding, 
the  uneihaneted  value  of  which  imptovementa 
is  at  the  time  ot  the  mahing  of  each  application 
not  loBs  than  four  times  the  jearl7  rent  of  the 
holding," 

Let  the  House  observe  what  the  effect 
of  that  would  be.  I  will  take  a  case  ia 
which  the  landlord  some  years  ago  ex- 
pended a  sum  of  money  in  building  a 
house  in  pursuance  of  a  covenant  on 
account  of  which  the  tenant  pays  £30 
instead  of  £20  a-year.  If  at  the 
moment  when  this  Bill  becomes  law  the 
house  is  valued  at  four  times  the  whole 
rent,  he  will  not  get  a  farthing  of  abate- 
ment in  respect  of  house  or  land.  Is  the 
fact  of  this  additional  £10  being  payable 
In  respect  of  the  house  any  reason  why 
the  agricultural  rent  of  £20  should  not 
be  revised?  But  what  will  happen? 
Not  that  the  tenant  will  remain  under 
his  lease,  with  such  advantages  as  it 
might  possess ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  Court  in  fixing  a  nevr  rent  will 
take  into  account,  as  it  naturally  would, 
the  circumstonceB  of  this  unexhausted 
improvement.  His  lease  is  to  be  taken 
from  the  tenant,  but  he  must  go  on  with 
the  old  rent,  because  when  he  oomes 
into  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  the 
Court  "  shall  disallow  "  his  a^lication. 
He  ia  placed,  as  it  were,  like  Mahomet's 
ooffln,  between  Heaven  and  earth,  and 
may  be  said  to  be  in  the  position  of  the 
animal  which  dies  on  land  and  cannot 
live  in  water.  He  ie  a.  leaseholder  with- 
out a  lease — a  present  tenant  without  a 
present  tenant's  rights.  Why  on  earth, 
then,  is  he  made  a  present  tenant?  I 
cannot  believe  that  this  provision  can 
contiuue,  in  its  present  shape,  to  remain 
in  the  Bill,  and  I  point  this  out  not  only 
as  a  matter  important  in  itself,  but  also 
because,  as  I  am  informed,  this  Pro- 
viso would  exclude  a  very  large  number 
of  leaseholders  who  would  otherwise 
get  the  benefit,  such  as  it  is,  of  thia 
measure.  A  large  portion  of  the  Bill, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed 
out,  is  concerned  with  the  amendment 
of  the  procedure  under  the  Purchase 
Act  of  1885.  I  will  not  say  anything  of 
these  proposals ;  but,  speaking  for  my- 
self, I  objected  to  the  Act  of  1885  at  the 
time  it  passed,  and  I  should  now  be 
very  strongly  opposed  to  any  further 
extension  of  it,  for  thia  reason — that  any 


,zed.yG00gIe 


3»6 


Iriih  Land 


(COMMONS  I 


law  BiU. 


396 


extension  of  tlie  purchase  syalem  in  a 
partial  and  sporadic  and  haphazard 
laehion  could  only  have  theeffeot  of  intro- 
ducing confuBion  into  confusion,  heap- 
ing anomaly  upon  anomaly,  and  laying 
up  future  difficulties  against  the  time 
waen  the  whole  question  will  have 
to  be  finally  and  generally  dealt  with. 
I  will  pasB  by  the  clauses  relating 
to  the  enlargement  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal and  the  remission  of  rates,  merely 
remarking  that  both  these  clauses  will  be 
strongly  contested  in  Committee,  and  I 
come  to  the  last  of  the  subsidiary  clauses 
vhichi  shall  notice — that,  namely,  which 
deals  directly  with  erictions.  I  have 
already  said  that  even  if  we  could  find 
some  means  of  avoiding  the  physical 
bBrdships  and  moral  cruelty  to  which 
tenants  are  often  subjected  in  cases  of 
actual  physical  eviction,  we  should  not 
have  advanced  very  far  towards  remov- 
ing the  causes  of  disorder  and  discontent 
in  Ireland.  But  let  us  examine  the  pro- 
posals of  theQovemment,  and  see  whether 
they  really  make  any  substantial  im- 
provement in  the  law.  Let  me  recount 
shortly  what  occurs  when  a  landlord  ob- 
tains a  decree  in  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent.  Formal  passesaion  of  ttke 
holding  is  taken  by  the  Sheriff,  and  then 
the  tenant  may  terminate  the  proceed- 
ings by  paying  the  rent  and  costs.  If 
he  does  not  do  so,  the  Sheriff  turns  out 
the  tenant— and  this  ia  what  we  know  as 
eviction— and  gives  up  the  holding  to  the 
landlord,  who  thei-eupon  either  retains 
actual  possession  or  reinstates  the  tenant 
as  a  caretaker.  From  that  moment  the 
tenant,  whether  he  is  re-admitted  as 
caretaker  or  not,  has  six  months  to  re- 
deem his  tenancy  by  paying  the  arrears, 
rent,  and  coats,  and  so  regain  poaseaaion 
of  hia  holding  by  obtaining  from  the 
Court  what  is  called  a  "  writ  of  restitu- 
tion." That  is  the  present  practice.  The 
Bill  proposes  that  the  six  months  during 
vhidi  an  application  for  restitution  may 
be  made  shaU  date,  not  from  the  moment 
of  eviction,  but  &om  the  serving  of  a 
certain  notice  in  prescribed  form,  after 
which  notice  the  tenant  will  become  ip»o 
facto  a  caretaker,  precisely  as  if  he  had 
been  evicted  and  reinstated.  Now,  Sir, 
this  change  may,  at  firat  sight,  seem 
beneficial  in  the  interests  of  humanity  ; 
but  if  the  tenant  may  thua  lose  his  status 
and  rights  as  a  tenant,  and  be  converted 
into  a  caretaker  by  the  mere  receipt  of 
a  legal  notice,  instead  of  by  tho  form  of 
2tr.  CamphtU-BmntrMtn 


open  eviction  as  at  present,  what  will 
be  the  effect  f    No  one  can  doubt  that  at 

5 resent  a  large  number  of  landlords  are 
eterred  horn  exercising  their  extreme 
rights  owing  to  the  pubh'city  and  odium 
and  scandal  which  eviction  often  involves. 
The  quiet  delivery  of  a  legal  notice  is 
now  to  have  the  same  effect,  and  the 
consequence  must  inevitably  be  that 
thousands  of  tenants  will  find  them- 
selves converted  into  caretakers  without 
possibly  realizing  full;  what  has  hap- 
pened ;  and,  after  all,  however  desirable 
it  may  be,  and  undoubtedly  is,  to  avoid 
the  cruelty  of  actual  eviction,  it  will  only 
be  postponed,  and  at  the  end  of  six 
months  the  same  scenes,  the  same 
cruelties,  the  same  scandals,  as  those 
we  now  condemn  will  he  enacted.  I 
venture  to  predict  that  if  this  Bill 
passes  into  law,  so  soon  aa  the  neces- 
sary legal  formalities  can  be  gone 
through,  a  shower  of  these  notices  will 
fall  on  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  Then 
there  will  follow  a  period  of  most  re- 
markable and  unexampled  tranquillity, 
and  I  can  imagine  that  some  sanguine 
and  unwary  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment  will  point  to  the  quiet  condition  of 
Ireland  as  a  proof  of  the  success  of  their 
legislation  and  their  government  of  the 
country.  But  the  six  months  will  elapse, 
and  then  it  will  appear  that  this  quiet 
was  only  like  the  smooth  water  which 
precedes  the  cataract,  and  there  will 
Durst  upon  Ireland  a  tumult  of  simul* 
taneous  evictions  such  as  we  have  never 
witnessed.  I,  therefore,  say  —  and  I 
think  it  can  hardly  be  contradicted — that 
there  ia  here  no  remedy  for  harsh  evic- 
tions, but  merely,  at  the  best,  a  temporary 
postponement,  and  in  the  long  run,  I 
am  afraid,  an  actual  increase.  But,  Sir, 
the  Prime  Minister  claims,  in  the  words 
I  have  quoted,  to  prevent  unreasonable 
aa  well  as  harsh  evictions ;  and  this  is,  I 
presume,  what  is  attempted  in  the  more 
important  part  of  the  Bill.  Hitherto  I 
have  been  dealing  with  matters  of  great 
importance  indeed,  but  still  with  matters 
of  detail  on  which  I  have  made  my  com- 
ments; butnowlhavearrivedatapoint 
at  which  there  arises  a  broad  divergence 
between  the  course  which  my  friends  and 
myself  should  be  disposed  to  recommend 
to  Parliament  and  that  followed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Oovomment.  Our  averment, 
founded  not  on  any  mere  opinion  of  our 
own,  but  upon  recorded  fact,  upon  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  GommissioD,  upon 
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deductions  easiljr  drawn  from  the  action 
of  the  Land  GourtB,  and  from  the  no- 
torious fact  that  landlords  in  many  cases 
have  spontaneouBlyandgeneronslj  given 
abatements  even  ^m  official  rents — 
our  averment  is  that  there  has  been, 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years,  such 
an  unexpected  fall  in  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural produce  that  rents  which  were 
reasonable  a  few  years  ago  are  no  longer 
reasonable.  I  did  not  understand  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  to  dispute  that  con- 
tention. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
many  things  that  he  said,  even  admitted 
this  fall  in  prices.  I  ratber  expected 
that  it  would  have  been  disputed,  be- 
cause I  observe  that  the  other  day  the 
Prime  Minister— who  is  always  courage- 
ous— accounted  for  the  present  state 
of  circumstances  in  Ireland  by  a  theory 
of  his  own,  which  I  hope  waa  satisfac- 
tory to  him.  He  said  that  there  had 
been  a  fall  in  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  ;  but  be  denied  that  there  bad 
been  in  Ireland  anything  beyond  what 
could  reasonably  have  been  foreseen; 
and  he  added  that  if  it  were  not  for  the 
phenomenal  fall  in  the  price  of  wheat 
and  barley  in  England,  which  had 
affected  all  values,  be  thought  we  should 
have  heard  vety  little  of  the  fall  in  agri- 
cultural prices  in  Ireland.  The  theory 
of  the  Prime  Minister  appears,  therefore, 
to  be  that  if  the  tenant  in  Kerry  or  Done- 
gal finds  that  he  receives  for  his  stock 
and  produce  less  than  he  did  two  or 
three  years  ago  he  is  under  a  delusion, 
founded  on  the  fact  that  the  price  of 
wheat  and  barley  bad  fallen  in  England. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  facte  before  the 
country  deserve  to  be  treated  in  so  light 
a  manner.  Our  case  is  that  this  reduc- 
tion in  prices  has  occurred ;  and  we  assert 
that  if  you  wish  to  do  justice,  if  you  wirh 
to  alleviate  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
occupier  of  land,  if  you  wish  to  avoid 
in  future  scandal  and  cruelty  and  dis- 
order, you  must  adopt  some  means  of 
revising  the  scale  of  rents,  even  of  judi- 
cial rents;  and  that  no  clever  legal 
manceuvres,  no  alteration  of  the  ma- 
chinery by  which  the  payment  of  rent 
is  exacted  by  provisions  of  the  kind  that 
are  elaborated  in  this  Bill,  even  if  such 
alteration  can  be  shown  to  be  in  itself 
expedient  and  desirable,  can  help  you  in 
any  degree  in  this  matter.  The  House, 
no  doubt,  remembers  what  occurred  last 
autumn.  It  then  came  to  be  freely 
alleged  in  the  House  that  there  existed 


this  depression  in  price  and  oonseqnent 
inability  to  pay  rent.  The  Oovemment 
denied,  or  at  least  questioned,  the  slle- 

gation;  but  they  appointed  a  Boyal 
ommission  of  their  own  choice  to  re- 
port how  far  the  non-payment  of  rent 
was  due  to  combination,  and  how  far  to 
inability  due  to  a  fall  in  prices.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  desire  to  say  anything 
that  would  seem  to  impugn  the  compe- 
tence or  the  fairness  of  the  Members  of 
the  Soyal  Commission ;  but  it  is  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  bear 
in  mind,  especially  as  the  Oommission 
reported  etrongly  in  favour  of  thetenanta' 
contention,  that  there  was  on  that  Oom- 
mission not  a  single  Member  in  sympathy 
with  the  Nationalist  Party,  who  un- 
doubtedly  have  the  confidence  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
that  there  was  only  one  Irish  agricnl* 
turist  on  the  Oommission,  and  that  he 
signed  a  separate  Beport,  going  still  fur- 
ther in  favour  of  the  tenants  than  his 
Colleagues.  The  two  matters  indicated 
to  the  Commissioners  as  probably  affect- 
ing the  working  of  the  Act  of  1881 
were,  as  I  have  said,  combination  and 
prices.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  would  be 
a  iiBusI,  or  a  very  accurate,  criterion  of 
the  relative  importance  of  different  parts 
of  a  Beport  if  we  applied  to  them  the 
gauge  of  lineal  measure — if  we  mea- 
sured  them  by  the  foot  or  the  inch ;  but 
it  is  a  fact  not  without  some  significance 
of  the  impression,  at  least,  made  by  the 
evidence  on  the  Commissioners,  that  to 
the  question  of  a  fall  in  prices,  and  the 
mode  of  meeting  its  effect,  they  de- 
vote no  fewer  than  16  paragraphs, 
while  to  combination  they  give  but  four. 
Probably  that  was  not  exactly  what  the 
(Jovenunent  expected  when  they  ap- 
pointed the  Commission.  The  Com- 
missioners recognized  to  the  full  extent 
the  fall  in  prices  during  the  last  three 
years.  They  estimate  the  fall,  due  to 
this  and  to  subsidiary  causes,  in  the 
agricultural  capital  of  Irish  occupiers  at 
18J  per  cent  in  two  years ;  while  Mr. 
Knipe,  in  his  separate  Beport,  puts  it  as 
high  as  23  per  cent.  They  also  report 
that  between  the  end  of  1885  and  the 
date  of  the  Beport  the  Sub-Oommis- 
sioners  hod  been  making  reductions  ia 
the  rent  on  a  scale  exceeding  that  upon 
which  they  firet  reduced  them  by  10 
to  14  per  cent ;  but  these  reductions 
are  greatly  exceeded  by  what  is  going 
on  now.  I  find  Uutt  in  the  most  reoent 
IFirit  ffigH."} 
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Ketarns   ve    hare    Teoeived — namely,  I  this  limited  ground,  the  case  is  unan. 


those  for  Maroh  and  April  of  this  year 
— the  diSerence  is  something  atartUnK 
between  the  earlier  reductions  and 
those  which  are  made  dow.  In  Lein- 
Bter  the  Betum  now  in  our  hands 
shows  a  reduction  of  25  per  cent 
below  the  tenement  valuation ;  whereas 
m  the  be^uning  of  the  operations  of 
the  OommiBsianera  their  ratuation  wea 
15  per  cent  above,  thus  showing 
A  difference  of  actually  40  per  cent. 
In  Hunster  they  fixed  the  average  at 
first  25  per  cent  above  the  tenement 
value ;  now  it  is  fixed  6  per  cent  below 
it,  or  a  difference  of  31  per  cent.  The 
ditferenoe  is  atiU  more  startling  when 
you  look  over  the  lists  of  individual 
rents.  There  is  always  a  fallacy  in 
dealing  with  averages,  which  may  be 
brought  down  by  some  very  ezoellent 
cases  where  the  rents  do  not  require 
any  reduction  whatever,  and  hence  it  is 
always  instructive  to  look  to  particular 
oases.  Here  aie  eome  cases  of  indi- 
vidual rents.  In  one  case  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  was  £17  15*.,  the  former  rent 
£22  lit.,  and  the  judicial  rent  is  £9; 
in  another  case  the  Poor  Law  valuation 
is  £20,  the  former  rent  £32,  and  the 
judicial  rent  £17  10*. ;  while  in  another 
the  valuation  is  £37,  the  old  rent 
£62  12«.,  and  the  present  £29. 
other  case  the  rout  was  reduced  from 
£107  tu  £50,  and  in  a  smaller  holding 
from  £2  10».  to  £1  1«.,  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  being  £i.  Therefore,  the 
Commissioners  are  now  going  even 
further  than  they  hodlfelt  themselves 
obliged  to  do  when  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
sion  was  sitting.  These  are  the  facts. 
They  can  hardly  be  gainsaid,  and 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  has  not  attempted  to  gain- 
say thent.  But,  accepting  these  facts 
of  a  fall  in  prices  and  the  conse- 
quent loss  of  capital  which  has  been 
proved  to  have  occurred,  and  that  rents 
are  now  excessive,  the  question  we  have 
to  face  is  what  we  have  to  do.  Let  mo 
say  that  among  those  who  agree  that, 
owing  to  these  circumstances,  tbe  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  occupier  demands 
relief,  there  may  be  different  grounds 
for  that  opinion.  There  are  some  who 
regard  it  as  a  matter  of  compassion, 
and  who  think  that  on  the  mere  ground 
of  pity  and  to  prevent  distress  relief 
should  be  given.  I  admit  that,..even  on 
Mr.  CamphtU-Battntrmtm 


swerable;  but  I  confess  that  for  my 
part  I  go  further,  and  I  found  my  opi- 
nion not  on  compassion  alone,  but  upoD 
tbe  principle  of  justice  as  between  the 
two  partners  in  the  ownership  of  the 
soil  in  Ireland.  It  would,  I  hold,  be 
nothing  short  of  moostraus  that  vhea 
an  unexpected  calamity  befalls  the  com- 
mon property  of  two  men,  the  whole 
loss  should  be  home  by  one  partner,  and 
that  he  should  be  the  partner  to  whose 
labour  and  exertions  the  whole  produc- 
tive value  of  the  property  is  due.  The 
right  hoQ.  Gtentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  tried  to  make  out  that 
there  was  merely  some  shadowy  dif- 
ference between  England  and  Ireland, 
and  he  spoke  of  the  mutual  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  as  having  been 
different  in  the  two  countries.  But  the 
whole  of  this  legislation  is  founded  upon 
the  fact  that  the  ciroumstances  and  the 
conditions  of  ownership  are  absolutely 
different  in  the  two  countries.  Well, 
Sir,  the  Boyal  Commisdon  rooammeud 
an  immediate  revision  of  rente,  and  that 
the  periodical  term  of  reviuon  should  be 
shortened  from  15  years  to  five.  They 
do  not  propose  that  the  revision  should 
take  place  by  the  re-valuation  of  each 
individual  case ;  but  that  the  original  rent 
should  remain  as  the  normal  rent,  and 
be  re-adjusted  periodically,  according  to 
the  fluctuation  in  the  average  of  prices. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  asked  when  we 
were  converted  to  the  idea  that  rents 
should  be  revised  every  five  years  ?  It 
is  not  we  who  say  that  they  should  be ; 
we  say  that  this  is  the  proposal  of  your 
own  Commission.  We  say  that  there 
are,  no  doubt,  difficulties  in  any  solution 
of  the  question  ;  but  this  is,  at  all  events, 
a  definite  and  intelligible  proposal  on 
the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
said  that  our  action  was  inconsistent  with 
the  Land  Bill  of  last  year,  because  that 
Bill  was  based  upon  judicial  rents.  So 
it  was ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
perhaps  forgot  that  the  Court  was  given 
the  fullest  possible  power  to  take  every 
circumstance  into  consideration,  and  that 
there  was  thus  a  power  of  revision. 
With  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Commission,  I  am  about  to  make  an  ob- 
servation which  comes  appositely  front 
me  as  a  Scotch  Member.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the   Boyal   Couunissioa 
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had  in  th«r  miade,  when  the;  mad* 
this  proposal,  what  we  call  in  Scotland 
Sars'  prices.  Ministers'  stipends  and 
some  other  payments  are  made  in  Scot- 
land according  to  the  value  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  and  every  year  in  each 
county  a  committee  is  set  up,  com- 
posed of  farmors  and  landlords,  who 
strike  the  average  prices  of  produce  in 
the  district.  That  system  gives  great 
satisfaction  in  Scotland,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  applicable  ii 
Ireland.  But,  besides  the  proposal 
of  the  Boyal  Oommission,  another 
saggestion  has  been  made  which  de- 
aerves  consideration,  and  which  is  that, 
if  it  is  feared  it  might  have  a  dis- 
turbing effect  to  alter  the  amount 
of  rent  every  five  years,  power  might 
be  given  to  some  authority,  upon  ap- 
plication made  and  cause  shown,  to 
allow  an  abatement  on  account  of  the 
temporary  circumstances  of  the  day. 
This  woiTld  cariT  out,  in  a  legal  and 
formal  manner  in  Ireland,  that  which 
is  the  ordinary  practice  in  England.  At 
any  rate,  all  we  say  is,  that  in  some  way 
or  another  rents  ought  to  be  open  to 
revision,  and  relief  thus  given  to  both 
the  present  and  prospective  necessities 
of  the  Irish  occupier.  It  is  because  the 
Bill  contains  no  provision  whatever  for 
mitigating  the  pressure  of  excessive 
rents,  because  it  does  not  lift  a  finger  to 
help  the  honest  and  struggling  tenant, 
that  we  regard  it,  in  this  main  branch 
of  its  subject,  as  wholly  inadequate  and 
unacceptable.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  al- 
though the  Oovemment  will  do  nothing 
to  mitigate  the  burden  of  rents  which, 
with  impaired  means,  the  Irish  occupier 
is  still  held  bound  to  pay  —  although 
they  reject  the  main  recommendation  of 
their  own  Eoyal  Commission,  they  are 
not  without  a  plan.  Clause  22  and  the 
aubsequent  clauses  of  the  Bill  are  de- 
voted to  it,  and  contain  provisions  which 
the  Government  imagine  to  be  for  the 
relief  and  benefit  of  the  tenant.  I  will 
briefly,  and  in  outline,  state  their  nature. 
These  provisions  apply  only  to  the 
case  of  a  tenant  whose  holding  is,  or 
the  aggregate  of  whose  holdings  are, 
rated  under  £S0  a-year.  Where  pro- 
ceedinga  are  taken  to  recover  such 
holding  on  the  ground  of  non-payment 
of  rent,  if  the  Court  is  satisfied  that 
the  tenant  cannot  pay  the  rent  and 
arrears,  that  each  inabili^  is  not  due 
to  hia  own  fault,  and  that  a  reasonable 


time  should  be  allowed,  it  can  stay 
execution,  and  order  that  the  arrears 
and  coste,  or  such  sum  as  may  be  agreed 
upon  between  the  parties,  shall  he  paid 
by  instalments.  If  default  is  made  in 
paying  any  one  of  the  instalments, 
the  etay  of  execution  is  removed  and 
execution  follows.  Section  23  provides 
that  when  the  Court  is  of  opinion  that 
the  order  to  etay  execution  should  be 
made  it  shall  so  state ;  and  thereupon 
the  tenant  may  call  upon  the  land- 
lord to  make  a  joint  application  to  tfae 
Court  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
tenant  adjudicated  bankrupt.  The  ten- 
ant, who  has  now  been  transformed, 
even  in  the  language  of  the  Bill,  into  a 
"debtor,"  may  then  be  permitted  to 
remain  on  his  farm,  working  it  under 
the  orders  and  supervision  of  the  Court, 
for  a  period  of  18  months.  If  within 
that  time  he  fails  to  obtain  a  certifi- 
cate of  conformity  the  Court  shall 
sell  his  tenancy,  and  the  purchase- 
money,  after  satisfying  the  rent  and 
costs  which  have  accrued  while  ho 
has  been  permitted  by  the  Court  to 
remain  on  his  farm,  shall  be  applied  as 
assets.  If  the  tenancy  does  not  fetch  a 
sufficient  amount  to  satisfy  the  rent  and 
costs,  the  Court  shall  put  the  landlord 
into  possession  of  the  nolding.  Those 
are  the  main  outlines  of  what  is  called  a 
remedial  measure.  I  make  bold  to  con- 
demn it  upon  four  separate  and  distinct 
grounds.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  unjust  as 
between  tenant  and  tenant.  In  the  second 
place,  it  is  demoralizing,  degrading,  and 
insulting  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
Thirdly,  it  is  in  its  principal  details  un- 
workable, and  even,  I  venture  to  say, 
ludicrous.  And  in  the  fourth  place — 
and  perhaps  this  is  the  strongest  argu- 
ment of  all  —  if  it  wore  as  just  and 
honourable  and  practicable  as  I  main- 
tain it  to  be  unjust,  dishonouring,  and 
impracticable,  it  would  be  absmutely 
ineffectual  for  the  purpose  which  it  is 
intended  to  aohieve,  because  it  can  be 
easily  and  at  once  avoided.  I  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  these  provisions 
mean  injustice  in  the  treatment  of  one 
tenant  ae  compared  with  another,  be- 
cause while  the  benefits — dismal  bene- 
fits at  the  best — are  reserved  for  the 
impoverished  and  ruined  tenant,  there 
is  nothing  whatever  done  for  the  in- 
dustrious and  frugal  tenant,  who  is 
struggling  under  a  hard  fate  to  save 
his  little  capital  from  destmotion.  If 
IFirit  Night.} 
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from  fullj  doing  their  duty,  and  that  they 
should  be  enabled  to  start  with  f  reeh  life 
iw  career.  I  believe  there  are 
euch  cases  ;  but  when  I  look  for  them, 
I  find  them  more  among  the  landlords 
than  among  the  tenants.  Will  the  Glo- 
vemment  propose,  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent of  givinr  any  relief  to  landlords, 
that  they  should  be  made  baokrupts? 
Would  that  enter  iato  their  heads  for 
a  moment?  When  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Act  woe  passed,  and  a  whole 
machinery  set  up  to  relieve  Irish  land- 
lords, was  it  ever  suggested  that  they 
should  be  made  individually  bankrupt? 
Ofcoursenot,  because  bankruptcy  car  riea 
with  it  a  stigma,  becauss  it  degrades, 
because  it  has  been  held  so  disreputable 
as  to  debar  from  the  service  of  the 
Queen.  It  can  never,  of  course,  be 
applied  to  landlords  ;  but  to  tenants 
well  and  good,  I  suppose.  Sir,  I  can- 
not imagine  how  the  Government  can 
have  come  to  accept,  and  how  they 
could  have  yielded  to  the  evil  genius 
which  tempted  them  to  embody  such  a 
proposal  in  the  Bill.  It  is  a  scheme 
saturated  with  the  spirit  of  exclusive- 
ness;  it  reeks  of  the  worst  spirit  of  land- 
lordism ;  and  when  I  speak  of  land- 
lordism, I  do  not  mean  only  the  system 
which  sets  up  one  man  as  owner  and 
another  as  cultivator,  but  I  mean  the  sys- 
tem which  enables  the  landlord  to  exact 
his  extreme  rights  from  the  tenant,  and 
which  treats  the  cultivator  of  the  soil 
as  a  mere  rent-creating  instrument.  But 
now  let  us  turn  to  the  particulars,  and 
let  ua  accompany  the  tenant  through 
the  gloomy  portals  into  that  cittA  dolmU 
— that  city  of  dolour  through  which  he  is 
to  be  made  to  pass— and  see  bow  he  fares. 
In  the  first  place,  will  it  be  believed, 
when  we  see  opposite  a  Party  who  had  no 
words  too  strong  to  condemn  the  Flan 
of  Campaign,  that  as  the  first  condition 
for  a  man  receiving  any  benefit  from 
this  Bill  he  must  refuse  to  pay  bis  rent  ? 
An  aclion  of  ejectment  having  been 
brought,  the  tenant  comes  before  the 
Court,  and  then  a  clause  comes  into  play 
which  has  b  very  imposing  title — tho 
' '  Equitable  Jurisdiction  "  oTause.  I  find 
in  it  a  great  deal  of  juried iction,  but  very 
little  equity.  The  Court  has  no  power 
whatever,  except  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
instalments  and  the  time  when  they  are 
to  be  paid.  Nay,  more,  an  Amendment 
was  moved  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Fitzgerald)  in  "  another  place," 


rents  are  unreasonable  they  are  un- 
reasonable for  the  richer  as  well  as  for 
the  poorer  tenant;  and  I  should  have 
thought  that  in  the  public  interest,  in 
the  interest  of  the  moral  tone  of  the 
community  as  well  as  of  its  material 
prosperity,  it  was  even  more  necessary 
to  help  a  struggling  tenant  who  is  on 
his  legs  than  the  man  who  has  already 
fallen.  But  no  mercy  is  to  be  shown  to 
him.  He  is  to  go  on  having  his  pound 
of  flesh  extorted  from  him  every  half- 
year;  his  capital  is  to  dwindle  away 
pound  after  pound  and  shilling  after 
shilling,  so  long  as  he  can  pay  anything 
to  the  landlord  in  respect  of  the  rent 
which  hie  holding  cannot  afford  to  pay  ; 
and  at  the  last,  when  he  is  thoroughly 
exhausted,  emptied,  and  ruined,  then  it 
is  that  the  beneficent  legislation  of  the 
Government  will  take  him  up.  It  seems 
to  me  that  tbis  one  objection  la  fatal  to 
the  very  conception  of  this  part  of  the 
Bill ;  and  it  is  so  plain,  palpable,  and 
intelligible,  that  I  content  myself  with 
the  mere  statement  of  it  to  the  House. 
My  second  objection  is  that  these  pro- 
posals are  demoralizing  and  degrading 
to  those  to  whom  they  are  applied. 
What  can  be  more  loweriag  to  the 
tone  of  an  industrial  community,  what 
can  be  more  subversive  of  their  inde- 
pendence and  self-respect,  than  that 
they  should  be  told  on  the  high  autho- 
rity of  QoTemmeot  and  Parliament 
that  they  cannot  enjoy  the  benefits  con- 
ferred by  legislation  unless  they  pass 
through  insolvency  into  legal  bank- 
ruptcy ?  It  is  the  very  road  which 
they  should  be  taught  to  avoid.  Cau 
the  Government  point  to  any  single 
instance  in  which  a  whole  class  of  the 
community  has  been  in  this  way  by 
Statute  tempted  and  coaxed  into  bank- 
ruptcy ?  Of  course,  these  are  only  Irish 
tenants— and  they  are  most  of  them,  I 
dare  say.  Nationalists.  I  can  well  be- 
lieve there  are  persons  in  Ireland  eo 
impecunious,  so  burdeued  with  debt,  so 
hampered  with  family  aettlemonts,  that 
they  are  scarcelymaatersof  their  actions, 
and  that  it  would  be  for  their  own  in- 
teresta,  for  the  interest  of  their  families, 
of  all  who  have  pecuniary  relatione  with 
them,  of  the  public  generally,  and  of 
the  cause  of  social  order  in  Ireland  that 
they  should  in  some  way  be  relieved; 
that  they  should  be  able  to  shake 
off,  even  by  means  of  bankruptcy,  the 
paralyzing  trammelswhich  prevent  them 
Mr.  Campiiti-Smuwman 
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to  the  effect  that  the  Court  should  have 
power  to  settle  a  campoBitioit — "  a  eum 
m  Batiafaction  of  the  whole  amount 
due."  That  was  moved  b;  a  Liberal 
Uuionlat  Peer,  but  it  was  rejected  by 
the  tiovemment.  On  the  day,  then,  that 
the  tenant  fails  to  pay  to  the  very  hour 
hie  instalment  the  stay  upon  execution 
is  at  once  remoTod.  The  Bill  provides, 
not  that  the  Court  may  remove,  but  that 
the  Court  shall  remove,  the  stay,  and  the 
landlord  ia  theu  at  full  liberty  to  swoop 
down  upon  the  tenant.  But  the  tenant, 
having  come  into  Court,  and  finding 
little  benefit  from  this  Equitable  Juris- 
diction Olanse,  goes  further ;  be  applies, 
with  consent  of  his  landlord,  to  be  made 
bankrupt.  Now,  here  is  a  strange  cir- 
cumstBDce  to  which  I  wish  to  refer. 
There  is  a  provision  (hat  "  if  the  land- 
lord refuses  unreasonably  to  join  in 
making  such  application" — that  is,  that 
the  tenant  should  be  adjudicated  a 
bankrupt,  the  Court  may  order  such 
sum  in  satisfaction  as  it  thinks  fit. 
In  the  other  House  an  Amendment 
was  moved  upon  this  giving  the  Court 
the  power,  not  only  to  settle  the 
sum  in  satisfaction  of  the  outstand- 
ing debt,  but  also  to  fix  a  reasonable 
rent  for  the  remainder  of  the  judicial 
term.  That  Amendment  was  accepted 
by  the  Qovemment,  and  was  placed  in 
the  Bill  in  Committee  in  "another 
place,"  but  was  afterwards  struck  out. 
I  want  to  know,  not  only  why  it  was 
struck  out,  but  why  it  was  put  in,  be- 
cause it  is  a  complete  concession  of  all 
that  we  assert.  It  admits  that  these 
rents  are  unreasonable,  and  that  they 
ought  in  many  cases  to  be  re-adjusted 
— It  concedes,  in  fact,  the  whole  question. 
A  little  informatiaa,  therefore,  is  neces- 
sary on  that  point.  The  tenant,  let  ua 
now  suppose,  has  become  a  bankrupt. 
Let  me  say  tbis.  Everyone  acquainted 
with  Ireland  knows  that  the  Irish  Bank- 
ruptcy Law  is  as  bad,  and  coetly,  and 
cumbrous  ae  it  can  be ;  and  oven  if  it 
were  good  and  efficient,  its  procedure 
would  be  designed  and  adapted  to  the 
oasos  of  traders  and  shopkeepers  and 
others,  with  a  going  business,  with  some 
tangible  assets,   with   books    and   ao- 


system  is  to  be  applied  to  all  the  ten- 
ants  in  this  position  in  Ireland,  so 
that  you  will  have  the  Count;  Courts 
in  some  of  the  poorer  distriots  adminis- 


tering  the  assets  of  100  or  1,000  wretched 
hand-to-mouth  men,  whose  whole  assets 
are  a  bit  of  bog  land  and  a  few  pieces  of 
what  by  courtesy  may  be  called  furni- 
ture, perhaps  a  pig,  and  two  or  three 
hens,  and  the  whole  of  this  complex  and 
cumbrous  machinery  is  to  be  set  up  in 
order  to  manage  such  farm.  Andf  for 
this  a  whole  host  of  official  persons  are 
to  be  appointed.  We  are  told  that  this 
is  only  a  provisional  measure,  to  tide 
over  the  interval  until  a  great  Land 
Purchase  system  ia  appli^.  Yet  a 
swarm  of  new  Judges,  OtBcial  Assignees, 
and  other  officers  are  to  be  appointed, 
at  the  public  expense.  Then  let  the 
Houee  picture  to  itself  alittle  farm.  The 
Court  is  to  permit  the  tenant  "  to  remain 
in  possession  of  such  of  bis  property" 
— his  pig  and  his  poultry — 

"  As  may  be  necesury  for  the  ptofitsble 
working  of  tbe  holding  so  long  ae  may  appear 
likely  to  result  ia  the  realization  i^  money 
available  for  the  pajmont  of  his  debts,  or  of  such 
a  proportion  thereat,  or  composition  thei«on, 
as  shall  appear  to  the  Court  to  be  jnat  and 
equitable ;  and  in  every  Buch  caae  the  Court 
may  make  such  ordora  as  may  appear  jtut  and 
neceaiary  fur  filing  the  rate  and  for  lecaring 
the  payment  of  the  accruing  rant  ao  long  as 
iacb  permiasion  continues,  and  for  securing  the 
due  working  of  the  holdbg  and  accounting  for 
the  proceeds  thereof  by  tbe  debtor." 
I  leave  it  there,  without  adding  to 
the  words.  A  more  ridiculous  proceed- 
ing I  never  knew  going  on  during 
18  months  on  a  holding  of  small  size. 
Multiply  those  cases  by  thousands,  and 
imagine  what  condition  the  country  will 
be  in.  Then,  a^ain,  the  Court  is  to  have 
the  power  during  those  18  months  of 
fixinK  the  rent  which  the  tenant  is  to 
pay  during  that  time.  I  put  to  the  Go> 
vemment  the  usual  difficulty  of  a 
dilemma — Was  the  tenant's  original  rent 
unreasonable,  and  is  this  why  a  reason- 
able rent  is  to  be  fixed  ?  If  it  is  reaaon- 
able,  why  not  continue  to  pay  it  ?  You, 
therefore,  admit  that  the  original  rent  is 
unreasonable,  because  you  give  power  to 
the  Court  to  fix  a  reasonable  rent.  The 
other  horn  of  the  dilemma  is  this — It 
the  original  rent  was  reasonable,  and 
if  there  is  no  equitable  claim  that 
it  should  be  interfered  with,  why 
do  you  take  part  of  the  landlords 
rent  to  fumisb  assets  for  tbe  other 
creditors?  If,  on  tbe  other  band, 
you  reduce  the  rent  because  it  is  un- 
reasonable, then  that  is  a  confession 
that  it  is  owinj  to  the  unreaaonable  rent 
that  tbe  tenant  is  bankrupt.    Well,  Sir, 
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before  the  Houae,  hare  to  console  theoi- 
selvea  with  is  that  they  have  at  least 
ailed,  or  done  their  best  to  fulfil,  the 
Scriptural  maxim  —"From  him  who 
hath  not  shall  be  taken  even  that  vhich 
he  eeemeth  to  have."  I  think  the 
Houae  will  have  seen  that  a  candid 
examination  of  theee  detailed  prorisiona 
leads  inevitably  to  the  conclusion  that 
tbej  are  perfectly  uoworkable,  and  one 
even  doubts  whether  they  can  have  been 
expectedto  workatall.  Theywillnotpre- 
veut evictions.  Theywilldoaaorewroug, 
both  morally  and  materially,  to  the  tea- 
ants  of  Ireland,  and  bring  nothing  but 
confuEiun,  loss,  and  worrjr  to  the  land- 
lord. Can  we  bo  surpnsed,  then,  that 
that  estimate  haa  been  formed  of  the 
Bill  even  by  the  Conservative  Press  in 
Ireland  7  I  see  the  leading  OonaervattTO 
journal  in  Ireland  winds  up  its  opinioa 
in  these  worda — 


the  Official  Assignee  and  the  tenant — in 
the  intervals  between  his  frequent  viaiia 
to  the  county  town  to  consult  his  at- 
torney— for  all  thia  time  the  legal  pro- 
ceedings are  going  ou  and  must  be 
watched— continue  working  the  farm 
for  18  months,  in  the  attempt  to 
make  a  composition  of  10«.  in  the 
pound  for  creditors.  The  capital  and 
credit  of  tbe  tenant  have  gone;  the 
rent  is  constantly  accruing;  the  costs 
are  running  up.  The  tenant,  therefore, 
appears  to  have  a  lively  prospect  of 
making  10«.  in  the  pound,  and  unleas 
he  can  do  so  he  cannotget  hie  certificate 
of  conformity.  But  there  is  an  altera- 
tion of  tbe  law  to  be  noted.  The  land- 
lord, under  the  Bill,  is  to  have  a  pre- 
ferential claim  for  a  whole  yeor'a  rent ; 
whereas,  according  to  the  existing  law, 
his  right  is  only  for  half-a-year.  This 
makes  the  case  even  worse.  Is  the 
tenant  to  get  hie  certificate  or  not? 
If  he  cannot  obtain  his  certificate 
what  happens?  Short  work  is  made 
of  him,  The  Court  sells  hia  tenancy 
in  the  holding,  and  if  a  sale  cannot  be 
efiTectod  the  Court  is  to  put  the  landlord 
in  possession  of  tbe  holding,  so  that  it 
ends  in  eviction  after  all.  But  let  us 
take  the  other  alternative ;  euppoaing 
the  tenant  obtains  his  certificate,  what 
ia  tbe  condition  of  affairs  ?  He  is 
left  with  an  impossible  rent  to  pay  ;  the 
old  rent  continues  ;  it  is  admitted  to  be 
impoaaible  because  tbe  Court  has  reduced 
it  while  he  was  under  its  control. 
He  haa  no  capital;  his  stock  ia  gone, 
and  he  has  no  credit  remaining.  What 
prospect,  I  ask,  ia  before  tbe  tenant  7 
The  only  prospect  of  relief  to  a  man  in 
that  condition  ia  to  become  bankrupt 
agun,  and  ao  on  da  eapo.  The  Gtovern- 
ment,  seeing  the  absurdity  of  that,  how- 
ever, have  said  that  he  ahall  not  be 
bankrupt  again  within  three  yeara  ;  so 
that  now  that  by  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  you  have  made  him  in  reality  as 
well  aa  in  name  a  bankrupt  you  deny 
bim  further  belp ;  and  as  he  cannot 
obtain  any  of  the  relief  you  provide  he 
muat  be  finally  evicted.  In  any  case  the 
landlord  is  ultimately  in  possession  ;  the 
same  result  is  arrived  at  after  all  those 
months  of  suspense  and  torture  to  the 
tenant.  He  entered  Court  a  tenant ;  he 
became  under  tbe  auspices  of  tbe  Bill 
debtor;  he  is  turned  out  at  the  end, 
beggar.  Tbe  only  satisfaction  which  the 
Government,  in  putting  this  proposal 
3fr.  Ctttuphtll-BmntrMttn 


"Thia  bankruptcy  busineu  seems  a  aort  of 
bottomleBS  gulf  iuto  vhich  all  Itish  intareata 
are  to  be  rolled  pell-mell." 
I  have  seen  an  account  of  a  meeting, 
held  at  the  end  of  last  week,  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Boesendale  (the  Marquees  of  Harting- 
ton).  The  noble  Lord  advised  his  f(9- 
lowers,  as  I  ezipected  be  would,  to  vote 
against  my  Amendment ;  but  he  said  of 
the  bankruptcy  provisions,  being  open 
to  grave  objection,  they  ought  to  amend 
them.  I  wish  my  noble  Friend  joy  of 
the  task  ho  haa  set  himself  to  amend 
these  provisions.  If  hebegina  topourthe 
strong  wine  of  hia  good  senae  into  tboae 
curious  bottlea,  the  bottles  will  buret 
and  the  wine  will  be  wasted.  But  I 
have  yet  to  justify  the  last  of  my 
four  objections  to  these  clauses,  whicb 
is  one  of  tbe  moat  important  of 
all.  My  last  argument  against  this  plan 
ia  that  even  if  all  I  have  said  against  it 
were  rejected  or  disproved,  it  would 
remain  ineffectual  for  the  plain  reason 
that  a  landlord  seeking  tbe  exaction  of 
hia  rent  could  proceed  by  another  method 
altogether.  It  ia  not  necessary  for  him 
to  use  the  righta  which  the  law  givoa  hint 
as  a  landlord.  He  may  treat  the  rent 
as  a  debt  and  bring  a  money  action, 
known  as  a  process  of  fieri  faeiat, 
without  claiming  the  land ;  but,  tho 
land  being  an  asset  of  the  tenant, 
it  can  be  seized.  When  it  is  seized 
it  ia  put  up  for  solo  and  the  landlord 
buys  it  in.  The  tenant,  thereupon, 
becomes  a  mere  trespasser  on  hie  owo 
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farm.  He  loeea  all  Iuh  rig^hta,  and  again 
lie  is  evicted  with  tlie  connivance  of  this 
Bill,  which  is  to  stop  evictions.  Here  is 
again  an  eviction,  it  may  be  a  harsh  and 
unreaeonable  eviction,  and  how  much 
comfort  will  it  be  to  the  evicted  tenant 
that  if  this  fate  befel  him  it  was  not  by 
ejectment  but  by  fi.  fa. !  Hon.  Mem- 
bere  will  all  remember  the  story  of  Sir 
Tsaao  Newton,  who  made  a  large  hole  in 
his  dooi  for  the  cat  and  a  Bmall  one  for 
the  kitten.  The  Irish  landlord  has  a 
small  hole  through  which  he  may  obtain 
possession  of  his  land  and  get  rid  of  his 
tenant — a  small  hole  aacrsd  to  himself 
aa  a  landlord;  he  has  also  a  larger 
means  of  access  to  the  same  end, 
common  to  himself  and  all  the  world. 
Here  is  a  Bill  which  laboriously  and 
elaborately  nails  and  boards  up  against 
him  the  small  opening,  yet  leaves  Mm 
&ee  to  go  in  ana  out  as  he  pleases  by  the 
larger.  I  have  now  stated  my  case 
against  this  elaborate  scheme  for  ruin, 
costs,  and  confusion,  professing  to  be  a 
scheme  of  relief.  It  may  be  summed  up 
in  language,  not  perhaps  very  logical,  but 
perfectly  intelligible — "You  are  doing 
the  wrong  thing  ;  and  you  do  not  do  it ; 
and  it  is  of  no  use  when  you  have  done 
it."  There  I  leave  it ;  and  with  confi- 
dence I  setin  contrast  with  it  the  plainand 
straightforward  proposal  of  my  Amend- 
ment. The  attempt  to  extract  eiceesive 
rents  from  the  soil  in  Ireland  is  the 
cardinal  agrarian  mischief  of  the  day  in 
that  country.  Eenta  which  a  few  years 
ago  were  reasonable,  or  not  unreason- 
able at  all  events,  are  now  either  un- 
reasonable, or  even  impoeaible.  Re- 
arrange the  .  rent,  then,  in  accordance 
with  the  altered  circumstances  of  the 
day  as  your  own  Royal  Commissioa 
recommends;  and  if  this  Bill  ia  not 
based  on  the  Beportot  your  Commis- 
sion, on  what,  in  the  name  of  wonder, 
ia  it  based  ?  One  of  the  commonest  of 
commonplaces  at  your  meetings,  and 
in  yonr  speeches,  is  that  the  agrarian 
question  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  Iriah 
diBlcuIty.  Here  you  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  the  agrarian 
question.  Deal  with  it  directly  and 
manfully ;  face  the  question  of  excessive 
rents,  and  abandon  once  for  all  the 
foolish  hope  that  by  such  idle  devices 
as  disfigure  this  Bill  you  can  win  for 
yourselves  or  for  your  cause  any  part  of 
the  gratitiide  and  confidence  of  the  Irish 


fieople.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  Beso- 
ution  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House,  taking  into  view  the  circamstaacee 
set  forth  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commisaion 
of  1886  on  the  Land  Acts  of  1881  and  1885,  and 
the  recommendations  of  tb&t  ComntiBaioa,  is  of 
opinion  that  no  Bill  for  amendtoe  the  Lawi  re- 
lating to  Land  in  Ireland  can  be  eatirfactory 
whioh  ihall  not  provide,  not  only  for  entitlinft 
leaseholderti  to  the  beoeStB  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  but  also  for  affording  such  means  for  the 
revision  of  the  j  udicial  rents  under  that  Act,  aa 
will  meet  the  eiigencies  created  by  the  heavy 
tall  in  ai^culturol  values  since  the  passing  o{ 
the  Act," — (Jtfr.  Caimphell-Bannttman^ 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Oumberiand, 
Penrith)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman) 
had  put  on  the  colours  very  thick,  and 
with  a  very  big  brush,  and  the  result 
was  one  of  those  Saahy  pictures  which 
were  now  so  much  admired.  He  had 
spoken  at  first  of  the  Bill  with  general 
approval ;  but,  Instead  of  condenmiog  it 
and  trying  to  kill  it  altogether,  surely 
it  was  his  duty  to  try  to  amend  it.  He 
took  it  that  the  Government  had  brought 
forward  this  Bill  as  a  stopgap.  They 
were  pledged  aa  deeply  as  any  Oovern- 
ment  could  be  pledged  to  introduce  a 
large  measure  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  land  purchase  in  Ireland. 
They  had,  almoat  more  than  Qontlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
pledged  themselves  to  endeavour  to  find 
a  solution  of  tbo  Iriah  Question  by 
means  of  a  large  measure  of  land  pur- 
chase, and  he  took  it  for  granted  that 
they  intended  to  introduce  such  a  mea- 
sure next  Sesaion.  In  the  meanwhile 
they  offered  to  the  House  the  present 
Bill,  as  beingin  many  respects  an  amend- 
ing Bill  to  the  legislation  of  1881,  as 
being  in  many  reapeots  founded  on  the 
recommendations  of  Lord  (Jowper'a  Com- 
mission, and  as  being  in  many  respects 
one  the  end  of  which  would  be  to  stop, 
for  a  time  at  all  events,  if  not  altogether, 
evictions  in  Ireland.  He  did  not,  there- 
fore, understand  the  principle  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site practically  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  unless  he  wished  to  a 
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poaition  of  &  stateemaii  of  whom  it  w&a 
aaid  at  the  beginning  of  the  century — 
"  — The  Nation  knowa, 
Hy  maxim  ever  ia  '  OppoM  ; ' 
For  be  the  meuure  Wtut  it  will 
My  mazini  ii  '  UppOM  it*  (till." 
The  Amendment  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gten- 
tieman,  if  accepted,  would  be  the  moet 
Berere  condemnation  of  the  Act  of  1881 
that  the  House  could  posBibly  pass.  The 
right  hon.  Qantlem&n  was  somewhat  in 
the  poaition  of  a  spoiled  child  who  could 
not  get  all  he  wanted,  and  who,  thereforo, 
woiHd  not  take  anything  at  all.  The 
House  might  very  well  accept  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  endeavour  in  its 
passage  through  Committee  to  make  rea- 
Bonable  and  proper  Amendments  to  the 
clauses  with  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site could  not  agree.  With  regard  to 
the  admission  of  leaseholders  within  the 
proTisiODB  of  the  Act  of  1881,  all  the 
Bill  did  was  to  hasten  the  time  at  which 
leaseholders  were  to  be  admitted.  The 
Purchase  Clauses, in  the  main, carried  out 
the  reoommendations  of  the  Cowper 
Commission.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  ha  was  going  to  offer  decided  oppo- 
sttiontoaUthePurchaseCUnsee.  Surely 
that  was  a  somewhat  peculiar  attitude 
for  the  right  hon.  Chntleman  to  take, 
when  his  general  complaint  was  that  the 
BtU  did  not  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission.  With 
regard  to  the  equitable  jurisdiction,  he 
confessed  it  seemed  to  him  impossible 
for  any  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  to  hold 
that  it  did  not  afford  a  relief  of  some 
sort  to  the  tenant.  As  he  understood 
the  Irish  Question,  what  the  tenantry 
were  suffering  from  was  a  depression  in 
prices,  which  had  arisen  mamly  during 
the  last  two  years.  When  the  Land 
Commission  first  got  to  work  the  rente, 
as  fixed  by  them,  were  fair  and  reason- 
able ;  but  during  the  last  two  years  the 
fall  in  agricultural  value  had  been  so 
great  that  the  rents  then  fixed  ought 
now  to  be  somewhat  reduced.  Thatwas 
not  suf^ent  ground  for  revising  all  the 
rents  over  again ;  but  it  was  suScient 
ground  for  allowing  a  County  Court 
Judge  or  some  other  official  to  give  an 
abatement  which  would  last  over  a  short 
period.  It  rested  upon  hon.  Uembers 
opposite  to  prove  that  this  fall  in  agri- 
cultural produce  was  likely  to  he  per- 
manent, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Uemher  for  Stirling  had  entirely 
tailed  to  substantiate  a  case  for  a  general 
Jfr.  J.  W.  Zouther 


Why  should  a  period  of  five 
years  be  fixed  for  a  revision?     That 

Eeriod  was  simply  suggested  at  hap- 
azard.  Both  Mr.  Juatioe  O'Hagaa  and 
Mr.  Litton  were  opposed  to  a  quinquen- 
nial revision.  The  former  in  his  evi- 
deuce  contended  that  IS  yeara  was  short 
enough,  and  Mr.  Litton  said  that  if 
there  was  to  be  a  re-arrangement  every 
fivo  years  ha  did  not  see  where  there  was 
to  be  an  end.  What  would  be  the  work 
of  the  Land  Comnussion?  They  hod 
already  fixed  91,000  fair  rents,  and 
90,600  oases  had  been  aettlod  out  of 
Court ;  so  that  it  might  be  expected 
that  there  would  be  some  200,000  oases 
to  settle  every  five  years ;  and,  seeing 
that  during  the  six  years  they  had  been 
at  work  tho  Commission  had  only  got 
through  some  271,000  coses,  it  was 
'mply  hopeless  to  expect  that  the  Court 
luld^    '     ■"        '        ■       ■■ 


could  deal  with  such  a  gigantic  n 
This  BiU  was  meant  by  the  Government 
to  amend  some  of  tho  most  glaring  de- 
fects in  the  Act  of  1S81.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  Government  were  particu- 
larly enamoured  of  their  own  measure. 
They  were  in  the  position  of  an  archi- 
tect called  in  to  prop  np  a  falling  build- 
ing. They  were  not  free  either  to 
choose  the  material,  or  the  style,  or  the 
decoration ;  hut  they  had  to  build  a  re- 
taining wall  and  bring  it  into  harmony 
with  the  original  building.  The  Go- 
vernment had  always  objected  to  the 
principles  contained  in  the  Act  of  186] ; 
but  they  brought  in  this  Bill  with  a 
view,  if  possible,  to  stopping  evictions 
under  that  Act,  by  amending  it  in 
several  important  particulars.  For  the 
reasons  he  had  given  he  desired  to  give 
his  hearty  support  to  the  second  reatung 
of  the  measure. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  that  although  he  was 
one  of  those  who  saw  some  objections 
to  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  it  was, 
in  all  respects,  a  bad  Bill.  It  was  a 
BiU  which  nobody  liked,  but  which  no- 
body wished  to  reject;  and  he  would 
therefore  be  content,  after  they  had 
threshed  it  out  and  made  the  best  of 
it,  that  it  should  be  passed  |in  some 
shape  or  other.    He  sympathized  with  a 

froat  deal  that  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  for 
reland  had  said  with  regard  to  Irish 
landlords.  Their  case  was  doubtless 
a  very  hard  one,  and  since  Parliament 
hhd  placed  them  in  the  position  of  mere 
rent- chargers,    if   not   mortgagees,    it 
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ooiUd  not  b«  expected  that  they  would 
show  their  tenanta  the  same  considera- 
tion as  English  and  Boottish  landlords. 
The  great  motive  that  induced  English 
and  Scottish  landlords  not  to  be  hard 
on  their  tenants  was  the  fear  that  they 
would  hare  their  farms  on  their  hands ; 
whereas  in  Ireland  the  landlords  looked 
with  horror  and  dislike  on  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.  He  regretted  that  denuncia- 
tions of  that  Act  were  atitl  heard.  But 
although  they  recognized  the  difficult 
position  of  the  Irish  landlords,  and  the 
fact  that  many  of  them  were  reduced  to 
great  straits,  yet  justice  must  be  done. 
He  was  fully  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Hember  for  ihe  Stirling  Burghs  (Ur. 
Campbell -Bannerman),  although  he  did 
not  wish  to  Hupport  it  to  the  extent  of 
carrying  it.  Probably  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  only  put  it  forward 
because  he  knew  he  had  no  chance  of 
carrying  it.  Although  the  Bill  was  far 
from  perfect,  it  was  better  than  nothing 
at  all,  and  he  hoped  that  in  some  form 
it  would  be  carried.  He  was  free  to 
confess  that  he  looked  upon  the  prori- 
sions  of  the  measure  with  regard  to 
leaseholders  with  considerable  favour. 
As  regarded  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses,  to 
his  mind  they  contained  the  best  part  of 
the  Bill — the  germ  of  what  be  hoped  to 
see  introduced  into  the  laws  of  this  and 
other  countries — a  homestead  law.  In 
the  United  States  implements  of  trade 
were  protected,  including  small  farms, 
and  could  not  be  sold  for  debt,  and  the 
Bankruptcy  Clauses  contained  the  germ 
of  snoh  a  principle.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  remarked  that 
there  was  no  other  country  where  the 
Law  of  Bankruptcy  was  so  favourable  to 
the  bankrupt.  He  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  law  of  the 
United  States  was  much  more  favour- 
able, and  that  in  India  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  have  occasional  revisions  of 
settlements.  He  thoroughly  believed  in 
the  justice  and  truth  of  the  Amendment, 
and  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
Government  did  not  adopt  the  course 
reoommended  by  their  own  Commission, 
and  create  some  general  power  for  re- 
visingjudioial  rents  in  oases  where  these, 
from  extraordinary  ohaoge  in  circum- 
stances, pressed  cruelly  upon  the  tenant. 
It  would  be  better  to  acoept  the  dtna- 
tion  and  meet  it  directly  than  by  the 
complicated  mode  which  the  Qorem- 


ment  proposed  in  this  Bill.  The  fact 
must  be  admitted  that  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  were  not  now  under 
contract  with  each  other,  but  that  their 
relations  were  the  result  of  judicial 
arrangements.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  contended  that  tbere  were 
no  other  countries  where  ongagementa 
had  been  nullified  in  the  manner  now 

f reposed.  But  the  same  was  done  in 
ndia,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  narrowed  his  argument  down  to  de- 
olai'ing  that  it  had  not  been  done  in  Eu- 
rope. But  the  laws  of  the  Aryans  were 
common  both  to  Europe  and  Asia,  and  in 
India,  where  the  system  of  land  revenue 
was  very  civilized,  precisely  the  same 
course  had  been  pursued  as  in  Ireland 
ander  the  Act  of  1881.  Changes  in 
the  condition  of  the  tenants  had  beea 
brought  about  in  India,  as  it  had  in 
Ireland,  by  the  act  of  God,  and  the  Go< 
vemment  of  India  had  found  it  abso- 
lutely  necessary  to  take  notice  of  extra* 
ordinary  changes  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  tenants,  and  to  set  aside  settle- 
ments which  they  had  themeelves  made 
and  to  revise  the  rents;  and  in  the  same 
way  the  present  Government  ought  to 
set  aside  the  settlement  which  had  been 
made  in  the  case  of  the  Irieh  land  when 
they  found  that,  owing  to  the  unprece- 
dented fall  in  prices,  the  tenants  could 
not  pay  the  judicial  rents.  Hehad  urged 
this  matter  upon  the  Government  of  the 
day  in  1881,  during  the  discussions  upon 
the  Land  Bill  of  that  year,  but  with- 
out 'succeee ;  but  he  trusted  that  Her 
Majes^'s  present  Government  would 
give  the  snbj  ect  their  moat  serious  atten- 
tion. In  his  opinion  the  fall  in  prices 
might  be  permanent,  and  due  to  the 
change  in  tne  value  of  gold ;  and,  there- 
fore, any  revision  of  Irish  rents  must 
be  based  upon  the  present  value  of 
produce.  The  Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  the 
Bill  contained  much  that  was  good ;  but 
they  did  not  go  far  enough  and  protect 
the  thrifty  and  honest  tenant  from  a 
bad  landlord.  The  clauses  relating  to 
leaseholders  gave  them  almost  all  they 
could  reasonably  ask ;  but  they  went  too 
far  in  giving  a  landlord  the  power  of 
breaking  a  lease  which  was  favourable 
to  his  tenant.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Bill  empowered  a  landlord  to  evict 
his  tenant  at  the  end  of  six  months  after 
he  had  been  made  caretaker  by  having 
a  Dotioe  served  upon  him.  The  result  of 
the  olRuse  would  be  to  enable  landlords 
\Fint  l/igkt.2 
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to  turn  their  tenants  wholesale  into  care- 
takers, and  then  to  get  rid  of  them  with- 
out the  noisy  and  troublesome  process  of 
ejectment.  He  believed  that  that  clause 
would  more  than  oounterbalance  all  the 
other  advantages  to  be  derived  horn  the 
Bill.  The  Purchase  Clauses,  so  far  as 
they  went,  were  good  ;  but  he  was  ^lad 
they  did  not  go  further.  As  a  British 
taxpayer,  he  looked  with  alarm  to  the 
larger  measure  which  the  Oovemment 
promised  for  next  year,  because  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  magio  by  which 
they  could  benefit  the  Irish  tenant  by 
a  large  purchase  scheme  without  either 
redudng  the  claims  of  the  landlord  or 
throwing  the  burden  upou  the  taxpayers 
of  this  oountry.  He  was  glad  to  see  the 
purchase  money  to  be  advanced  to  any 
one  borrower  was  restricted  to  £5,000, 
If  British  credit  was  to  be  available  it 
ought  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  small 
not  the  large  owner ;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  sum  aught  to  be  reduced  to 
£2,000.  He  admitted  that  there  was 
something  good  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  held 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  bad  in  it 
which  counterbalanced  its  advantages. 

The  FIE8T  LOED  of  the  AD- 
MTRALTT  (Lord  Geoboe  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  think  the  criti- 
cism which  wo  have  juBt  heard  is  a  good 
specimen  of  the  hind  of  assault  to  irtiicb 
theBillislikelyto  be  subjected.  Thehon. 
Gentleman  speaks  with  great  authority 
on  the  question  of  land  tenure.  There  are 
few  who  apeak  with  greater  authority  on 
that  question;  but  it  is  characteristic  of 
the  attitude  he  assumes  that,  while  he 
believes  there  is  much  good  in  the  Bill, 
he  intends  to  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
though  he  doesnot  wish  to  see  it  carried. 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
exactly  that  kind  of  speech  which 
cultured  Scotsmen  are  capable  of 
making.  It  was  remarkable  for  the 
numeroufi  quotations,  and  for  the  accu- 
racy of  those  quotations,  from  Scripture. 
I  have  always  understood  that  the  accu- 
rate knowledge  of  Scripture  is  inculcated 
by  thetawse,  and  is  a  feature  of  Scottish 
education ;  and  I  am  perfectly  convinced, 
if  that  weapon  had  been  so  handled  as 
to  infase  into  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  aocurateknowledgeoftheBillhewas 
studying,  many  of  the  observations  he 
has  ad&essed  to  the  House  to-night 
never  would  have  been  made.  No  oae 
knows  better  than  the  right  hon.  Qea- 
Sir  Qtorgt  Can^U 


tieman  the  difficulties  of  the  Irish  XavA 
Question;  and,  therefore,  I  am  Bomewbat 
disappointed  to  find  that  the  whole  of 
his  able  speech  exhausted  itself  in 
minute  and  almost  microscopic  oriticiem 
of  tlie  details  of  the  Bill.  WhUe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
there  was  a  real  evil  to  be  grappled 
with,  he  never  intimated  how  that 
evil  was  to  be  succeBsfully  overcome. 
He  never  formulated  any  alternative 
proposals  which  would  in  any  way  meet 
the  difficulties  under  which  he  ad- 
mitted the  tenants  were  labouring.  All 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  was  to 
bring  the  whole  ot  the  resources  of  an 
acute  intellect  to  bear  for  the  purpose  of 
depreciating  and  heaping  ridicule  and 
abuse  upon  proposals  which,  I  believe, 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  are  more  likely 
to  meet  the  evils  under  which  the  ten- 
ants labour  than  any  others  I  have  heard 
made.  But,  first  of  all,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  reference  to  some 
small  and  subsidiary  provisions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  of  opinion 
that  our  clause  relating  to  leaseholders 
is  most  unsatisfactory.  But,  so  far  aa 
we  know,  we  believe  we  have  embodied 
in  the  Bill  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  for 
these  proposals  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
voted.  Therefore,  for  the  sake  of  em- 
barrassing the  Oovemment  last  year, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  voted  for  proposals  which  he 
knew  to  be  unsatisfactory.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  uat 
under  these  proposals  the  rents  might 
bo  increased,  and  that  that  was  unfair. 
But  our  object  is  to  do  justice  between 
man  and  man  ;  and  if  you  allow  the  ten- 
ant to  go  into  Court  that  his  rent  may 
be  reduced  if  it  is  too  high,  why  should 
you  take  from  the  landlord  the  power  ot 
having  hie  rents  increased  where  they 
are  too  low  ?  Another  part  of  the  Bill 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
a  special  objection  is  that  in  which  the 
landlord  has  effected  improvements. 
Those  improvements  are  not  to  bo  made 
use  of  for  reducing  the  rent.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  there  is  a 

Seat  distinction  between  the  aystem  of 
id  tenure  which  exists  in  England  and 
that  which  exists  in  Ireland,  because  in 
England  the  landlord  does  the  neat 
buU:  of  the  improvements,  and  in  Iruand 
they  are  done  oy  the  tenant.  The  object 
of  the  clause  is  that  where  ia  Ireland 
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any  farm  may  be  found  held  by  a  lease- 
holder upon  which  the  landlord  has  made 
the  improvements,  as  is  customary  in 
Eneland,  he  should  be  able  to  plead  in 
his  Dehalf  the  sum  which  he  expended, 
and  thus  prerent  the  improvements 
he  made  being  used  in  redaoing  the 
rent. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
eaidi'that  hehad  no  objection  to  that, 
80  far  aa  the  improTemeuts  vbioh  the 
landlord  had  made  were  unexhausted. 
"What  he  did  object  to  was  that  the 
fact  that  such  tmexhausted  improve- 
ments exist  should  be  a  bar  to  any  con- 
sideration of  a  new  rent. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  WeU, 
it  is  a  small  point,  and  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at- 
tacked very  violently  Clause  4.  Now, 
the  object  of  that  clause  is  to  diminish 
the  number  of  evictions  that  may  take 
place.  Surely  that  is  an  object  vhich 
all  sections  of  the  House  ought  to  com- 
bine to  secure.  The  more  you  can 
reduce  the  number  of  evictians  in  Ire- 
laud,  the  greater  will  be  the  quietude 
and  the  security  there.  Therefore,  I 
arrive  at  this  conclusion — that  those  who 
are  opposed  to  all  proposals  which  tend 
to  reduce  the  number  of  evictions,  take 
that  course  because  they  know  that  evic- 
tions endanger  the  establishment  of 
security  in  that  country.  What  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  pointed  out  was,  that  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill  was  accepted,  it 
would  diminish  by  three-fourths  the 
number  of  evictions  that  now  take  place. 
But  the  groat  objection  which  I  talie  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  is  that  he  did  not  really  grapple 
with  the  facts  of  the  case  with  which  we 
have  to  deal.  What  is  the  position  in 
which  the  Government  finds  itself?  Un- 
doubtedly there  has  been  a  great  fall  in 
prices  in  Ireland,  and  it  has  had  a  very 
prejudicial  effect  on  the  tenants'  power 
to  pay  the  rents  which  were  judicially 
fixed.  The  number  of  agricultural  ten- 
ants in  Ireland  is,  roughly  speaking, 
about  500,000.  Of  that  number  about 
100,000  arsleaaeholders,  who  are  outside 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Act  of  I8B1. 
We  propose  to  bring  them  in,  leaving 
400,000  to  be  accounted  for.  Of  that 
400,000,  about  200,000  or  less  have  had 
their  rents  judicially  fixed;  therefore, 
there  remains  a  number  almost  equiva- 
lent to  200,000  which  have  never  yet 
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gone  into  the  Courts  to  have  a  judicial 
rent  fixed.  It  is,  I  think,  very  impor- 
tant to  have  these  facts  plainly  before 
us,  because  it  is  generally  assumed  that 
all  tenants  have  gone  before  the  Courts 
for  a  reduction  of  rents.  That  is  not  so. 
The  total  number  of  tenants  up  to  the 
present  who  have  had  their  rents  reduced 
amounte  only  to  200,000.  Now,  the 
difficulty  which  we  have  to  deal  with  is 
that  a  large  proportion  of  these  ten- 
ants who  have  had  their  rents  fixed  are 
upon  the  brink  of  insolvency,  not  always 
because  the  rent  is  beyond  their  means, 
but  because  they  have  other  debts.  No 
proposal  which  any  Govemment  can 
make  can  set  up  these  persons  again, 
unless  means  ate  taken,  not  only  to  free 
them  from  the  arrears  that  may  be  due 
to  their  landlords,  but  also  to  free  them 
from  the  debts  that  m^  be  due  to  other 
individuals.  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  used  a  great  deal  of 
violent  language — [Mr.  Caupbell- 
Bannehman  :  No  !]— for  a  Scotchman, 
he  made  no  alternative  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — "By  some 
means  or  other  we  must  revise  judicial 
rents,  so  as  to  avert  certain  evils ;  "  and 
again — "In  some  way  or  other  rents 
must  be  revised  to  meet  the  interests  of 
the  tenants."  So  far  as  I  can  see,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  views  are  in 
favour  of  the  proposals  of  Lord  Cowper'a 
Commission.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
am  right  in  assuming  that  he  has  au- 
thority to  put  forward  as  an  alternative 
proposal  the  recommendations  of  that 
Commission.  [Mr.  CA>iPBXi.i>-BAimER- 
icAN :  No.  J  Then  practically  he  has  no 
alternative  to  putforward;  but  the  whole 
of  bis  speech  was  so  ingeniously  framed 
that  those  who  did  not  iollow  him  closely 
would  think  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Commission  were  to  be  substituted  in 
his  plan  (or  the  proposals  of  the  Govem- 
ment. Now  he  does  not  make  any 
proposals,  and  why  does  he  not  make 
some  alternative  proposal?  [Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor  :  It  is  not  bis  business  to  do 
so.]  I  quite  admit  that  it  is  not  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  [not  in 
Office,  to  initiate  any  proposals;  but 
when  proposals  are  brought  forward  by 
the  Oovemment,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  takes  upon  himself  to  move 
an  Amendment  such  as  that  which  he 
now  proposes,  he  is  bound  to  indicate 
the  manner  in  which  he  would  deal  with 
this  question.    But  we  have  this  satis- 
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factory  position,  that  right  hon.  Geotle- 
men  opposite  hare  no  proposal  to  make 
as  an  alternative  to  that  ol  the  Qovern- 
ment.  If,  therefore,  we  were  to-morrow 
to  withdraw  this  Bill,  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land would  romain  exactly  as  they  are 
now.  The  proposals  of  Lord  Uowper's 
Commission  are  not  adopted  by  the  Qo- 
Temment,  for  this  simple  reason,  that 
they  are  not  practicable.  Anybody  who 
reads  the  Ueport  of  the  Commission 
with  thought  and  care  will  see  that  in 
that  part  of  the  proposals  which  relates 
to  the  revision  of  rents  two  ideas  are 
associated  together  which  are  entirely 
antagonistic  and  unworkable.  The  Com- 
missioners point  out  in  the  early  part  of 
their  Beport  that  there  has  been  a  lar^e 
fall  in  the  value  of  products;  and  in 
paragraph  16  thoy  suggest  that  the 
terms  for  the  remission  of  rent,  instead 
of  being  15  years,  should  be  five.  That 
is  practically  an  intelligible  proposition; 
but  it  will  not  give  mat  relief  to  the 
tenants  which  they  need,  because  it 
establishss  this  principle  that  .  _ . 
years  settled  by  the  Aot  of  1881  is  to  be 
substituted  hy  a  more  limited  period  of 
five  years,  but  it  assumes  that  during 
that  period  the  landlord  is  to  be  as  much 
entitled  to  his  rent  as  in  the  period  of 
15  years,  and  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  landlords  greater  security,  so  far 
as  the  fixture  of  rent  is  concerned  for 
tbatlimitedperiod,  that  in  one  sense  the 
proposal  is  made.  In  the  next  para- 
graph the  Commissioners  point  out  that 
if  the  present  fall  in  prices  continues  it 
will,  in  their  judgment,  be  necessary  to 
revise  rents  which  have  been  fixed  prior 
to  the  beginning  of  1886.  Now,  the 
Commissioners'  Beport  was  written  at 
the  commencement  of  1887,  so  that 
almost  in  the  same  breath  tbey  associate 
the  proposal  of  the  torm  of  five  years 
with  the  recommendation  that  rents  that 
have  only  been  fixed  15  months  shall 
he  revised.  It  is  practically  clear  that 
the  idea  uppermost  there  is  not  that 
rents  shall  be  fixed  for  any  given  period, 
but  that  they  are  to  be  regulated  by  any 
casual  or  ephemeral  variation  which  may 
take  place  within  a  less  period  than  fire 
years.  If  the  Government  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  revise  rente  on  the  lines  of 
the  Commissionera'  Report  they  would 
have  practically  only  given  relief  to  an 
infinitesimal  portion  of  Irish  tenants. 
The  number  of  rents  fixed  up  to  De- 


500,000.  Assuming,  therefore,  thatthis 
principle  were  adopted,  and  all  the  ten- 
ants whose  rents  were  fixed  five  years 
ago  were  to  come  to  Court,  you  would 
have  8  per  cent  receiving  relief.  There- 
fore, the  proposal  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  opposite  constantly  alluded 
to  is  practically  illusory  and  would  not 
give  the  relief  which  we  wish  to  give, 
and  which  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland  I  believe  deserve  to 
have.  Then,  again,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  revise  the  rents  of  500,000 
tenants  within  five  years  unless  we 
adopted  some  automatic  process.  The 
Oommissioaers  suggest  that  in  substitu- 
tion of  the  present  scheme  a  sliding  scale 
of  the  value  of  agricultural  produce 
should  be  framed.  No  one  who  had 
read  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sion could  seriously  entertain  the  idea 
of  carrying  out  this  suggestion.  Daring 
1679  the  prices  of  Irish  produce  were 
higher  than  they  were  for  several 
years  before,  or  than  they  had  been 
since.  Therefore,  to  associate  a  quin- 
quennial revision  of  rents  with  a  sliding 
scale  which  would  increase  a  tenant's 
rent  in  a  year  of  famine  and  reduce  it 
with  exuberant  plenty  was  unjust  and 
untenable,  and  no  responsible  Govern< 
ment  could  entertain  the  suggestion.  If 
this  proposal  were  adopted,  there  would 
be  no  means  of  dealing  with  arrears ; 
and  one  of  the  great  difficulties  to  be 
dealt  with  is  that  a  considerable  propor- 
tion of  the  tenants  are  in  arrear.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  this  diffi- 
culty ioto  consideration ;  and  bow  does 
he  propose  to  deal  with  it  7  If  you  fix 
a  rent  every  five  years,  it  must  be  pay- 
able  for  five  years.  There  is  a  still 
further  objection.  When  the  Land  Act 
of  18SI  was  passed,  that  which  had  more 
effect  upon  the  House  of  Oommona  than 
anything  olso  was  that  the  system  of 
valuation  by  Sub -Commissioners  was 
associated  with  appeal  to  the  Chief 
Commissioners.  Although  in  seven 
years  only  a  limited  number  of  per- 
sons hare  availed  themselves  of  the 
privilege  of  appeal,  the  Commissioners 
have  not  yet  disposed  of  ell  the  appeals 
which  have  been  made.  If  you  largely 
the  number  of  those  who  are  to 
have  their  rents  fixed  under  this  Aot,  and 
limit  the  period  during  which  they  are 
to  be  revised,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  right  of  appeal  will  be  rendered  ab- 
comber,  1882,  was  only  43,000  out  of  I  selutely  nugatory.  If  the  suggestion  had 
Lord  Qeorgt  SiamiUm 
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been  adopted,  we  should  practically  have 
turoed  topav-turry  the  Act  of  1381,  and 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  ^eat  mass  of 
the  tenants,  but,  bo  far  as  the  present  year 
is  ooncernad,  for  the  benefit  of  only  8  per 
cent  of  the  ooonpying  tenants.  Our  pro- 
posals will  compare  favourably  with  any 
alternative  suggestion  vhich  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  ventured  to  make.  He 
said  our  proposals  were  unjust;  but  what 
is  meantl>y  justice  ?  Every  Irish  Bill  in- 
troduced by  a  Liberal  Oovemment  has 
been  brought  forward  under  the  plea  of 
justice.  Are  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site prepared  to  extend  the  same  justice 
to  landlords  that  they  claim  for  tenants  ? 
There  is  no  response  to  that  question. 
Supposing  that  prices  had  risen  consider- 
ab^  in  Ireland,  and  suppose  it  had  been 
movod  that  landlords  should  be  freed 
from  their  contracts  because  prices  had 
risen,  would  right  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
assented  to  euoh  a  proposition  ?  No ; 
for  this  reason.  Tenants  are  30  times 
as  numerous  as  landlords ;  and  that 
which  unfortunately  regulates  the  deal- 
ings of  Parliament  with  the  Irish  Land 
Question  is  the  amount  of  support  and 
popularity  to  be  gained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  demoralizing  and 
insulting  to  tenants  that  they  could  not 
get  free  from  their  contracts  except  by 
means  of  bankruptcy.  But  every  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  workman  has  to  go 
through  that  process  if  he  enters  into  a 
contract  relating  to  commodities  the 
prices  of  which  fluctuate,  and  iu  conse- 
quence is  unable  to  fulfil  the  obligations 
into  which  he  has  entered.  Is  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law  of  England  and  Scotland  de- 
morsUzing  to  the  English  and  Scotch 
people  ?  Than  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
said  we  had  not  interfered  with  the  alter- 
native process  oi fieri  faeia*  by  which  a 
creditor  can  obtain  payment  of  bis  debt. 
That  is  the  law  under  which  creditors 
obtain  payment  from  debtors.  Tou  wish 
only  for  justice.  Landlords  are  on  the 
same  footing  as  other  creditors.  Will 
some  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Parly,  come  forward  and  propose 
to  repeal  the  law  not  only  as  regards 
landlords,  but  also  as  regards  all  credi- 
tora? 
Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  We  made  the 

froposal  in  18B1,  and  you  rejected  it. 
t  was  called  the  Pamell  Clause. 
Ix>RD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :    Let 
him  have  the  courage  of  his  opinions, 
and  do  it  now. 


Mu.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Certainly,  cer- 
tainly. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  We 
shall  then  be  able  to  see  how  far  the 
proposition  can  be  supported.  There 
are  still  more  serious  objections  in  prin- 
ciple to  the  only  attempt  at  suggested 
alternative.  It  will  be  admitted  that  ia 
many  parts  of  Ireland  there  is  no  social 
or  moral  influence  in  favour  of  maintaia- 
ing  contracts.  No  doubt  the  reason  is 
that  in  purely  agricultural  districts  the 
great  mass  of  contracts  are  between 
tenants  and  landlords.  Therefore,  if  a 
tenant  repudiates  his  obligation,  even 
although  he  is  able  to  fulfil  it,  he  is  not 
regarded  as  a  defaulter,  but  rather  as  a 
hero,  because  tenants  are  identified  in 
their  interests.  There  is  a  tendency  in 
Ireland  in  all  sections  of  society,  from 
the  highest  down  to  the  lowest,  if  they 
become  involved  in  difficulties,  to  expect 
the  Government  to  extricate  them,  and 
not  to  reply  upon  individual  exertions. 
If  that  be  bo,  to  assent  to  the  principle 
that  in  Ireland  tenants  or  other  persona 
are  to  be  relieved  of  their  obligations 
simply  on  account  of  ua  willingness,  and 
not  from  inability  to  fulfil  them,  will  be 
to  give  an  impetus  and  sanction  to  these 
unhappy  tendencies.  It  so  happens 
that  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  are  toose 
that  are  most  denounced  by  landlords ; 
and  it  seems  almost  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  attempt  to  main- 
tain an  even  course  between  the  con- 
flicting interests  of  landlords  and  ten- 
ants without  being  attacked  by  both. 
I  have  great  sympathy  with  Irish  ten- 
ants. They  have  had  the  most  power- 
ful influences  which  animate  human 
nature  remoreeleesly  brought  against 
them — namely,  cupidity  and  terrorism, 
and  I  must  say  that,  on  the  whole,  t 
think  they  have  well  responded  to  their 
obligations.  The  difficulty  experienced 
by  every  Government  dealing  with  the 
Irish  Land  Question  is  this— that  this 
question,  knotty  and  complicated  as  it 
is,  is  surrounded  by  a  numoer  of  politi- 
cal and  economical  difficulties  which 
make  it  at  times  almost  insoluble.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr,  W.  E.  Qladetone),  iu  passing  the 
Land  Act  of  1881,  conscious  of  these 
difficulties,  banished  the  principles  of 
political  economy  to  Saturn,  and  seemed 
to  think  that  they  would  remain  there. 
They  have  returned  to  assert  their  autho- 
ri^  with  greater  power  than  before. 
P  2  IFirtt  mght.} 
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The  BjBtem  oE  largo  estates,  where  the 
landlord  does  the  impraTementa,  is  ft 
beneficial  system;  but  in  Ireland  the 
holdings  are  small,  and  where  they  are 
it  is  impossible  for  the  landlord  to  carry 
oat  permanent  improrementa.  There- 
fore there  is  a  natural  antagonism  be- 
tween the  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
those  of  the  tenants,  which  the  contro- 
versies  of  the  last  20yeata  have  brought 
prominently  into  relief,  and  the  solution 
of  which,  I  think,  can  be  found  only  in 
purchase.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
hoped  that,  iu  the  debates  on  this  Bill, 
there  would  be  an  absence  of  personal 
recrimination  and  of  tu  quoque.  What 
were; the  action  and  opinion  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  only  a  year 
ago?  It  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  ez- 
oiting  acrimonious  feeling,  but  only  to 
point  out  that,  so  far  as  Irish  Land 
Questions  are  concerned,  I  say  you  < 
not  hare  a  more  unsafe  guide  than  right 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite.  I  bare  beard 
Irish  Land  Bill  after  Irish  Land  Bill  in- 
troduced by  right  hon.  QenUemen  op- 
posite, and  in  every  single  instance  the 
main  recommendation  of  these  Bills  was 


ttro  measures,  which  he  admitted  were 
the  most  important  which,  in  his  ex- 
perience of  50  years,  had  ever  been  pro- 
posed, by  which  a  separate  Government 
was  to  be  set  up,  and  complicated  finan. 
oial  proposals  were  made  for  establish- 
ing the  relations  of  England  and  Ire. 
land,  and  the  main  basis  of  the  financial 
proposals  was  the  maintenance  of  the 
statutory  rents  as  fixed  prior  to  the  last 
gale  of  November,  1885.  If  the  House 
and  the  country  last  year  had  been  de- 
luded by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into 
passing  these  two  measures,  where 
should  we  now  financially  have  been, 
when,  according  to  the  statements  of 
these  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  whole 
foundation  on  which  these  financial  re- 
lations rested  was  absolutely  rotten? 
Therefore,  continuous  failure  in  the  past 
is  not  a  good  augury  for  success  in  the 
future.  If,  then,  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  vigorous  in  opposition  to 
our  proposals,  and  hare  nothing  tangible 
in  their  place,  the  country  will  think 
that  we  are  best  serving  its  interests  if 
we  offer  what  we  think  a  satisfactory 
solution  of  the  matter. 

Mr.     JOSEPH     CHAMBERLAIN 
(Birmingham,  W.) :  Although,  like  the 
Lvri  Qeergs  Hamilto* 


noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  in- 
tend to  support  the  seoond  reading  of 
this  Bill,  1  do  so  for  reasons  which  are 
not  altogether  those  which  he  has  given, 
and  with  certain  reservations,  which  I 
can  hardly  expect  any  Member  of  the 
Government,  in  the  present  stage  of 
the  discussion  at  all  events,  will  be  pre- 
pared to  accept.  Therefore  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  tike  House  for  the  few  ob- 
servations which  I  shall  make,  and,  in 
doing  so,  I  will  endeavour  to  follow  the 
advice  given  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
evening  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stirling  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannorman),  although,  in  doing  so,  I 
shall,  perhaps,  be  unable  to  follow  his 
example.  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid 
any  unnecessary  introdnotion  of  the  con- 
troversial spirit,  and  anything  like  per- 
sonal recrimination.  Like  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  intend  to  give  to  this  Bill  a  fair 
and  candid  consideration.  I  can  conceive 
that  statement  may  appear,  at  first  sight, 
alarming  to  the  promoters  of  the  mea- 
sure, because  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
interpreted  a  fair  and  candid  considera- 
tion as  justifying  a  diatribe  in  which  he 
has  exhausted  every  possible  epithet  of 
scorn  and  contumely,  and  condemned, 
root  and  branch,  every  clause  and  line 
of  the  Bill,  and  has  not  a  single  word 
of  approval  for  any  part  of  the  measure. 
What  is  this  Bill  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  finds  nothing  to  approve,  and 
everything  to  condemn?  It  is  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  the  Government  in  re- 
demption of  a  pledge  which  they  gave 
early  in  the  Bession  that,  ooQcurrently 
with  the  Crimes  Bill,  they  would  endea- 
vour to  pass  a  remedial  measure,  deal- 
ing with  the  immediate  and  most  urgent 
exigencies  of  the  situation  of  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland.  Especially,  theypledged 
themselves  to  deal  juatly  with  the  lease- 
holders, whoso  case  has  hitherto  re- 
ceired  rery  scanty  consideration  from 
successive  Governments.  In  the  seoond 
place,  they  pledged  themselves  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  the  Crimes  Bill 
being  used  in  order  to  secure  harsh  and 
unjust  evictions,  by  the  pressure  which 
the  landlords  might  be  able  to  exercise 
in  straining  their  legal  rights.  I  say,  if 
we  were  able  to  consider  this  question 
altogether  apart  from  Party  interests, 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  single  intelli- 
gent and  fair-minded  man  who  would  not 
admit  that  this  Bill  is  an  honest  attempt 
■\_^HoiM    Suit    laugUtr    and    ironical 
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ehuri.\  I  said  way  fair-minded  man, 
and  hon.  Members  below  the  Qangwa; 
need  not  be  bo  anxioua  to  separate  them- 
selves from  that  category.  Aut  candid 
and  fair-minded  man  would  admit  that 
this  is  BQ  honest  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
most  pressing  and  urgent  exigenoiea  of 
the  sitQation,  and  that  it  is  something 
more  than  that — that  it  is  generous  in 
a  dflgrse  than  no  prerions  measure  has 
been,  and  that  it  goes  further  in  the 
concessions  which  it  makes  than  any 
Government  has  ever  gone,  whether 
Tory  or  Liberal.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Qangway  have  been  anxious  to  sepa- 
rate themselves  from  the  categoiy  in 
which  I  have  desired  to  place  them. 
They  do  not  thint  the  BiU  deserves  the 
opinion  which  I  have  given  to  it.  All  I 
can  say  is,  that  my  opinion  is  confirmed 
by  what  has  taken  place  in  "  another 
place"  with  reference  to  the  BiU.  I 
find,  tor  instance.  Lord  Fitzgerald — 
[LavghUr  from  Mr.  T.  M.  Hbai.y.J  I 
should  have  thought  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  would  have  recog- 
niiedLord  Fitxgereld— [AannrfibuyA- 
ttr.'\  I  beg  to  remind  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
that  insulting  interruptions  are  not  argu- 
ments.    [Loud  Winitlgrial  ehMrt.'] 

Ma.  8FEAKEB :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  I  am  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
fbrd,  I  should  like  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmiogham 

Mr.  8PEAEEB:  Order,  order! 
r<7ri«o/"Nam6!"] 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  again  rose,  but 
his  remarks  were  inaudibu. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  Order,  order  1  I 
shaU  certainly  Name  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford  if 
he  continues  to  interrupt  in  the  manner 
in  which  be  is  doing. 

Ms.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN :  I 
should  have  thought  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  would,  at  aU 
flvents,  have  reoognised  Lord  Fiti- 
gerald  as  a  man  with  probably  a  larger 
experience  with  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion than  any  other  politician,  and  as  a 
man  of  singularly  fair  and  impartial 
mind.  Lord  Fitzgerald,  in  speaking  on 
this  Bill,  said  that  although  he  was 
■trongly  opposed  to  some  of  its  pro- 
visions, he  yet  held  the  BiU  to  be  a  fair, 
honest,  and  upright  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  most  pressing  and  urgent  necessities 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland.    But  I  do  not 


wish  to  confine  myself  to  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald. I  noticed  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  quoted 
exclusively  from  Lord  Salisbury.  But 
why  did  he  not  quote  the  opinions  of 
the  legitimate  Opposition  in  "another 
place?"  I  find,  for  instance,  Lord 
Granville  said  there  were  clauses  tn  the 
Bill  which  he  cordially  approved,  other 
clauses  in  which  he  scquieeced,  and 
others  which  he  totally  disapproved.  I 
find  also  that  Lord  Spencer,  Lord  Eim- 
berley,  and  Lord  Hersohell,  while  care- 
fully criticizing  the  BiU  in  a  fair,  mode- 
rate, and  reasonable  spirit,  at  the  same 
time  repudiated  any  hostility  to  it,  which 
they  admitted  to  contain  valuable  pro- 
visions. I  say  that,  under  those  circum- 
stances, I  am  surprised  that  myright  hon. 
Friend  should  meet  the  BiU,  at  the  out- 
set of  its  career,  by  a  Besolution  which 
he  knows  perfectly  weU  would,  if  car- 
ried, destroy  the  BiU  altogether,  and, 
would,  therefore,  prevent  the  House  of 
Commons,  during  the  present  Session  or 
the  present  year,  from  doiug  anything 
to  relieve  the  tenants  of  Ireland  My 
right  hon.  Friend  admits,  for  instance, 
that  the  case  of  the  leaseholders  demands 
immediate  attention.  But  if  his  £«ao- 
lution  were  canied  the  leaseholders 
might  whistle  for  another  year,  and 
would  be  prevented  from  obtaining  the 
redress  which  now,  for  the  first  time,  all 
Parties  are  ready  to  concede  to  them. 
It  appears  to  me,  to  put  it  no  higher,  an 
error  of  tactics  on  the  part  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  I  can  quite  understand 
that  there  are  clauses  in  this  BiU  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  may  desire  to 
amend,  I  can  understand  that  there 
are  grievanoee  with  which  the  BiU  does 
not  propose  to  deal,  and  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  would  like  to  have 
dealt  with.  But  the  place  and  time  to 
deal  with  them  is  when  the  BiU  is  in 
Committee.  It  is  to  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill  that  hie  opposition  should 
have  been  directed.  With  regard,  how- 
ever, to  the  revision  of  rent,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  presents  his  Amendment  to 
the  House  as  though  it  were  an  alterna- 
tive to  the  proposals  of  this  BiU.  He 
says — "  If  you  wish  to  avoid  the  scandal 
and  disorder" — I  understand  him  to 
refer  especially  to  the  oases  of  evictions 
which  have  caused  so  much  trouble  and 
public  indignation — "the  scandal  and 
disorder  of  harsh  evictions,  you  must 
deal  with  this  matter  otherwise  than  it 
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is  dealt  with  in  the  Bill— oamely,  by  a 
reviaioQ  of  rente  as  ie  piopoaed  in  my 
AmendmeQt."  I  Tenture  to  tell  my  right 
hoQ.  Friend  that  is  not  an  alternative  at 
all.  Eren  if  the  House  were  prepared  to 
aooept  a  general  revision  of  rent  as  neces- 
sary and  expedient,  that  would  not  make 
this  Bill  in  the  least  degree  unnecessary. 
If  the  Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  is  adopted 
without  amendment,  that  will  not  pre- 
judge in  any  way,  nor  preclude  the  con- 
sideratioQ  of  the  so-called  alternative, 
or,  as  I  prefer  to  call  it,  the  addition  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  fact  is  that 
the  BUI  and  the  Amendment  deal  with 
two  totally  different  branches  of  the  same 
great  question  which  ought  to  be  each 
considered  separately,  and  upon  their 
merits.  A  decision  upon  one  of  them 
does  not  in  the  slightest  degree  affect 
the  decision  upon  the  other.  Tahe  the 
case  of  the  Bill,  It  makes  two  great 
changes  of  Grst-class  importance.  It 
provides,  in  the  first  place,  for  the  in- 
clusion in  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act 
of  an  unknown  number  of  tenant  lease- 
holders who  have  hitherto  been  ex- 
cluded. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  to-night  given  ns  soma  very  inte- 
resting statistics  upon  this  subject.  Ac- 
cording; to  his  latest  information,  this 
Billwul  provide  for  the  inclusion  in  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of  over  100,000 
tenants.  Is  that  a  small  matter?  Is 
that  a  trifle  f  Is  that  a  thing  which  is 
to  be  treated  with  contempt  ?  Is  that  a 
matter  which,  if  it  stood  alone,  is  to  be 
ngected  on  a  side-issue  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  Then 
the  Bill  professes  to  provide  for  the  case 
of  unnecessary,  unjust,  and  harsh  evic- 
tions. It  professes  to  render  impos- 
sible, or,  at  all  events,  to  limit,  such 
eviotions  as  those  at  Glenbeigh  and 
Bodyke.  What  would  the  Amendment 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  have  done  in 
that  respect  ?  His  Amendment  does  not 
deal  witQ  the  question  of  arrears.  It 
was  proved  that  some  of  the  tenants  at 
Glenoeigh  had  not  paid  rent  for  six 
years.  What  I  should  like  to  know 
will  a  revision  of  rents  do  for  tenants 
who  have  not  been  able  to  pay  rent  for 
six  years  ?  My  right  hon.  Fnend  pro- 
poses AS  an  alternative,  as  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Question, 
that  the  Heport  of  the  Oowper  Oommis- 
sioners  should  in  part  be  adopted,  and 
that  some  scheme  should  be  agreed  upon 
for  a  general  revision  of  rents,  regard 
Mr.  Jouph  Chamhtrlai^ 


being  paid  to  the  fall  in  prices.  I  oom- 
plain  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  very 
vague.  He  refused,  when  challenged,  to 
commit  himself  to  the  Beport  of  the  Cool- 
missioners;  hut  if  he  does  not  accept  their 
Report,  why  does  be  blame  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  accepting  it  P  If  he  may 
criticize  the  Commissioners,  and  propose 
an  alternative,  why  may  not  the  Govern- 
ment do  the  same?  fUr.  Chamoe: 
It  was  their  own  Commission.]  Their 
own  Commission!  I  wonder  if  the  htm. 
Member  who  makes  that  observation 
has  been  long  in  the  House?  If  he 
has  been  here  long,  I  will  ask  him 
whether,  in  the  course  of  his  experience, 
he  has  ever  known  anyGovemment  who 
have  adopted,  without  alteration,  the 
fieport  of  a  Commission  they  themselvea 
have  appointed  ?  I  was  for  some  yeara 
a  Member  of  a  Government  who  ap- 
pointed many  Commissions ;  but  we 
never  accepted  their  recommendations. 
We  recognized  that  the  evidence  and 
recommendations  contained  valuable 
suggestions  worthy  of  consideration ; 
but  we  always  exercised  our  own  dis- 
cretion. After  all,  we  have  not  come  to 
this  in  this  country,  that  we  are  to  he 
governed  by  Oommission.  I  have  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  inadequate  and  insuffi- 
cient, because  it  does  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  arrears.  But  take  another 
point.  Suppose  we  aooept  his  view  of 
the  revision  of  rents.  The  revision  is  to 
be  strictly  confined  to  such  a  reduction 
as  the  fall  in  prices  would  justify.  Well, 
the  fall  is  18}-  per  cent,  and  ue  Sub- 
Commissioners  have  recently  reduced 
rents  by  from  10  to  14  per  cent  below 
the  average  judicial  rent  fixed  before 
1885.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  says — 
"Oh,  there  have  been  recently  excep- 
tional reductions  of  40  per  cent."  But 
before  1885,  there  were  exceptional  re- 
ductions of  40  per  cent  and  more.  The 
average  reduction  was  18  per  cent ;  but 
the  exception  Ed  reductions  were  quite  as 
great  as  those  referred  to  bv  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  We  have  to  deal  with  this 
assumption  and  hypothesis,  that  the 
judicial  rents  fixed  oefore  1885  were 
fair  at  the  tune  when  they  were  fixed. 
Is  that  accepted  ?  rfriVi^"No!"/'"o" 
th»  Bom*  RuU  Mtmhtri.']  Then  how  can 
yon  consistently  propose  as  a  remedy 
that  you  shall  go  to  people  who  were 
unable,  from  1880  to  1885,  to  fix  a  fair 
rent,  and  who,  ^ou  now  aasnn^e,  w<U,  in 
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reviewing  these  rents,  fix  a  fair  rent  F 
That  will  not  bear  examination.  Ton 
must  proceed  upon  the  assumptioa  that 
the  Gommiesioners  dealt  fairly  with  these 
eases  to  the  best  of  their  judgment,  and 
that  when  they  fixed  fair  rent,  those 
rents  were  f^r  at  the  time.  All  that 
you  have  to  consider  now  is,  that  since 
the  Commissioners  fixed  the  rents,  cir- 
cumstances which  they  did  not  antici- 
E&te  have  wrought  a  change.  My  right 
on.  Friend  says  that  there  ought  to  be 
8  reduction,  in  consequence,  of  10,  14, 
or  eveu  23  per  cent  if  you  take  the  view 
of  Mr.  Snipe.  What  I  wish  tu  point 
out  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  is,  that  you 
might  have  granted  reductions  of  10, 14, 
30,  or  even  23  per  cent  to  the  tenants  at 
Glenheigh  and  Bodyke,  and  that  you 
would  not  have  stopped  a  single  one  of 
the  evictions.  Tet  tnis  is  the  utemative 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  recommends 
in  preference  to  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  be  has  described  in  language 
of  such  extraordinary  hyperbole.  I  do 
not  think  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  ap- 
preciates the  really  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  his  own  contention.  He  does 
not  appreciate  the  point  in  which  his 
Amendment  differs  from  the  Bill.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  object  of 
hie  Amendment  was  to  deal  with  a  class 
of  cases  which  the  Bill  admittedly  leaves 
entirely  out  of  account — namely,  the 
oases  of  the  solvent  tenants,  who  do  not 
go  into  the  Oourta,  who  are  able  to  pay, 
although  at  great  sacrifice,  and  who  see 
their  capital  dwindling  away.  For  these 
tenants  the  Bill  afibrds  no  relief ;  and 
if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that 
it  was  bis  object  to  relieve  them,  I  would 
at  ouoe  admit  that  the  matter  deserves 
very  serious  consideration.  But  this 
subject  lies  altogether  outside  the  Bill, 
sod  ought  not  to  be  used  as  an  instru- 
ment for  its  destruction.  The  Amend- 
ment in  that  sense  may  be  good  or  bad  ; 
but  is  it  not  altogether  unreasonable  on 
the  part  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  because 
he  toinks  it  does  not  go  far  enough,  that 
he  should  refuse  the  half  loaf,  which 
proverbially  is  a  great  deal  better  than 
no  bread.  Under  these  circumstances, 
my  oonrse  is  perfectly  clear,  if  my  right 
hon.  Friend  tbinke  it  desirable  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  Division.  ["Hear,  hear!" 
froM  iht  Some  Suh  Memheri.']  I  am  so 
glad  I  have  made  myself  clear  and  in- 
telligible to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.    \LaiiglUm:']    I  shall  vote  for 


the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  in 
doing  so  I  want  it  to  be  understood  also 
that  I  do  not  consider  that  anyone  who 
votes  for  the  second  reading  is  thereby 
disposing  of,  or  prejudging  ^e  question 
of  a  revision  of  rents.  That  is  a  totally 
different  question,  which  will  no  doubt 
come  up  on  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill,  and  on  which  I  reserve  to  myself 
aheolute  liberty  of  action.  All  I  am 
doing  is  this — by  voting  for  the  se- 
cond reading,  I  am  affirming  the 
necessity  of  providing  for  the  attain- 
ment  of  the  objects  aimed  at  by  the 
Bill,  and  of  endeavouring,  by  the  best 
means  open  to  the  Legislature,  to  prevent 
harsh,  unjust,  and  unnocesaary  evic- 
tions. Xow,  in  the  further  discussion 
of  this  question  it  seems  to  me  there  are 
two  main  points  that  we  have  to  keep  in 
view.  In  the  first  place,  we  have  to  ask 
ourselves — Has  it  become  necessary  to 
destroy— because  that  is  the  effect  of 
the  proposal — and  absolutely  upset  the 
great  Settlement  of  1881,  wMch  was  de- 
clared at  that  time,  and  on  many  subse- 
quent occasions,  to  be  a  final,  an  almost 
sacred  settlement,  and  which  was  not 
voluntarily  accepted,  but  imposed  upon 
at  least  one  of  the  parties  to  the  Legis- 
lative contract?  That  is  the  first  ques- 
tion ;  and  then  the  second  question  is 
this — Does  this  Bill,  regarded  by  itself, 
quite  independently  of  the  question  of 
revision,  fairly  and  fully  meet  the  case 
it  is  intended  to  meet;  can  it  be  amended 
if  defective,  and  does  it,  therefore,  de- 
serve  a  second  reading  ?  Now,  as  re- 
gards the  first  point  of  the  revision  of 
rents,  I  have  endeavoured  to  consider 
the  matter  impartially,  aad  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  Party  in  the  House 
or  any  man  in  the  House  who  is  en- 
titled to  lay  any  claim  to  infallibility  in 
reference  to  this  great  question  of  Irish 
land.  Those  of  us  who  were  parties  to 
the  Settlement  of  1881  have  to  confess, 
if  we  are  now  in  favour  of  a  review  of 
that  Settlement,  that  we  were  unable  to 
anticipate  the  circumstances  which  have 
since  arisen,  and  which  have  made  that 
Settlement— which  we  thought  and  de- 
clared to  be  final,  and  which  we  almost 
promised  should  be  final — unsatisfaotoiy 
and  have  oaused  it  to  require  review. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Members  of  the 
great  Party  opposite  who  opposed  that 
Settlement  cannot  pretend  that  when 
they  opposed  it  they  foresaw  or  pre- 
dicted the  particular  point  upon  which 
IBirit  Night.'] 
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it  wonid  break  down ;  and,  at  the  pre- 
aeot  time,  I  would  go  furUier,  and  say 
that  they  have  since  that  undertaken  a 
groat  reaponsibility  of  which  they  can- 
not Telieve  themselveB  hy  appointing  a 
Oommieeion  to  inquire  into  the  facts ; 
and,  haviDE  Rot  the  facts,  they  are 
bound  to  deal  with  them,  either  by 
accepting  the  reoommendations  of  the 
CommiBBioQ,  or  by  some  alternative  and 
more  satisfaotory  proposal.  Now,  when 
the  matter  was  discussed  before  —  I 
think  it  was  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)— it  was 
possible  and  even  reasonable  that  doubts 
ehonld  be  felt  oa  two  yery  important 
points.  Doubt  was  expressed,  and  no 
doubt  honestly  felt,  first  as  to  the  extent 
and  character  of  the  fall  in  prices  which 
was  alleged  to  have  occurred ;  and,  se- 
condly— and  this  was  still  more  impor- 
tant^--doubt  was  expressed  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  that  fall  in  prices  might 
bare  been  discounted  and  calculated 
upon  br  the  Assiatant  Commiesiouers 
of  the  Land  Courts  in  estimating  the 
judicial  rents.  Now,  we  have  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Commission ;  and,  putting 
aside  altogether  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission,  we  have  incontro- 
vertible evidence  to  show  that  there  has 
been  a  great  and  undoubted  fall  in  the 
value  of  produce  since  the  rents  settled 
previous  to  1885  were  fixed ;  and, 
secondly,  we  have  the  evidence  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  who  fixed  those 
rents  that  they  did  not  take  that  fact 
fully  into  account  at  the  time  when  they 
gave  their  earlier  decision.  These  are, 
in  a  certain  sense,  two  new  facts  which 
are  authentically  disclosed  by  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission  and  the  evidence 
which  covers  it.  We  have,  further,  th( 
evidence,  to  which  I  have  already  re- 
ferred, that  the  Commissioners  have 
settled  rent  since  1885  on  an  average 
level  of  from  10  to  14  per  cent  below  the 
level  they  had  previous  adopted.  I  say 
it  follows  from  these  facta  that,  if  the 
later  rents  are  fair,  the  earlier  rents  are 
unfair  to  the  extent  of  from  10  to  14  per 
cent  at  least.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can 
possibly  avoid  that  conclusion.  Now, 
there  are  two  witnesses  on  this  point  to 
whom  I  will  briefly  refer,  because  they 
will  be  recognized  as  absolately  impar- 
tial witnesses,  at  all  events  unon  a  point 
of  this  kind.  The  first  witness  is  Mr. 
Litton.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Land 
Court,  he  is  well  known  to  many  Mem- 
Mr.  Jouph  CAamitrJattt 


bers  of  the  House,  he  is  a  very  fair- 
minded  man,  and  has  a  very  large  and 
extraordinary  experience  in  reference  to 
this  question ;  and  I  should  think  nobody 
would  doubt  his  honesty  and  integrity. 
Mr,  Litton  is  entirely  opposed  to  any- 
thing like  a  general  revision  of  rents ; 
but  he  says  that  the  fall  in  prices  since 
1885-6  ought  to  be  met  by  allowances 
granted  by  the  landlord.  That  is  an. 
admission  that  the  rents  fixed  previously 
to  that  time  have  become  too  high,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  reduced ;  and  I 
quote  it  for  that  purpose.  The  other 
witness  is  Mr.  Townsend  Trench,  who  is 
a  landlord's  agent.  I  believe  him  to  be 
a  perfectly  fair-minded  man ;  hut,  at  all 
events,  it  is  not  likely  that  hia  evidence 
will  be  impugned  as  oeing  unfavourable 
to  the  landlord.  Mr.  Townsend  Trench 
says  that  if  the  fall  in  prices  is  per- 
manent, there  is  no  doubt  the  judicial 
rents  are  unfair.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  only  temporary,  it  ought  to 
have  been  met  by  corresponding  abate- 
ments. Two  witnesses,  then,  assert 
that,  owing  to  the  extraordinary  and 
exceptional  fall  in  prices,  great  tem- 
porary abatement,  at  all  events,  was 
necessary  in  the  rents  fixed  previously 
to  1885.  The  next  question  we  have 
to  consider  is  this— if  these  abatements 
ought  to  have  been  made,  if  they  were 
due,  have  they  been  made  ?  Well,  this 
is  a  question  upon  which  I  suppose  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion. 
I  have  looked  very  carefully  at  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Commission  and 
there  are  from  25  to  80  witnesses  who 
declare  that  abatements  have  been  made 
generally  by  the  landlords  even  upon 
judicial  rents.  But  it  is  also  certain  that 
there  are  other  witnesses  who  declare 
that,  in  particular  oases,  landlords  have 
refused  abatements.  I  think  that  it 
would  be  found,  if  you  looked  still  more 
closely  into  the  question,  that  in  most 
of  the  cases  where  abatements  have 
been  refused— with  some  remarkable 
exceptions — they  have  been  refused  by 
landlords  who  are  in  a  position  very 
little  removed  from  the  miserable  con- 
dition of  theii  own  tenants — so  burdened 
by  charges  on  their  estates  that  they 
have  no  margin  out  of  which  to  make 
the  abatements  which  everybody  admits 
ought  to  be  made.  I  believe  that  it 
would  be  found  that,  in  the  first  place, 
it  is  only  in  the  minority  of  oases  that 
abatements  have  been  refused;  and,  in 
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the  second  place,  that  in  the  majorit; 
of  this  minority  abatements  have  been 
refused  because,  under  the  present 
circumstancea,  the  landlords  are  in- 
capable and  have  not  the  means  of 
making  them.  But,  atill,  that  leaves 
the  House  with  a  real  grievance,  one 
very  difficult  to  deal  with,  but  with 
whioh  we  ought  to  deal — namely,  the 
case  of  solveDt  tenauts— be  the  cases 
many  or  few — who,  upon  the  admission 
of  everybody,  are  called  upon  to  pay 
rents  which  have  become  unfair,  owing 
to  the  fall  in  prices,  and  who  are  unable 
to  obtain  reasonable  abatements  in  their 
rents.  Mow,  I  go  on  to  ask  another 
question.  Is  this  grievance  of  an  ex- 
tent and  character  such  as  to  justify  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  the  Stirling  district,  and  to 
require  the  absolute  upaettal  of  the 
sacred  Settlement  of  1881,  and  the  re- 
vision of  all  judicial  rents  fixed  previous 
to  1885?     Now,  upon  that  point  I  am 

King  to  quote  a  speech  of  Sir  George 
evelyan  in  1884,  and  I  want  to  point 
out  that  that  speech  was  made  before 
this  great  fall  in  prices,  and  therefore  I 
am  not  going  to  quote  it  In  order  to  com- 
plain of  the  inconsistency  of  their  hold- 
ing that  judicial  rents  should  not  be 
revised,  and  now  in  1886  holding  that 
they  should  be  revised  ?  I  do  not  think 
that  there  is  any  inconsistency.  The 
Speech  was  made  in  circumstances  of 
some  solemnity,  and  after  a  conference 
with  his  Colleagues,  and  I  quote  it  to 
show  the  importance  we  attached  at  that 
time  to  the  permanence  of  that  Settle- 
ment and  also  the  danger  which  we  saw 
might  result  from  a  disturbance  of  that 
settlement.  Speaking  on  the  Sth  of 
March,  1884,  Sir  George  Trevelyan 
said— 

"The  QoTanmumt  preferred,  therefore,  to 
state  thkt  if  ever  there  was  s  gTut  Act  which 
in  thrir  opinioQ  wu  carefully  and  thoroughly 
connderad  and  vhich  it  wu  not  expedient  to 
ask  FarUanient  to  amead,  it  was  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.  it  irumeaat  foralandaetUementof 
Inland,  and  the  character  of  permaoencf  and 
immatsbility  >o  neccKiarj  in  their  opmioa  to  a 
Battlement  tbey  intended,  ax  tax  as  in  them  Iny, 
to  giTB  it.  He  could  only  repeat  the  language 
of  the  Prime  Minister  on  March  U,  1883,  m 
which  be  ntated — '  We  hare  at  no  time  sinoe 
the  piiiring  of  the  Land  Aot  used  any  word  or 
dons  any  acts  which  woold  justify,  in  any  way, 
any  one  in  sapposing  that  we  were  prepared  to 
tioaaa  or,  so  tax  ai  we  are  conoemM,  to  allow 
any  dutorbance  of  its  fmidamental  pToviiions.' 
Tbat  tangnage  he  could  only  cespeotiolly  repeat 
ot  Qentlonea  on  both  sides  of  the  Honse  who 


Later  on,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  these  words — 

"  The  earnest  wish  and  desire  of  the  Qovern- 

meot  was  to  further,  in  any  way  that  was  not 
dangeroiu  to  the  interests  of  the  Ti«asary  or  to 
the  safe  adminiitrstion  of  Iretand,  the  creation 
ofa^ieasaDt  proprietary.  But  one  essential  and 
preliminary  conditioa  was  tbat  the  minds  ot 
those  who  alooe  could  buy,  or  at  any  rate  who 
the  Qovemment  were  aniioos  should  hoy, 
should  be  fully  informed  as  to  the  pennanencs 
of  the  conditioDS  under  which  they  hod  been 
living  since  the  Land  Act  ot  18S1 ;  and  on  that 


of  any    single  Member  of   that  House."— (3 
SaHtard,  [1B5]  SSa,  SS9-90.) 

I  quote  this  to  show  that  ia  the  mind 
of  the  Government  of  that  date  that  the 
permanence  of  the  Land  Act  was  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  possible  import- 
ance, and  that  it  was  necessary  in  their 
mind,  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  go  on  with  the  scheme,  to  promote 
a  peasant  proprietary  to  which  they  looked 
as  an  important  element  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Land  Question.  What  I 
have  to  say  now  is,  that  although  cir- 
cumstances have  changed  since  then, 
and  though  a  fall  in  pricee  which  was 
not  anticipated  has  taken  place,  I  cannot 
find  it  necessary,  or  even  ]U8t,  to  blame 
the  Government,  because  they  say  now, 
in  view  of  such  reasons  as  those  to  which 
I  have  referred,  and  of  the  opinion  of 
men  so  distinguished  as  authorities  upon 
the  question  as  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
and  Mr.  Litton,  against  any  general 
revision  ot  rents — I  cannot  find  it  in  my 
heart  to  blame  the  Government  because 
they  say  now  they  are  not  prepared  to 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission and  to  engage  in  a  general 
revision  of  judiciw  rente  throughout 
Ireland,  but,  on  the  contrary,  prefer  the 
alternative  which  was  present  to  the 
mind  of  the  Oorernment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  tor  Hid 
Lothian  in  1864,  and  which  now,  I  be- 
lievo,  is  present  to  the  mind  of  everyone 
who  considers  the  subject— because  they 
prefer  to  look  for  a  permanent  settle- 
ment of  the  question  to  proposals  deal- 
ing  with  the  dual  ownerahip  of  land  in 
Ireland.  If  the  Government  had  been 
iu  a  position  to-day  to  do  that  which 
they  might  well  have  hoped  to  be  in  a 
poeition  to  do  when  ther  first  declared 
their  policy — namely,  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  alternative  policy  for  settling 
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the  Lftnd  QneBtion  by  means  < 
of  land  purchase — I  think,  vhatever 
that  scheme  may  be,  thej  would  have 
been  justified  in  rejecting  absolutely 
any  proposal  for  disturbing  the  Settle- 
ment of  IBS  1  ;  bat  they  are  unable  to  do 
that.  I  am  not  now  considering  the 
question  of  vhere  the  blame  lies,  or  wby 
it  is  that  the  Session  has  passed  without 
the  remedial  measures  in  the  contem- 
plation of  the  Qovemment  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  having  been 
brought  forward.  I  am  not  dealing 
with  that  question,  because  they  cannot 
be  brought  forward  now.  But  we  must 
bear  in  mind  that  next  Session  is  the 
earliest  time  at  which  any  proposals  for 
settling  the  Land  Question  can  be 
brought  before  the  House.  We  do  not 
know  what  those  proposals  will  be,  or 
whether  they  will  be  aooeptable  to  the 
House.  If  they  be  accepted  they  can- 
not come  into  operation  for  a  year,  or 
possibly  two  years  afterwards,  so  that 
there  can  be  no  effectual  remedy  for 
those  grievances,  which  are  undoubted, 
until  two  or  three  years  have  passed.  I 
ask  myself,  and  I  ask  the  House  and  the 
Qovemment  to  consider,  whether  it  is 
not  possible,  as  a  temporary  expedient, 
to  deal  with  these  oases  r  You  are 
bringing  forward  a  great  and  generous 
measure,  trying  to  deal  with  some  of  the 
more  pressing  exigencies  of  the  case. 
Here  is  another  grievance.  Can  you 
not  deal  with  it  at  the  same  time  ?  Is 
it  altogether  impossible  to  devist*  some 
proper  means  without  destroying  the 
Settlement  of  1881,  without  involving 
anything  like  a  general  revision  of 
rents,  of  providing  some  remedy  for 
those  who  as  well  deserve  the  sym- 
pathy of  tiiia  House  as  any  class  of 
tenants  in  Ireland — the  solvent  tenants 
who  are  called  upon  by  landlords — ex- 
ceptional landlords — to  pay  a  rent  which 
is  notoriously  unfair  and  unjust  ?  There 
are  two  points,  it  seems  to  me,  to  which 
Her  Uajesty's  Government  maybe  in- 
vited  to  direct  their  attention  —  two 
points  on  which  they  should  bs  willing 
to  receive  suggestions.  They  should 
consider  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  it  had  been  stated  again  and 
again — I  will  not  stop  to  inquire  whether 
it  is  true  or  not— on  behalf  of  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  that  the  majority  of 
landlords  have  already  voluntanly  made 
fair  and  reasonable  reductions  on  the 
judicial  rents  in  oonsequenoe  of  the  fall 
M".  Jouph  ChamherhuK 


in  prices,  the  Oovemmeut  should,  I 
think,  see  whether,  having  regard  to 
that  fact,  they  should  not  consider  whe- 
ther those  tenants  who  are  in  this  cate- 
gory, and  who  have  not  received  any 
just  abatements  to  which  they  are  en- 
titled, should  not  have  the  liberty  of 
coming  into  Court  and  asking  for  some 
revision  of  their  position.  Good  land- 
lords, we  are  told — the  majority  of  land- 
lords— have  met  their  tenants  fairly,  and 
have  given  a  reduction  equivalent  to  10, 
14,  and  even  15  per  cent  on  the  judicial 
rents.  Why  should  bad  landlords  es- 
cape scot  free?  Why  should  tenants 
who  happen  to  have  landlords  who  are 
unable  voluntanly  to  offer  these  abate- 
ments be  placed  in  a  worse  position  than 
tenants  of  good  landlords  ?  Why  should 
not  the  Government  do  something  to 
meet  this  case,  which  I  believe  to  be  a 
real  case  of  substantial  grievance,  aud 
make  this  Bill,  with  the  help  of  the 
House,  as  complete  a  temporary  settle- 
ment as  they  possibly  can  P  The  second 
point  to  which  I  would  call  the  attention 
oftbeGovemmentis  this — I  have  said  that 
in  the  majority  of  cases  in  which  abate- 
ments have  been  refused  by  landlords  in 
Ireland  it  has  been  because  the  landlords 
themselves  are  already  in  such  desperate 
straits.  I  ask  the  Government  to  oon- 
siderthe  case  of  these  landlords.  I  ask 
the  GovernmsDt  to  consider  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  state  of  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  time  has  not 
come  to  review  the  case  of  those  landlords 
who  are  suffering  under  the  burden  of 
family  charges  which  have  been  estab- 
lished under  circumstances  quite  dif- 
ferent to  those  which  now  exist.  Why 
is  the  landlord  to  be  the  only  person 
who  is  not  to  be  relieved?  I  know 
the  question isfullof  difficulties.  Iknow 
it  is  a  knotty  problem.  But  I  do  not 
think  such  a  review  as  I  suggest  is  with- 
out precedent.  We  know  that  in  the 
case  of  insolvent  companies  and  insol- 
vent estates,  an  arrangement  is  often 
made  and  imposed  upon  the  prior 
and  preference  creditors,  by  which 
they  have  to  share  the  sacrifices  imposed 
on  the  ordinary  creditors,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  why  there  should  be  one 
classin  Ireland,  one  class  alone  connected 
with  the  land,  which  is  not  to  sustain 
any  sacrifices  which  circumstances  have 
imposed  on  every  other  class.  It  seems 
to  me  tiiat  if  the  Government  were  to 
make  some  provision  for  the  relief  of 
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landlords  who  are  overburdansd  by  these 
ohargfis,  there  would  then  be  less  diffi- 
culty in  providing  for  &  similar  abate- 
ment being  given  by  those  landlords  to 
that  which  has  been  givea  by  good  land- 
lords throughout  Ireland.  I  have  now 
said  all  that  I  have  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  I  have  pointed  out  to  the 
House  that  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  a  matter  which  I  think  is 
well  worthy  of  consideration ;  but  it  is 
olear  that  it  is  one  that  ought  to  be 
treated  separately,  and  on  account  of 
which  the  House  would  not  be  justified 
in  destroying  this  Bill,  and  in  parting 
from  the  subject  for  the  present  Mession. 
The  second  point  to  which  I  desire  to 
direct  attention  is,  whether  this  Bill  as 
it  stands,  independently  of  any  addition 
that  may  be  made  to  i^,  is  worthy  of  a 
second  reading.  I  do  not  pretend — I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Qovemment  pre- 
tend— that  tiiis  Bill  is  absolutely  perisot 
and  cannot  be  amended.  I  think  it  is 
defective  in  same  points  and  I  will  refer 
to  three  main  points  which  I  think  de- 
mand further  consideration.  In  the  first 
{dace,  the  Bill  deals  with  the  case  of  the 
eoseliolders,  and  X  understand  and  be- 
lieve that  the  Oorernment  desire  to  deal 
largely  and  generously  with  the  oases  of 
the  leaseholders  who  have  hitherto  been 
excluded  from  ooosideration,  but  who 
are  now  to  be  brought  in  to  the  benefits 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1681.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  told  us  to-night,  on  the 
authority  of  Sir  Ball  Green,  that  13 
years  ago  there  were  in  Ireland  1 13,000 
iMseholders,  of  which  101,000  held  ter- 
minable leasee.  Taking  these  figures  as 
representing  the  present  number,  this 
would  leave  12,000  outside  of  this  Bill. 
Now,  why  should  they  be  excluded  ?  I 
can  oonoeive  of  no  argument  for  exclud- 
ing them  from  the  Bill.  Perpetuity 
leases  hare  been  represented  as  being  in 
many  cases  equiTalent  to  a  Scotch  feu. 
In  that  case,  there  would  be  no  reason 
for  a  redaction  of  rent,  but  on  the  other 
hand  there  can  be  no  argument  against 
allowing  the  possessor  of  a  feu  appeal- 
ing to  the  Land  Court.  Certainly  there 
are  a  number  of  cases  of  perpetuity 
leases  which  are  not  feus  or  anything 
like  fues,  and  Mr.  l^el,  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  for  the  County  Armagh,  and  also 
Hr.  Biohard  have  given  evidence  to  the 
effect  that  there  are  many  perpetuity 
leases,  the  rents  of  which  to  tbeix  know- 


ledge  are  higher  than  the  judicial  rents. 
In  this  case  when  these  perpetuity  leases 
were  accepted,  the  tenants  were  under 
precisely  the  same  sort  of  pressure  which 
has  justified  the  whole  land  legislation 
of  recent  years.  Why  should  not  the 
tenants  have  an  opportunity  of  going 
to  the  Court  7  We  are  not  asking  that 
reduction  of  rents  ahonld  be  afforded. 
We  are  only  asking  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  of  review- 
ing them  by  a  judicial  tribunal.  If 
the  rents  are,  as  is  contended,  a  mere 
feu  rent  of  insignificant  amount,  of 
coureetha  tenants  will  not thinkof  bring- 
ing them  into  Court,  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  argument  whatever  for  exclud- 
ing them  from  the  possibility  of  appeal. 
But  there  is  a  much  more  serious  limita- 
tion in  the  Bill  for  which  I  cannot  con- 
ceive the  slightest  justi6cation ;  that  is 
altogether  outside  the  12,000  perpetuity 
leases.  It  is  the  oaae  of  tenants  whose 
landlords  or  their  predecessors  have 
made  improvements  to  the  extent  of 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  rent. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Yes,  but  does  any- 
one suppose  that  the  landlords  have 
made  those  improvements  without  charg- 
ing rents  for  tiiem  ?  I  can  understand 
that  it  may  be  fair  to  say  that  as  regards 
so  much  rent  as  represented  interests  on 
the  improvements,  there  should  be  no 
appeal  whatever.  It  is  in  the  nature  of 
money  lent,  on  which  interest  and  in- 
stalments ought  to  bo  paid.  But  why 
should  the  fact  that  money  has  been  lent 
and  interest  charged  upon  it  preclude 
the  tenant  from  appealing  in  regard  to 
the  remainder  of  the  balance  of  the 
rent?  He  is  in  the  same  position  aa 
any  other  tenant.  Take  the  case  of  a 
tenancy  of  £100  a-year.  Suppose  the 
landlord  has  spent  £400  in  improve- 
ments, and  has  charged  £20  a-year — a 
moderate  interest— for  that  £400.  Then 
the  rent  of  the  tenant  is  made  up  of  two 
items,  £80  a-year  being  the  rent  of 
the  holding,  and  £20  a-year  being 
the  interest  and  instalment  of  the 
landlord.  Why  should  not  the  tenant 
have  a  right  of  appeal  to  the  Court 
whether  £aO  is  a  fair  rent  or  not. 
_  venture  to  suggest  that  the  Go- 
vernment, who,  in  my  opinion,  at  all 
events,  are  settling  this  question  in  a 
generous  way,  shoiHd  not  spoil  a  gracious 
act  by  any  grudging  recognition  of  the 
oloims  of  this  class  of  tenants.  Nothing 
can  be  more  unwise,  in  my  opinion,  when 
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dealing  witli  the  great  majority  of  the 
leaHehoId  tenants  of  Ireland,  to  leave 
behind  centres  of  disaffection  and  of 
justifiable  complaint  whiob  'trould  pre- 
Tent  this  Bill  from  being  what  it  pro- 
fesses to  be — a  temporary  settlement  of 
the  difficaltiea  of  the  case.  Then  I  come 
to  the  much  mors  important  clauses 
which  deal  with  equitable  jurisdiction. 
I  listened  with  great  interest  and  atten- 
tion to  the  account  of  those  clauses 
SVen  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
ember  for  the  Stirling  district.  I 
mast  say  that  I  think  it  is  impossible 
for  anyone  professing  to  give  a  fair  and 
candid  consideration  to  this  Bill  to  give 
a  more  jaundiced  account  of  those  pro- 
.  posals.  I  only  give  my  own  opinion ; 
but  I  believe  ^at  the  clauses  which  are 
described  as  the  Equitable  Jurisdiction 
Clauses  do  give,  with  one  exception 
whioh  I  shall  shortly  mention,  an  abso- 
lute and  satisfactory  and  sufficient  relief 
to  tenants  who  are  unable  to  pay  and 
who  are  threatened  with  eviction.  What 
was  it  the  Government  pledged  them- 
selves to  do  ?  It  was  alleged  when  the 
Crimea  Bill  was  introduced  that  it 
would  be  used  in  order  to  promote 
harsh  and  unjust  evictions.  The  Go- 
Tomment  pledged  themselves  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  should  interpose 
the  equitable  discretion  of  a  judicial 
tribunal  between  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord.  I  think  they  have  done  so. 
I  contend,  then,  that  under  these  clauses, 
before  a  tenant  can  be  evicted,  he  can 
go  to  the  Court,  and  if  he  can  show  that 
his  inability  to  pay  rent  is  due  to  no 
culpable  act  of  his  own — it  is  not  a  mere 
question  of  whether  the  rent  is  unfair — 
it  may  be  a  question  of  misfortune — but 
if  he  can  show,  independently  of  the 
fairness  of  the  rent,  that  his  position  is 
one  due  to  misfortune  and  not  to  cul- 
pable neglect,  he  can  get  from  the  Court 
a  stay  of  process,  and  that  stay  may  be 
indeterminate  in  time  and  extent.  He 
may  get  an  order  from  the  Court  to  pay 
by  instalments,  whioh  may  be  of  any 
amount,  and  spread  over  any  length  of 
time.  I  say  that  I  think  it  is  impossi- 
ble to  provide  more  fully  than  this  clause 
does  for  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  in  a 
case  in  which  the  Court  thinks  that  an 
eviction  ought  not  to  take  place.  Sup- 
pose this  Bill  had  been  passed,  as  it 
ought  to  have  been  passed,  before  the 
eriotions  took  place  the  other  day  at 
Bodyke.  If  the  account  given  to  us  of 
Mr.  Jouph  Ckamierlain 


the  cironmstances  attending  those  erio- 
tions be  true — of  which  I  know  nothing 
— but  if  those  evictions  were  the  harsh 
and  disgraceful  proceedings  which  we 
were  told  they  were,  all  that  would  have 
been  proved  before  a  Court  which  would 
have  intervened  and  protected  those 
tenants,  and  they  would  now  be  in 
possession  of  their  holdinge.  So  far  as 
it  goes,  therefore,  the  olause  is  an  abso- 
lute protection  to  the  tenant,  and  fully 
carries  out  the  pledge  which  the  Go- 
vernment gave.  But  the  exception  to 
which  I  referred  has  been  mentioned  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  There  is  another 
process  open  to  the  landlord,  the  pro- 
oeaa  of  fieri  facial.  The  landlord  has 
two  courses  open.  He  may  bring  an 
action  for  ejectment,  and  in  that  case 
the  Government  Bill  intervenes  and 
secures  the  intervention  and  discretion 
of  the  Court.  But  if  he  prefers  he  may 
go  for  the  recovery  of  rent.  That  action 
may  be  removed  by  etrtiorari,  and  then 
upon  that  a  ^fri  faoiai  may  issue,  and 
there  may  be  a  sale  of  the  holding. 
This  second  proceeding  which  is  open 
to  the  landlord  has,  I  believe,  been  very 
seldom  resorted  to  in  the  past.  ["  Ob, 
oh ! "]  The  ordinary  course  of  the 
landlord  has  been  to  proceed  by  way  of 
ejectment. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  very  opposite  is  the  case. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN:  No 
doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  a 
much  better  witness  than  I  am.  In  any 
case,  however,  that  does  not  affect  my 
argument.  What  I  was  going  to  say  is 
this — I  understand  that  it  was  argued 
on  behalf  of  the  GoTamment  that  this 
second  proceeding  hj  fi»ri  faeiat  was  not 
a  usual  proceeding,  and  was  open  to 
oonsiderable  objections,  as  it  involved 
expense  and  was  not  so  easy  and  ready 
a  method  as  that  of  ejectment;  there- 
fore, it  was  not  adopted  by  the  landlord, 
and  it  was  not  necessary  to  provide  for 
it.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  entirely 
differ  from  that  view.  Tou  want  to 
keep  a  man  ont  of  your  house.  In  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  he  enters  by  the  front 
door ;  but  if  you  block  up  the  frontdoor, 
he  will  cocae  in  by  the  back  door,  if  you 
leave  it  open.  It  may  be  that  this  pro- 
ceeding is  less  advantageous  to  the  land- 
lord than  proceeding  by  ejectment ;  but 
if  yon  block  proceeSngs  by  ejectment  it 
seems  absolutely  certain  that  every  bad 
landlord  will  resort  to  the  alternative  hy 
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JUrifiuitu.  Therefore,  I  do  urge  oa  the 
OoTemment,  u  etroDgly  aa  I  can,  that 
they,  at  all  events,  shall  make  their 
equitable  jurisdtotioa  clauee  effective, 
Bud  take  some  step  to  block  the  back 
door  while  dosing  the  front  door.  The 
noble  Lord  who  preceded  me  (Lord 
Qeorge  HapiiltoD)  said  that  this  proceed- 
ing by  ^fiert /aeiai  is  the  usual  proceeding 
adopted  by  all  creditors.  And  if  you 
stop  the  landlord  from  adopting  it,  you 
should  stop  the  other  creditors  too. 
I  understand  that  hon.  Members  below 
the  Oaogway  accept  that  view,  therefore 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  about  the 
assent  both  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  aod  of  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  to  any  proposal  on  the 
part  of  the  Qoreroment  whicb  will  deal 
with  both  the  case  of  the  ordinary 
ereditors  and  with  the  case  of  the  land- 
lord. And  let  me  remind  the  House  of 
this  point.  It  is  not  proposed  to  destroy 
the  power  of  reoorery  hyJUri  faeia*  any 
more  than  it  is  proposed  by  the  clause  as 
it  stands  to  destroy  the  power  of  eviction. 
"What  you  want  to  do  is  to  prevent  un- 
just eviction,  and  the  unjust  recovery  of 
the  debt.  What  you  want  to  do,  if  you 
make  exceptions,  is  to  secure  that  in 
these  oases  there  shall  alw^s  be  an 
equitable  intervention  of  the  Court.  If 
the  recovery  is  just,  it  will  proceed  by 
iliri  faeiat  aa  it  would  by  the  other  course. 
No  doubt,  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
creditor,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  the 
tenant  does  not  pretend  that  the  debt  is 
unjust.  The  position  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord  is  that  the  tenant  pretends  that 
the  landlord  claims  an  unjust  rent,  and 
that  altogether  alters  the  situation.  All 
I  want  is  not  to  decide  the  question  in 
this  House,  but  to  allow  the  intervention 
of  the  Oourt  in  each  case  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  demand  of  the  creditor  for  the 
recovery  of  the  debt,  or  of  the  landlord 
for  the  reooveiy  of  the  rent,  is  just.  Let 
process  issue ;  and  if  the  demand  is  not 
just,  give  the  same  power  in  ev&rj  case 
for  the  stay  of  execution.  The  third 
point  with  which  only  I  propose  to  deal 
to-night  is  the  question  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Glauses.  These  clauses  have  been 
very  unpopular  in  this  House  and  I  think 
in  the  oonntry  too.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  have  never  heard  anybody  who 
would  say  a  good  word  for  them.  I  am 
•opposed  to^e  partionlarly  intsreated 
in  this  part  of  the  subject.  [  "  Hear, 
hear  I  "\    I  think  that  lion.  Members  do 


me  too  much  honour,  and  if  they  knew 
the  facts  they  would  not  give  me  so 
much  credit  for  these  clauses  as  they 
seem  prepared  to  do.  I  would  only  say 
that  when  they  become  aware  that  I  am 
not  responsible  for  these  clauses,  they 
may  give  them  a  more  fair  and  candid 
consideration  than  they  would  otherwise 
be  inclined  to  do.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  has  referred  to  my  supposed 
oonneotion  with  these  clauses,  and  he 
said,  I  think,  that  I  had  been  snoceasful 
in  passing  an  English  Bankruptcy  Act 
through  Qie  Houee  of  Oommons,  and 
that  since  then  I  had  got  bankruptoy  on 
the  brain,  and  that  I  recommended  bank- 
ruptcy as  a  universal  panacea  for  all  the 
evils  to  which  mankind  are  subject.  I 
do  not  complain  in  the  least  at  that 
rather  humorous  exaggeration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  I  venture  to  teU 
him  that  he  is  under  a  total  misconception 
as  to  the  nature  of  bankruptoy  whether 
in  England  or  in  Ireland,  and  as  to  the 
effect  which  these  clauses  would  have. 
In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  admit  the 
justice  of  the  description  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling  Distnot, 
who  waxed  eloquent,  indignant,  and 
even  pathetic,  at  the  idea  of  subjecting 
the  people  to  what  he  called  the  stigma 
of  bankruptcy,  which  he  declared  to  be 
demoralizing,  degrading,  and  insulting 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  Well,  I  hope 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  will  not  feel 
more  insulted  than  the  people  of  Eng> 
land,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  who  all  have 
a  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  who  are  accus- 
tomed to  regard  it,  not  as  a  stigma  and 
humiliation,  but  as  a  measure  of  relief. 
Insolvency  may  be  a  subject  of  humilia- 
tion. It  may  involve  a  stigma  on  the 
people  who  are  insolvent  if  it  has  been 
brought  about  by  their  fault.  But 
bankruptcy  is  the  process  by  which  the 
Legislature  has  endeavoured  to  relieve 
innocent  insolvents  from  the  pressure  of 
circumstances.  When  a  man  cannot  pay 
his  rent,  and  cannot  pay  anything,  he  is 
insolvent.  Xo  power  on  earth  can  re- 
lieve him  from  toat  "stigma  and  humi- 
liation." All  that  the  Legislature  can 
do  ie  by  a  process  of  bankruptcy  to 
relieve  him  &tim  his  legal  obligations  to 
his  creditors.  I  hope  the  House  will 
bear  with  me  while  I  deal  with  some  de- 
tails on  this  matter.  These  Bankruptcy 
Olansea  are  an  extension  of  the  outer 
n^ef  clauses  under  the  Bill.    They  may 
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be  considered  quite  eeparatel;  and  as 
BtBoding  by  themaelveB,  and  quite  in- 
dependently of  tbe  clause  aa  to  equitable 
jurisdiction,  to  which  I  think  little  ob- 
jection can  be  taken.  When  they  were 
first  introdnoed  into  "  another  place"  they 
contained  a  provieion  which  1  admit  was 
open  to  serious  objection  and  criticism. 
As  they  were  first  introduced,  the  land- 
lord could  make  tbe  tenant  bankrupt ; 
and  upon  that  it  was  alleged  that  they 
were  clauses  for  enabling  landlords  to 
make  all  their  tenants  bankrupts.  Well, 
that  objection  has  been  entirely  removed, 
and  tbat  at  the  instance  of  an  Irish  land- 
land  and  an  Irish  Peer — at  the  instance 
of  a  Ifember  of  that  much-abused  class 
— so  tbat,  at  tbat  present  time,  this  is  an 
option  of  relief  which  is  made  to  tbe 
tenant,  which  he  need  not  accept  unless 
helikes.  If  the  tenant  thinks  it  a  stigma 
and  a  humiliation — I  forget  the  exact 
expressions  which  my  right  bon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  tbe  Stirling  District  used 
in  reference  to  it,  but  he  went  into  the 
Italian  classica  for  his  description  of  the 
state  of  things  in  which  tbe  unfortunate 
tenant  would  find  himself  inrolvod — if 
the  tenant  takes  that  view  he  need  not 
touch  this  clause  at  all.  And  what  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  seem  to  wish  to  do  in 
relation  to  this  clause  is  this— they  are 
preventing  the  tenants  of  Ireland  from 
naving  the  option  of  a  mode  of  relief 
which,  after  all,  if  we  came  to  consider  it 
quietly,  we  might  greatly  prefer  to  the 
other.  Well,  now.  Sir,  it  has  been  said 
that  I  am  deeply  interested  in  these 
clauses;  and,  therefore,  I  venture  to  eug- 
geat  to  the  Government  tbat  these  clauses 
are  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlord. 
I  da  not  believe  you  will  find  a  single 
landlord  in  Ireland  who  likes  tbem.  I 
believe  that  the  landlords  hate  them.  I 
believe  that  one  of  the  great  difficulties 
in  passing  the  other  clauses  of  this  Bill 
through  the  other  House  baa  been  the 
objection  wbiob  the  landlords  have  taken 
not  altogether  without  reason  to  those 
bankruptcy  proposals  which,  in  my  judg- 
ment, are  most  generous,  and  have  a  very 
far-reaching  consequence.  Well,  now 
we  are  told  by  those  whom  we  must 
admit  are  authorized  to  speak  on  behalf 
of  the  tenants,  that  tbey  reject  these 
olaases  with  contempt.  Iffomt  Ruh 
eAMTi.]  That  is  so.  Then  I  adviee 
the  Government  to  take  note  of  that.  I 
advise  the  Government  to  drop  these 
Mr.  Jottph  Chamheitaiii 


clauses.  I  do  not  see  why,  at  this 
period  of  tbe  Session,  we  should  be  kept 
here  for  I  do  not  know  bow  many  days 
discussing  a  proposal  which  I  firmly 
believe  is  a  proposal  of  very  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  tenants,  but  which  those 
who  claim  to  speak  on  the  part  of  tbe 
tenants  declare  to  be  no  advantage  at 
all,  and  reject  with  contempt  and  con- 
tumely. Sir,  what  I  venture  to  suggest 
ie  that  thie  Bill  should  be  relieved  by 
tbe  omission  of  theae  clauses.  If  the 
Goremmsnt  choose  to  proceed  with 
tbem,  I  am  prepared  to  support  tbem, 
because  I  believe  tbey  would  be  found 
to  work  in  the  interests  of  the  tenants ; 
but,  at  tbe  same  time,  I  sincerely  hope 
the  Government  will  not  proceed  with 
tbem.  T  hope  the  Oovernment  will  drop 
those  clauses,  and  relieve  the  Bill  ana 
relieve  tbe  House  of  all  discussion  which 
would  otherwise  take  place  upon  them. 
And  then  all  that  would  be  necessary 
would  be  that  they  would  allow  some 
extension  of  the  provisions  on  the  pre- 
ceding clause  for  equitable  jurisdiotion 
to  enable  tbe  Court,  in  case  tbe  landlord 
and  tenant  do  not  come  to  a  reasonable 
agreement  with  regard  to  the  arrears, 
to  make  a  composition  which  to  them 
the  justice  of  the  cose  admits.  There 
are  a  great  many  other  matters  of  detail 
which  will,  no  doubt,  be  discussed  in 
Committee;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  have  dealt  with  what  appear 
to  me  to  be  tbe  principal  points  of  tbe 
Bill,  and  I  hope  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  consider  favourably  any 
suggestions  which  may  be  made,  from 
whatever  quarter  of  tbe  House  it  may 
come,  for  tiie  amendment  and  improve- 
ment  of  this  Bill,  and  that  they  wU) 
endeavour,  with  tbe  assistance  of  tbe 
whole  House,  to  make  this  as  complete 
a  measure  of  temporary  relief  as  it  is 
possible  to  make  it.  I  aay  for  myself 
tbat,  even  as  the  Bill  stands,  subject, 
perhaps,  to  the  alteration  with  regard  to 
tbe  question  of  fieri  faeiat  to  which  I 
have  referred — subject  to  that,  even  as 
the  Bill  stands,  and  without  Amend- 
ments, which  I  hope  will  be  introduced, 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  is  a  substantial, 
and  even  a  generous  measure  of  relief, 
and  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted  in  the 
interests  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  evon 
though  it  be  impossible  to  secure  addi- 
tions and  Amendments  to  it.  I  gathered 
from  something  that  was  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Geotleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
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tary  that  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  below 
the  Gangway  are  prepared  to  treat  this 
Bill  with  contempt. 

Mr.  DILLON:  All  except  the  Ist 
dauee. 

Ma.  JOSEPH  OHAMBERLAIN; 
Well,  that  is  a  very  seriouB  and  un- 
aatisfactory  atata  of  things ;  but  I  ask 
the  House  to  consider  whether  in  recent 
timea  those  who  now  claim  to  be  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  National  Party 
in  Ireland  have  ever  received  any  effort 
of  any  etateemau  to  deal  with  the 
grievances  of  their  constituents  other- 
wise than  with  contempt?  [Criei  of 
"Gladstone!"  anif'LastAprir."]  lam 
speaking  of  Land  Bills. 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALT  :  We  showed  that 
we  were  right. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN 
They  received  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  late  Government  in  1880  for  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  with  contempt. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Yes;  that  was  a 
measure  of  relief.  I  do  not  think  they 
voted  against  it.  I  am  not  certain ;  but 
I  think  they  voted  against  the  third 
reading.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healt  :  No,  no !] 
Then  they  did  not  vote  at  all.  [Mr.  T. 
H.  Hbai,t  ;  We  did.]  I  am  speaking 
from  memory ;  and  I  will  not,  there- 
fore, pledge  myself  to  a  particular  state- 
ment; but  I  make  this  general  state- 
ment, that  they  ga^S  us  no  assistance  in 
carrying  that  Bill,  and  I  am  certain  that, 
at  some  stage  or  other  of  the  Bill,  they 
opposed  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  When  the 
Government  brought  in  bad  Amend- 
ments. 

Hb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN: 
Bad  Amendments  are  Amendments 
which  do  not  carry  ont  the  views  of  hon. 
Members. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  We  represent 
the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CHAMBEELAIN:  I 
have  known  very  many  occasions  when 
they  have  proposed  Amendments  abso- 
lutely impracticable  when  they  have  not 
dared  in  any  other  way  to  oppose  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  I  say  that  was 
their  oondnot  with  regard  to  the  Bill  of 
1880.  Whatwastheir  conduct  with  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  of  1881  P  Did  they 
five  to  that  Bill  a  generous  and  an  nn- 
esitating  support  F  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaxt  : . 
Certainly  not.H  No,  certainly  not;  yet  I 
that  is  the  Bui  upon  which  they  now 


rest.  Although  in  one  particular  it  has 
broken  down,  although  in  circumstances 
which  no  one  oould  have  foreseen, 
owing  to  the  fall  of  prices,  it  has  be- 
come unsatisfactory,  it  is  now  the  sheet 
anchor  of  the  Irish  Members ;  and  they 
never  did  a  more  unpopular  thing,  and 
they  know  it,  than  when,  during  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  they  offered  on 
many  occasions  opposition  which  I  con- 
fess I  cannot  admit  was  altogether 
patriotic.  But  I  say  that  experience 
does  not  justify  us,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in 
accepting  the  support  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers— in  assuming,  I  would  rather  say, 
the  support  of  Irish  Members — for  any 
proposal  of  remedial  legidation.  At 
the  same  time,  our  duty  remains  un- 
changed by  their  attitude.  I  believe 
that  the  Bill  carries  out  the  pledge 
which  the  Government  gave  to  do  their 
best  to  prevent  harsh,  unjust,  and  un- 
necessary evictions.  I  believe  that  i( 
this  Bill  is  passed,  these  evictions  will 
be  absolutely  impossible  without  the 
intervention  of  the  Court ;  and  I  believe 
that  no  Court  will  allow  such  evictions 
as  those  which  have  shocked  the  public 
mind  within  recent  times.  It  is  on  this 
account  that  I  am  prepared  to  give  a 
hearty  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  although  I  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  willing  to  consider 
favourably  any  reasonable  and  just 
Amendments  which  may  be  proposed  in 
extension  of  their  proposal.  I  can  say 
for  myself  that,  in  the  observations  I 
have  made  to  the  House,  I  have  tried, 
as  far  as  I  can,  to  deal  with  the  matter 
fairly,  and  without  Psrty  spirit.  I 
know  there  are  branches  of  this  thorny 
and  difficult  Irish  Question  from  which 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  exclude  per- 
sonal  and  partisan  feelings ;  but  I  still 
venture  to  hope  that,  as  this  is  the  last 
occasion  we  shall  have  this  Session  of 
dealing  with  the  practical  and  material 
arievances  of  the  Irish  tenants,  that  all 
Parties  may  unite  in  one  common  en- 
deavour to  secure  the  largest  and  most 
complete  measure  of  relief  that  can, 
with  justice,  he  applied  to  them  under 
the  existing  ditSoulties. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (i/r, 
DiSoH,) — put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Debate  adjounui  till  To-morrow. 

lFir*t  Night.'] 
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DISTRESSED    UNIONS    (IKBLAND) 
[SALARY,  ADVANCES,  Sc] 

KEPOKT  OF  BEBOLUTtOn. 

BesoIutioD  [July  8]  rtporied. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  suthoriBe  Ibe  pay- 
mant,  out  of  nioneyB  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  lalary,  remaoetatioQ,  and  ollow- 
ftncee  of  say  CommiBiioners  that  wiy  be 
appointed  in  pursuance  of  any  Act   of   tbe 

Sirstent  Seeaion,  to  make  belter  proTision  for 
he  adminittratioD  oi  the  Acti  relating  to  the 
relief  of  the  deBtitiit«  poor  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland,  to  anthoriie  the  CominiBaioDera  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  to  mako  loans,  and 
the  Treoaury  to  make  a  free  grant,  to  tbe  Board 
of  Ouardiane  or  Commiuioners  of  any  dissolved 
or  altered  Union  under  the  provisions  of  the 

BsBoIution  read  a  second  time. 

Uotion  made,  and  Qaeatiou  projiosed, 
"  That  tbis  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  tbe  said  Besolutioii." 

Debate  arisiDg. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Corkj :  I 
think  we  should  have  from  the  right 
hon.  Qeatleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  a  formal 
atatemeni  as  to  what  will  be  the  charges 
he  imagines  will  fall  upon  the  rate- 
payers with  regard  to  the  working  of 
this  Bill.  Surely  there  is  a  sufficiently 
large  staff  in  Ireland  for  carrying  on  the 
work  of  the  Local  CoTemment  Board 
without  baring  extra  oSoials  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act ;  and  I  do  enter  a 
protest  against  the  idea  that  we  require 
in  Ireland  more  clerks  and  more  In- 
apectors  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  Poor  Law.  I  oeg  tbe  right  bon. 
Oentleman  not  to  tax  the  Eogash  tax- 
payers aimply  because  representation 
Has  been  made  to  bim  that  the  Act  can- 
not be  carried  out  without  extra  assiet- 
ance.  I  assure  bim  that,  to  my  know- 
ledge, the  Iiocal  Government  Board  in 
Ireland  hare  practically  an  army  of 
officials,  who  really  bare  little  enough 
to  do,  and  are  quite  able,  as  far  ae  I 
can  understand,  to  discharge  the  duties 
wbiob  will  have  to  be  performed  under 
this  Bill.  "Why  increase  the  officials? 
I  think  we  ehould  know  exactly  how 
many  officials  it  is  proposed  to  create ; 
what  salaries  will  oe  paid  to  them ; 
what  the  time  occupied  in  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  will  be;  and  who  are 
the  officials  the  Government  have  in 
their  mind's  eye  ? 


LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfodk)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  It  is  intended  that  there  shall 
be  Vice  Guardians  appointed,  two  to 
each  Union.  There  will,  therefore,  be 
10  Vice  Guardians  altogether,  and  they 
will  be  paid  by  the  ratepayers,  and  not 
by  tbe  taxpayers.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  think  that  the  staff  nt  the 
command  of  tbe  Local  GoTemmont 
Board  is  sufficient  to  do  the  work  under 
this  Bill,  in  addition  to  their  other  work. 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that ;  indeed,  the  Government  think 
it  would  be  well  to  appoint  four  or  five 
GommisBioners,  and  to  charge  their  sala- 
ries upon  tbe  ratepayers. 

Mb.  DILLOX  cMayo,  E.):  I  think 
it  would  be  well  to  adjourn  tbe  diacue- 
fiioQ  of  this  Besolntiou  until  after  we 
have  got  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
itself.  Such  a  course  will,  I  am  sure, 
recommend  itself  to  the  oommon  eenae 
of  tbe  House.  There  are  considerable 
and  important  principles,  and  novel 
principles,  involved  in  the  Bill,  and 
until  we  have  some  clear  knowledge  as 
to  whether  the  House  is  going  to  con- 
sent to  the  Bill  or  not,  it  would  he  ab- 
surd to  agree  to  this  Besolution.  There 
is  one  principle  involved  in  the  Beport 
of  this  Committee  to  which  I  am  most 
strongly  opposed,  and  it  is  the  principle 
that  tbe  House  ought  not  to  consent  to 
an  expenditure  without  understanding 
thoroughly  what  it  is  consenting  to. 
The  House  ia  probably  aware  that  the 
proposition  in  this  Bill  is  to  entirely 
abolish  representative  Government  in 
five  Unions  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  the  Bill,  prac- 
tically speaking,  gives  no  relief  to  the 
Unions,  except  the  very  extraordinary 
and  novel  relief  of  enabling  them  by 
law  to  out  off  tbe  remedy  of  their  cre- 
ditors. It  is  proposed  to  substitute  for 
tbe  representative  Gaardians  a  Body  of 
two  or  three  Guardians  appointed  by  the 
Executive  Government  of  Ireland,  and 
these  are  to  administer  the  affaire  of  the 
Union  for  an  indefinite  period  of  time. 
I  am  of  opinion  it  will  be  for  a  great 
number  of  years.     It  is  deliberately 

Eroposed  that  these '  gentlemen  ■hall 
ave  the  power  to  pledge  and  mortgage 
the  ratee  to  an  unlimited  extent,  without 
tbe  people  having  any  voice  in  the  pro- 
ceeding. We  may  be  brought  face  to 
face  with  tbia  fact,  that  the  unfortunate 
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creditora  of  the  UnioDs  mill  not  only  be 
debarred  from  any  riKht,  or  hope,  of  re- 
covering the  money  whicli  they  advanced 
nnder  the  idea  that  they  would  have 
achanoeof  recoveriogit,  but  they  may 
gee  non-iepresentatiTe  Gaardians  mort- 
gaging the  rates  to  obtain  further  ad- 
Tancea.  It  must  be  manifeat  to  hon. 
Kembers  that  moat  extraordinary  and 
important  principlee  are  involved  In  this 
proposition.  Irish  banks,  for  inatanoe, 
who  have  allowed  these  Unions  to  over- 
draw their  aooounts  in  order  to  prevent 
the  paupers  beiog  starved,  are  to  be 
denied  a  chance  of  recovering  their 
money.  And  the  Quardians,  or  the 
Com  mission  ers  who  are  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Guardians,  will  have  power 
to  mortgage  the  rates  of  the  Unions  in 
Buch  a  way  that  they  may,  at  the  end  of 
the  10  or  15  years,  hand  the  Unions 
back  to  the  elected  Guardians  in  a  state 
of  abaolnte  insolvency.  Creditors  will 
aotnally  see  the  security  for  their  debts 
mor^aged  aaew.  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  into  a  long  dieoussion  of  this  ques- 
tion at  the  present  time.  AU  I  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  that,  until  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  he  has  introduced  is  accepted, 
he  will  postpone  this  Keport  stage. 

The  SECEETAItY  to  thb  TREA- 
BCItY  (Mr.  Jaoksou)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  for 
&»  postponement  of  this  Besolution, 
which  is  only  a  preliminary  proceediog, 
'  and  without  which  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  cannot  be  discussed. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  1  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  we 
are  some  distance  yet  from  the  Heport 
of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  fund  to 
be  advanced  from  the  Treasury  for  pay- 
ing the  expenses,  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  we  have  not  yet 
formally  gone  into  Committee,  and  I 
hope  that  before  we  do  so  we  shall  obtain 
from  the  Government  a  little  more  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  Bill  than 
has  hitherto  been  vouchsafed,  and  also 
with  regard  to  some  modifications  which 
have  been  snggested. 

Mb.  fiPP.*TfP.R :  I  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  remarks  are  out 
of  Order.  This  is  a  preliminary  dis- 
cussion with  regard  to  payment,  and  is 
in  the  position  of  a  Mon^  Bill. 

Mb.  MAUHICE  HEALY :  I  submit 
that  my  remarks  would  be  relevant  on 
Beport,  because  the  Besolution  qiecially 

TOL.  OOOXVII.    [tbikd  sekqs.] 


provides  for  an  advance,  and  the  Oo- 
vernment  have  told  ns  that  there  are 
advancea  to  be  made.  What  I  would 
ask  is,  that  the  Government  shoald  con- 
sider whether  some  modifications  cannot 
be  made.  It  is  impossible  that  they  can 
expect  to  take  the  Beport  atage  on  the 
same  day  as  they  get  into  Committee ; 
and  if  they  cannot  get  into  Committee 
before  the  end  of  the  week,  I  ask  them, 
in  order  to  give  time  for  oonsideration, 
to  adjourn  the  Beport  stage  until 
Thursday. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Mauriet  fftalg.) 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  would 
earnestly  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  not  to  delay  the  passage  of  the 
Bill,  which  is  to  enable  the  Government 
to  deal  with  the  eminently  pressingoon- 
dition  in  which  these  Unions  now  are. 
Of  course,  if  hon.  Gentiemen  exercise 
their  power  of  delaying  the  Besolution 
we  cannot  help  it;  but  the  Government 
have  no  alternative  to  offer,  and  the 
responsibility  for  what  may  ensue  must 
rest  with  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  says  that  the 
Government  have  no  alternative  to  pro- 
pose ;  but  we  have,  on  former  occasions. 
Been  tbem  driven  sometimes  to  alter  an 
irrational  proposal  which  they  have  en- 
deavoured to  press  upon  this  House.  I 
am  opposed  to  the  principle  of  dealing 
with  the  Unions  as  the  Government  pro- 
pose, and  I  am  surprised  at  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should  attempt 
to  oast  on  the  public  taxes  10  or  13 
Vice  Guardians  at  salaries  of  £400 
a-year  ;  and  I  think  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  was  in  his 
place,  the  Government  would  probably 
give  us  time  to  turn  round  and  consider 
this  important  question.  I  say  that  if 
the  proposal  were  for  13  months  we 
might  agree  to  it  offhand;  but  if  you 
are  going  to  enact  this  like  yonr  Coercion 
Bill  for  ever,  I  think,  at  least,  you  should 
give  us  time  to  consider  it.  The  mean- 
ing of  the  action  of  the  Government  is 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  when  he 
goes  to  the  hustings,  should  be  able  to 
say  that  this  Bill  was  pressed  upon  the 
Irish  Members,  and  that  they  were 
obliged  to  accept  it.  I  repeat  that  the 
Government  should  give  us  a  little  fur- 
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ther  time  for  coosideration,  bocanae  at 
present  ve  have  not  been  fairly  dealt 
with,  seeing  that  we  are  asked  to  accept 
a  meaeurs  plaoing  the  control  of  these 
Uaiona  in  the  hands  of  other  Guardians 
for  all  eternity. 

MB.MUEPHY(DubIin,  St.  Patrick's) 
I  am  certainly  of  opinion  that  we  oaght 
to  have  further  time  than  has  been 
accorded  to  us  to  consider  this  Bill. 
When  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading 
WAS  before  the  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr,  Dillon), 
in  reply  to  his  oriticiams  on  the  Bill,  that 
he  should  offer  some    alternative  pro- 

fosal  to  meet  the  case  of  these  Unions. 
t  is  obvious  that  any  alternative  pro- 
posal must  require  time  for  preparation, 
and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  why  the  Go- 
Temment  do  not  assent  to  our  request 
for  adjournment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUfi:  I  intimated 
that  the  Government  would  not  resist 
the  Motion  for  postponement  of  the  Bi 
lution ;  but  I  pointed  out,  at  the  same 
time,  that  the  whole  responsibility  for 
Uie  oonaequences  of  delay  would  rest 
with  those  who  proposed  it. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
ehould  like  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  is  a  case  in  which 
Irish  Members  have  not  been  consulted, 
and  that,  having  regard  to  the  impor- 
tanoe  of  Uie  local  mattere  with  which  the 
Bill  proposes  to  deal,  I  think  that  fur- 
ther time  ought  to  be  allowed  us  for  the 
consideration  of  this  fiesolation. 
Question  put,  and  egrtti  to. 
Debate  adjotmud  till  To-morrote, 

DISTRESSED  UNIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  A.  J.  Baffour,  Mr.  Sotititor  Gnurtd/ar 

Ireltmi,  Colotul  Sing-Barman.) 

[bill  307.]      OOHUITTEB. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  loaTe  the 
Chair.— (iff.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  rise  to  move  that  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned.  It  is  a  monstrous  thing 
that  we  should  be  called  upon  to  con- 
sider this  Bill  in  Committee  at  the  pre- 
sent Sitting.  This  is  a  proposal  to 
abolish  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in 
Ma^o,  and  to  pat  the  people  in  the 
TTnions  which  the  Bill  deals  with  under 
J&.  T.  M.  Su^ 


the  rule  of  Vice  Guardians  paid  by  the 
Government.  This  is  not  a  hunA  fid* 
proposal  by  the  Government  on  behalf 
of  the  people  of  the  diatricta  concerned, 
but  one  that  will  be  used  by  ingenious 
^ntlemen  who  are  opposed  to  all  re- 
form in  Ireland  to  give  colour  to  the 
pretence  that  the  Irish  people  do  not 
like  their  local  representatives  to 
manage  their  affairs.  My  reason  for 
saying  that  is,  that  you  have  refused 
over  and  over  again  to  reform  the  Irish 
Guardian  system.      I  am  entirely  op- 

fiosed  to  the  Quardi&n  system  in  Ire- 
and.  I  regard  it  as  degrading ;  at  any 
rate,  the  workhouse  is  a  place  where 
immoral  women  can  get  shelter,  and 
tramps  lodging.  You  have  refused 
year  after  year  any  amelioration  or  re- 
form is  the  system  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians, and  now  you  would  throw  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Law  system  into 
the  hands  of  jobbers  in  the  country 
whom  the  majority  of  the  people  would 
have  no  power  to  remove.  I  say  that  if 
the  people  could  have  been  directly  re- 
presented on  these  Boards,  the  scandals 
that  have  occurred  would  not  have  taken 
place.  You  threw  the  whole  working 
of  these  Boards  into  the  hands  of  the 
landlord  class,  and  it  is  a  fact  that  there 
is  a  higher  qualification  for  membership 
of  the  Boards  in  these  Unions  than  there 
is  in  the  county  and  City  of  Dublin. 
That  is  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
Union  of  Clifden,  which  is  the  poorest 
in  Ireland,  where  the  valuation  is  fised' 
at  £30  ;  and  I  say  that  if  you  insist  that 
the  Guardians  must  be  people  of  a  £30 
valuation,  you  restrict  membership  to  a 
little  knot  of  men  who  do  not  represent 
the  people  in  the  Union— men  who,  in 
some  instances,  have  betrayed  their 
trust.  The  remedy  of  the  Government 
for  the  state  of  thinga  in  these  Unions 
is  to  abolish  the  existing  debt ;  but  is  it 
not  the  duty  of  the  landlords  to  provide 
for  the  poor  P  The  Irish  tenants  receive 
no  value  whatever  &om  the  landlords  for 
the  rente  that  are  eiacted  from  them.  I 
say  that  a  more  disgraceful  proposition 
than  the  present  never  emanated  from  a 
British  Grovemment,  and  I  believe  it  is 
owing  to  the  schoolboy  Secretaryship  of 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  that  such  a 
Bill  has  beenlaid  before  us.  lamamazed 
that  such  a  Bill  should  be  seriously  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
will  be  an  encouragement  to  others, 
when  they  see  that  Guardians  who  have 
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pinned  tbeir  nnions  into  debt  can 
escape  the  conaequences  of  their  aote  by 
means  of  tbie  BOl,  to  do  libenise.  It 
is  mDnatroiiB  to  ash  us  to  aesent  to  a 
wholesale  repudiation  of  debts;  and, 
therefore,  I  beg  to  more  that  this  debate 
be  now  adjourned. 

HotioQ  made,  and  QuestioA  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  T.  M.  Staly.) 

Uk.  a.  J.  BALFOITB:  At  Question 
time  tbe  hon.  Member  for  East  Mavo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  asked  me  to  defer  the 
takinff  of  this  Order  so  tbat  he  might 
put  down  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  suggested  that  perbapa 
the  most  convenient  course  would  be 
to  discuss  this  point  on  the  Question, 
"That  the  Bpeakerdo  leave  the  Chair." 
The  hon.  Uember  expressed  his  satis- 
faction ;  and  I  hope  be  will  now  use  his 
iofluence  with  bis  Friends  to  prerent  the 
Bill  being  obstiuoted. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  am  in  rather  a 
singular  positlou.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  go  on,  and  I  signified  mj  willingness 
to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour); 
but  in  the  course  of  the  evening  I  was 
approached  through  the  usual  channels 
of  communication,  and  asked  whether  it 
would  meet  my  views  if  the  Bill  were 
postponed  F  I  stated  that  I  was  'quite 
agreeable  to  tbat  course  also,  and  Just 
now,  on  Order  No.  2,  I  asked  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretory  whs' 
ther  be  intended  to  proceed  with  Order 
No.  3,  and  he  said  no.  All  the  Members 
ratting  here  heard  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  and  presumed,  tnerefore,  that 
Order  No.  3  would  not  be  taken.  Now, 
in  regard  to  the  other  matter,  to  be  per- 
fectly fair  and  frank,  I  may  say  I  do  not 
wish  this  Bill  blocked ;  but  I  cannot 
answer  for  all  my  Friends.  I  have 
stated  from  the  outset  that  I  shall  be  no 
party  to  the  blocking  of  this  Bill ;  but  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  give  the  Govern, 
ment  the  assurance  the  right  hon.  Geu- 
tieman  requires. 

CoLoiTEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
should  like  to  make  one  suggestion  be- 
fore this  Bill  is  proceeded  with.  I  am 
far  from  being  opposed,  to  the  Bill,  and 
my  suggestion  is  tbat  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
give  an  assurance  tbat  all  the  hand  fidi 
debts  incurred  by  Unions  ought  to 
be  pud.    As  bas  been  pointed  ont,  it 
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ould  be  a  terrible  example  if  the  Gto- 
vernment  were  to  take  over  a  Union 
and  take  power  to  borrow  money  and 
then  repudiate  the  honAJide  debts  of  the 
Union.  There  may  be,  however,  debts 
which  are  not  hand  fidt,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  are  many.  The  Government 
ought  certainly  to  give  an  assurance  that 
some  provision  will  be  made  for  the  pay- 
ment of  hoad  fid»  debts. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  the  Debate  be  resumed  To- 
lorrow."— (iff.  A.  J.  Balfovr.') 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  ihe  Govern- 
meut  put  the  Bill  down  for  to-morrow 
I  shall  block  it.  Why  not  take  it  on 
Thursday? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  will  agree 
to  Thursday. 

Debate  adjourntd  till  Thursday, 

LAW   OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT 

BILL  ILoriU]. 

(Ur.  Atlamey  Gmtrat.) 

[bill  316.]      BSOOND  BXJLIimQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  attorney  QENEEAL  {Sir 
RiOHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
In  moving  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  I  sbdl  only  detain  the  House  for  a 
short  time.  It  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  so  frequently  before  the  Hous^ 
and  upon  which  there  is  such  a  strong 
feeling  entertained  in  every  quarter  of 
the  House,  that  few  words  of  introduc- 
tion are  required  from  me.  It  is  a  Bill 
simply  enabling  prisoners  to  give  evi- 
dence. It  is  penectly  well  known  to  the 
House  that  up  to  the  year  18116  prisoners 
bad  power  to  make  a  statement,  and  it  is 
practioally  only  from  1836  that  there  has 
been  a  difEoulty  as  to  prisoners  being 
beard  on  tbeir  own  behalf.  That  is  not 
the  principal  ground  on  which  we  propose 
this  Bill.  There  have  been  a  series  of 
Statutes  from  the  year  1867,  running 
almost  continuously  down  to  the  present 
time,  whereby  the  rule  has  been  in- 
fringed in  this  sense,  that  prisoners  in  a 
variety  of  oases  have  been  enabled  to 
give  evidence.  Under  the  Masters'  and 
Servants'  Act,  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  the 
Mines'  Regulation  Act,  the  Army  Act, 
the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of  Pro- 
perty Act,  and  balf-a- dozen  others, 
prisoners  are  able  to  give  evidence. 
Notably  under  one  particular  Act  which 
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passed  in  I8S5,  the  Oriminal  Law 
Amendmnnt  Act,  there  have  been  a 
large  number  of  proeecutionfi,  and 
have  received  commuDicatioDS  frc 
almost  every  Judge  on  the  English 
Beach,  and  there  is  a  unanimity  of  opi- 
nion among  those  who  have  thought  out 
this  matter  that  the  giving  of  evidence 
by  priaoners  has  conduced  lately  to 
the  acquittal  of  those  who  have  been 
ianocent,  and  tended  generally  towarda 

i'ustioe  being  done.  I  think  there  is 
lardly  anyone  in  the  House  who  will 
abject  to  this  amendment  of  the  law 
being  made.     From  1865  down  to  the 

6 resent  time  there  have  been  eieht  or  10 
ills  introduced  with  the  object  of 
effecting  thia  ohange  in  the  law.  Bills 
suggesting  this  amendment  have  been 
introduoed  by  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  and  the  late 
Sir  John  Holker.  Indeed,  there  is  prao- 
tioally  a  oonsenaus  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  those  who  have  had  much  experience 
of  the  administration  of  the  Oriminal 
Law  in  favour  of  this  change  being 
made.  I  am  aware  that  I  shall  be  told 
that  some  hon.  Members  below  thi 
Gangway  opposite  are  opposed  to  this 
Bill ;  cert^nly  I  know  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  is  prepared  to  oppose 
this  Bill  as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
Explain  why  yon  have  sprung  it  upon 
the  Honse  now.       

Sir  BIOHARD  WEBSTER :  There 
has  been  no  attempt  to  spring  it  upon 
the  House.  The  Bill  passed  through 
the  House  of  Lords  early  in  the  Session, 
and  I  stated  my  desire  to  bring  it  for- 
ward much  earlier  than  this,  and  had 
there  been  an  opportunity  I  should  cer- 
tainly have  done  so.  Of  course,  I  regret 
veiT  much  that  the  attempt  to  exclude 
Irelandsbould  be  pressed;  but  I  shall  be 
only  too  glad,  with  the  exclusion  of  Ire- 
land, to  get  the  Bill  passed,  in  order  that 
we  may  have  the  baneSt  of  the  working 
of  it  in  all  criminal  proceedings.  If  an 
Amendment  to  exclude  Ireland  is  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mi.  T.  M.  Healy),  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  aooept  it.  As  we  have  tried  by 
experience  what  the  effect  of  the  change 
is  in  the  oases  brought  under  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  and  as 
we  find  that  in  a  large  number  of  cri- 
minal cases  it  has  been  found  to  work 
Sir  Rwhard  WtUttr 
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well,  it  does  seem  strange  that  in  cases 
of  murder  and  other  grave  crimes  this 
power  should  not  be  given  to  prisoners. 
I  am  sure  I  shall  have  the  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who  at 
one  time  introduced  a  Bill  proposing 
this  change.  In  fact,  there  is  no  one 
who  has  oocnpied  the  Home  Office,  or 
taken  any  part  in  criminal  legislation, 
who  has  not,  at  some  time  or  other,  ex- 

firessed  a  wish  that  this  alteration  of  the 
aw  should  be  made.  I  trust  the  House 
will  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  There  are  practically  only  one  or 
two  Amendments  to  the  Bill  which  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  consider.  So  far  as 
England  is  concerned,  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  country  desires  that  the  pro- 
posed change  should  be  made. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  AttorMy  Qtneral.) 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
As  I  took  part  in  the  debate  when  a 
Bill  similar  to  this  was  before  the  House 
in  the  last  Parliament,  a  Bill  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  I  desire  to 
explain  my  exact  position  then  and  at 
the  present  moment.  I  do  not  oppose 
the  amendment  of  the  law  which  this 
Bill  seeks  to  effect ;  but  I  did  oppose  the 
Bill  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was  then 
introduced.  There  was  no  protection 
afforded  prisoners  or  accused  persons 
appearing  before  unpaid  magistrates  or 
even  Stipendiary  Magistrates — my  ob- 
jection related  more  to  unpaid  magis- 
trates— in  cases  of  trade  dispute,  in 
cases  of  poaching,  and  other  m&ttere  in 
which  party  feeling  has  very  often 
moved  Benches  of  Magistrates  unfairly, 
asl  thought,  against  prisoners  or  aconsM 
persons.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury,  while  thinking  that 
I  overstrained  the  point,  agreed  that  the 
Amendment  I  suggested  was  a  fair 
Amendment,  butstated  that  there  wasnot 
sufficient  time  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment then  and  send  it  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  it  being  so  near  to  the  end  of 
the  Session.  I  have,  therefore,  now  to 
ask  the  Government  whether  they  will 
insert,  or  permit  to  be  inserted  in  Oom- 
mittee,  a  clause  ensuring  that  warning 
shall  be  given  or  intimation  given  to  a 
prisoner,  that  the  Bill  does  not  compel 
him  to  give  evidence  but  that  he  has  a 
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and  they  veil  fear  that  if  scoaBed  per- 
80I1B  under  the  Coercion  Act  ore  even 
allowed  to  give  eridence  they  may,  under 
some  circumstanoes,  be  put  into  a  very 
unfair  position.  I  trust  that  in  these 
circumstances  the  Qorernmsnt  will  not 
press  upon  hon.  Members  representing 
Irish  constituencies  the  acoeptaaoe  of 
this  Bill  for  their  owh  country.  Let  us 
try  the  principle  in  Great  Britain  first, 
and  if  it  works  well  here,  in  happier 
times  it  may  be  extended  to  Irelaad. 

SibEIOHARD  WEBSTER:  I  have 
said  that  if  an  Amendment  is  proposed 
to  that  effect  I  will  aocept  it. 

Mk.  PIOTON  :  Then  I  have  no  mora 
to  say,  but  to  express  the  hope  that  the 
Bill  will  be  allowed  to  pass. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  For  some  years 
past  I  have  been  successful  in  prevent- 
ing the  passing  of  this  legislation,  and 
if  I  remain  in  this  House  for  50  years  I 
shall  continue  to  offer  such  a  measure 
as  this  the  strongest  opposition.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  there  le  every  pro- 
bability of  my  succeeding  in  procuring 
an  adjournment  of  this  measure.  Even 
EngllBbmen,  I  think,  will  recognize, 
when  they  think  of  French  jurispru- 
dence, that  there  would  not  be  any 
advantage  in  the  making  of  euoh  a 
ohange  as  this.  In  nine  cases  out  of  10 
our  Courts  of  Justice  would  be  changed 
into  inquisitorial  chambers.  Take  the 
case  of  the  trial  of  Pranzini  now  going 
on  in  France.  What  is  occurring  in 
that  trial  is  exactly  what  would  occur  in 
Engtish  Courts  of  Justice  if  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law  were  adopted.  Tou 
would  degrade  the  portion  of  a  Judge 
into  that  of  a  mere  Juge  tPlmtruciion. 
But,  you  vill  say,  the  prisoner  is  not 
compelled  to  give  evidence.  I  say  that 
if  he  does  not  give  evidence  comments 
will  be  made  on  the  fact  by  the  Judge, 
or  the  Crown  Proaecutor,  and  the  ques- 
tion would  be  asked,  why  does  the  pri- 
soner not  speak  F  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that,  as  a  rule,  prisonere  are  un- 
educated men,  and  that  they  are  op- 
posed by  the  greatest  intellects  at  the 
Bar — that  they  have  opposed  to  them  the 
beat  cross -examiners  in  the  whole  world. 
It  must  also  be  remembered  that  jurors 
flatter  themselves  that  they  can  seo 
through  the  deceptions  of  the  human 
mind ;  therefore,  if  a  man  refuses  to 
give  evidence  he  is  put  into  a  position  of 
comment.  There  is  one  sentence  from 
the  oonoluding  observations  of  the  Judge 
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rigbt  to  give  it,  just  in  the  same  way  as 
a  man  who  is  committed  for  trial  is  told 
tbat  he  is  at  liberty  to  make  any  state- 
ment he  chooses  to  make,  but  is 
cantioned  as  to  the  legal  effect  of  it. 
[Sir  BicHABD  Webster-  assented.]  I 
understand  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  to  assent  to  that.  If 
such  a  provision  were  inserted,  it  would 
make  a  most  advantageous  amendment 
of  our  law ;  and  I,  for  one,  would  support 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  trust 
hon.  Members  sitting  around  me  and 
representing  Ireland  will  be  content,  if 
they  think  it  right  to  their  constituents, 
to  have  Ireland  excluded  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  and  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  pass  so  far  as  the  other  portions 
of  the  ITnited  Kingdom  are  concerned. 
I  have  heard  it  suggested  that  if  they 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass,  Ireland  being 
exempted,  it  may  possibly  happen  that 
the  other  House  will  reinstate  Ireland  ; 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Qovern- 
ment,  giving  such  a  pledge  and  accept- 
ing suofa  an  Amendment  now,  would  not 
consent  to  such  a  proceeding.  I  trust 
that  on  this  question  the  Irish  Members 
will  allow  what  is  clearly  an  amend- 
ment in  English  juri^mdenoe  to   be 


Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  As  I  be- 
lieve I  moved  the  Amendment  in  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill,  which 
was  afterwards  in  an  amended  form  ac- 
cepted, permitting  criminals  to  give 
evidence,  I  desire  now  to  support  this 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Government.  9o 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  understand 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  it  does  pro- 
vide that  criminals  shall  be  adequately 
protected,  and  that  it  shall  be  clearly 
nnderstood  that  they  are  not  required  to 
give  evidence.  Still,  I  agree  that  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlangb)  is  an  exceedingly  good  one, 
and  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, or,  at  least,  to  understand  from  his 
manner,  that  he  is  willing  to  insert  some 
such  Amendment.  Now,  the  case  of 
Ireland  arises,  and  I  can  sympathize 
with  the  objections  which  are  felt  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  repreeenting  Irish  con- 
stituencies to  allow  this  Bill  to  be  ap- 
plied to  their  own  country.  Thecironm- 
stances  into  which  they  stand  are  pecu- 
liar. A  Bill  which  they  very  strongly 
oppose  is  about  to  be  passed  into  law, 
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ia  the  trial  of  Pranzini — fancy  an 
English  Judge  addressing  an  Englieli 
prisoner  In  nuch  terms! — which  merits 
attention.  The  President  of  the  Oourt 
said — "  Liflton,  Pranaini  " — think  of  an 
English  Judge  addressing  an  English 
criminal  vhose  life  may  be  at  stake  in 
snoh  a  manner.  The  President  said — 
"  Listen,  Pranzini,  I  am  going  to  leave 
you  alone  till  Monday."  The  torture 
Tas  to  be  suspended  orer  the  8abbath 
day.  There  were  12  men  who  were  to 
pronounce  upon  the  case,  but  they  were 
to  have  rest  and  repose  over  the  Sabbath 
day.  That  is  what  ooours  where  there  is 
no  political  question,  no  political  feeling, 
no  bias,  and  no  Party  interest;  where 
there  is  simply  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
an  oflieial  of  the  law  to  do  justice  between 
man  and  man.  But  what  would  be  the 
case  when,  instead  of  that,  you  bad 
some  political  consideration  raised,  per- 
haps when  the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  or 
perhaps  when  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
iras  under  discussion,  when  it  was  a 
question  of  the  rents  of  tenants.  I  may 
be  told  that  you  are  only  applying  this 
change  of  the  law  to  Eagland.  If  you 
apply  it  to  England,  that  will  be  a  very 

Sod  reason  for  applying  it  to  Ireland. 
1679  Lord  Cross  promised  us  an 
Amendment  on  the  question  of  appeal^ 
promised  us  that  no  person  shonld  be 
sentenced  at  Petty  Sessions  to  a  single 
day's  imprisonment  without  the  right  of 
appeal.  Why  have  no  English  Gentle- 
men brought  in  a  Bill  to  give  us  the 
benefit  of  that  English  law  ;  and  why, 
when  the  Irish  Secretary  promised  it, 
did  he,  when  some  hon.  Oeotleman 
wrote  to  1%«  Timtt  upon  the  point,  recede 
&om  his  promise  ?  I  say  that  this  Bill 
puts  a  prisoner  in  England,  even  in  cases 
where  there  ia  no  question  of  politics,  in 
a  hopeless,  in  an  unfortunate,  position  ; 
and  in  Ireland  a  prisoner's  position 
would  be  hopeless  in  the  extreme.  The 
hon.  Memb6rforSouthTyrone(Mr.T.'W. 
Bussell)  is  always  boasting  that  he  was 
one  of  the  men  who  tried  the  agrarian 
prisoners  in  1882-3.  Would  it  not  be  a 
frightful  thing  if  I  or  my  Colleagues 
were  to  be  tried  by  jurors  of  such  a  de- 
Bcription;  and  if,  in  addition,  we  were 
to  have  men  bullyi&g  us  from  the  Bench 
by  saying—"  Ton  know  the  evidence  is 
against  you ;  answer  me  this  question." 
And  then  you  would  have  the  prose- 
cuting counsel,  paid  ont  of  the  money  of 
the  taxpayers,  aOowed  to  insultyou  under 
Mr.  T.  31.  M*al]/ 


the  tegis  of  the  Bench.  We  know  what 
the  Irish  juries  have  come  to  be  in  such 
a  system  of  select  juries;  weknowwhat 
to  expect  in  a  oonnty  like  Kerry,  where, 
with  a  population  of  250,000,  you  have 
only  100  special  jurors.  If  this  Bill 
was  brought  from  the  Lords  on  the 
7th  of  March,  where  has  it  been  all  this 
time?  By  an  arrangement  which  I  do 
not  care  to  characterise  the  Qovernment, 
at  an  early  hour  on  Saturday  morning, 
obtained  the  first  reading  of  this  Bill, 
Kemember  that  this  Bill  was  brought 
doivn  from  the  Lords  on  the  7th  of 
March;  you  had  all  April,  May, 
June,  and  July  for  the  passage  of  this 
Bill ;  but  you  have  not  chosen  to  bring 
it  forward  until  now,  and  in  order  to 
prevent  its  being  blocked  you  put  it 
down  in  a  workmanlike  manner  for 
Monday.  I  consider  that  is  not  fair  ^ay 
to  hon.  Members  of  this  House.  The 
Ooverument  seem  to  consider  them- 
selves very  clever  in  preventing  the 
operation  of  the  block;  but  the  block 
was  provided  as  a  prateotioa  against 
hasty  legislation — as  a  means  of  pro- 
viding ^at  the  Government  may  have 
time  to  consider  the  exact  meaning  of 
proposals  made  in  the  House.  This  Bill 
has  been  brought  in  frequently.  I  re- 
member that  when  I  was  in  gaol  in 
Kiohmond  I  spent  many  weary  hours  in 
drafting  Amendments  to  it.  Itmaybe 
said  that  in  a  normal  state  of  affairs  in 
a  country  a  Bill  of  this  kind  can  do  no 
harm;  but  you  had  1800  years  of  the 
present  system.  Well,  in  the  Reign  of 
Charles  II.  prisoners  were  interrogated. 
But  read  the  accounts  of  the  trials.  Are 
the  proceedings  at  those  trials  such  that 
you  would  like  to  recur  to  them?  Would 
you  like  to  revert  to  such  trials  as  those 
vhich  were  conducted  by  Jetfreys  and 
Scroggs?  I  say  that  the  English  people 
should  be  careful  of  their  liberties;  they 
have  maintained  tboir  liberties  by  being 
careful  of  thorn  and  by  not  adopting 
hasty  changes.  You  are  proposing  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  interrogating  pri- 
soners at  a  time  when  the  French  them- 
selves are  thinking  of  abandoning  it. 
For  years  it  has  been  the  subject  ol'  de- 
bate on  the  part  of  those  who  are  inte- 
rested in  the  question  of  legal  adminis- 
tration in  France,  whether  the  system  of 
interrogating  prisoners  ia  not  most  mis- 
chievous. Why  introduce  such  a  system 
here  ?  Ton  have  a  fair  system  of  trial; 
you  have  a  Judicial  Bdnch  iu  which  you 
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have  oonGdBiice  ;  you  have  jurors  who 
cannot  be  prejudiced  against  prisonere, 
beoauae  tbey  bare  everything  in  com- 
moa  with  the  priaonera,  so  far  ae  race 
and  nation  is  oonoemed.  I  tbink  it 
vould  be  a  baaty  step  for  this  House  to 
adopt  a  measure  of  this  kind,  simply  be< 
cause  Her  Uajeety's  GoTemmeot  ask 
for  it  OD  the  recommendatioa  of  the 
Judges.  This  country  owes  notblng,  so 
far  as  liberty  is  conoeraed,  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Judges;  they  have  opposed  every 
reform  of  the  Criminal  Law  ;  tbey  op- 
posed the  abolition  of  banging  and  long 
periods  of  penal  servitude.  Their  ideas 
are  not  the  ideas  which  generally  pre- 
vail among  the  people  at  large,  and  I 
am  in  favour  of  legislating  according  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  multitude  at 
large.  There  may  be,  of  course,  indi- 
vidual gentlemen  of  high  position  who 
have  more  brains  than  the  whole  of  us 
put  together  ;  but  I  prefer  to  trust  to  the 
common  sense  of  the  English  people. 
The  English  people  have  approved  of 
the  present  system  of  criminal  proce- 
dure, and  I  do  not  think  that  this  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  appointing  such  a 
change  ought  to  be  rushed  through  in 
this  way.  I  do  not  think  it  is  honest  or 
fair  to  attempt  to  buy  off  the  opposition 
of  the  Irish  Members  by  stating  that 
the  Bill  shall  only  apply  to  England. 
If  the  principle  is  good  for  England,  it 
ought  to  be  good  for  Ireland.  Under 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  Bill  has 
been  hurried  forward,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeetion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  T.  M.  mats,.) 

Snt  HENEY  JAMES  (Bnir,  Lanca- 
shire) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
asked  why  this  measure  should  be  intro' 
duced?  The  object  of  introducing  it  ii 
to  secure  the  acquittal  of  innocent  per- 
sons. That  is  the  whole  object  which 
we  who  supported  the  Bill  in  past  times 
had  in  view.  I  care  very  little  whether 
it  will  secure  the  conviction  of  more 
guilty  persons  or  not ;  but  I  know  it  will 
secure  the  acquittal  of  innocent  persons. 
I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  House  by 
wading  through  the  list  of  authorities 
in  support  of  this  measure.  It  has  been 
before  the  House  since  1873,  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  adopted  in  a  Ckm- 
servatire  Honae  of  Oommoiu  by  more 


than  two  to  one,  and  we  have  never 
been  allowed  to  pass  the  Bill,  partly  on 
account  of  the  oppositiou  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long* 
ford  and  those  who  act  with  him.  The 
French  system  is  not  attempted  to  be 
followed. 

Mb.  S^IAKEB:  The  right  Ihon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  not  speaking 

the  Motion  for  the  adjournment. 

8m  HENBT  JAMES  :  Ibegpardon, 
Mr.  Speaker.  It  had  escaped  me  that 
that  is  the  Qaestion  before  the  House. 
I  will  only  beg  of  hon.  Members  to 
allow  us  to  proceed  with  the  debate. 

Question  put. 

The  House  (/iruM: — Ayes  74;  Noes 
208 :  Majority  134.— (Div.  List,  No.  293.) 
[1.10  A.M.1 

Original  Qoestioa  again  proposed. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
think  this  hour  of  the  morning  (1.20)  is 
scarcely  suitable  for  introducing  an  im- 
portant modiQcation  into  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  country ;  beaides.  we  should 
remember  that  by  those  New  Bules, 
which  are  to  make  the  procedure  of  this 
House  so  perfect,  the  time  of  adjourn- 
ment has  been  fised  at  12  o'clock.  I 
hope,  having  regard  to  the  importance 
of  the  question,  and  to  the  fact  that  we 
only  received  a  copy  of  the  Bill  this 
morning,  the  Government  will  see  the 

fropriety    of    adjourning    the    debate, 
beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adlou^l."— 
(J/r.  JfaP  JV«V/.) 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  tlie 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  and  also  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Ei chard  Webster), 
and  everyone  present  who  considers  the 
matter,  will  be  able  to  see  that  it  is  too 
late  an  hour  at  which  to  spring  this  pro- 
posal  upon  the  House.  The  Bill  was 
passed  through  the  House  of  Lords  in 
the  month  of  March  last,  and  no  notice 
of  it  was  taksn  by  the  Government  until 
Thursday  last.  I  may  also  mentiontbat 
no  Notice  was  put  upon  the  Paper  when 
the  Bill  was  going  to  be  read  the  first 
time,  and  that  is  a  point  on  which  I  shall 
be  glad  to  receive  some  explanation  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    The 
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hon.  and  learned  Oentlemnn  probably 
knew  that  my  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  lifember  for  North  Longford  would 
block  the  Bill,  and  he  was,  no  doabt, 
afraid  on  that  account  to  put  the  Notice 
OD  the  Paper.  If  I  am  right  in  m; 
supposition,  I  say  thaf  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ought  to  be  above 
anything  of  that  sort.  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  say  and  to 
prove  that  the  Bill  was  not  brought 
forward  in  an  unworthy  way;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  this  was  not  to  prevent  the 
legitimate  opposition  of  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  If  this  Bill 
is  intended  to  be  vhat  it  professes — 
namely,  a  serious  measure  of  remedial 
legislation — I  say  that  to  make  it  com- 
plete it  should  have  come  before  the 
House  earlier  in  the  Session,  and  at  a 
more  fitting  hour  than  the  present. 

Sib  BICHABD  WEBSTER:  I  can 
only  eay,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  eat  down,  that  if,  tu  bring- 
ing this  Bill  before  the  House,  I  have 
been  governed  by  the  desire  to  prevent 
unnecessary  opposition,  I  have,  at  any 
rate,  not  succeeded  in  doiog  so.  With 
regard  to  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
I  can  only  sa;  that  the  Bill  baa  been 
before  the  country  for  a  very  consider- 
able time,  and  that  in  the  minds  of  those 
well  acquainted  with  the  position  of  the 
Criming  Law  the  subject  is  one  that  is 
ripe  for  decision.  The  Bill  has  met 
with  the  general  approval  of  the  Legal 
Profession ;  and  I,  therefore,  protest 
against  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

pE.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I  support 
this  Bill  in  principle  as  applied  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland ;  but  I  point  out  that 
it  was  only  printed  this  morning,  aud  I 
am,  therefore,  in  favour  of  adjournment 
until  to-morrow,  in  order  that  we  may 
have  time  for  consideration.  I  support 
this  coarse,  having  regard  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  House,  and  not  out  of 
opposition  to  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
valuable  measure. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny.  8.) :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Oeneral  has 
not  stated  the  reason  why  it  was  that 
this  Bill  did  not  make  its  appearance 
before  last  Saturday. 

8m  EICHAHD  WEBSTER:  The 
reason  for  the  delay  was  the  pressure  of 
Business.  I  expressed  my  deeire  to 
bring  this  Bill  forward  earlier  in  the 
Session ;  but,  on  consideration,  it  was 
Lr.  Tmiut 
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thought  desirable  to  bring  it  forward  at 
a  time  when  there  was  a  prospect  of  ita 
being  carried  through. 

Me.  chance  :  The  hon.  and  leamod 
Gentleman  had  ample  knowledge  of  the 
fact  that  the  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
bitterly  contested  by  us ;  because  he  stud 
that  the  Bill  had  been  produced  eight 
or  10  times,  and  that  it  had  not  been 
carried  into  law  owing  to  the  opposition 
which  existed.  It  is  under  those  circnm- 
stancee  that  he  considers  this  a  reason- 
able opportunity  to  bring  in  the  Bill, 
and  to  put  it  down  in  a  way  which 
evades  the  block  which  we  are  entitled 
to  place  upon  it.  All  I  can  say  Is  that, 
taking  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's definition  of  "a  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity," we  shall  contest  the  Bill  aslon^ 
as  we  can,  and  he  may  find  that  the  dis- 
cussion may  occupy  a  great  many  more 
hours  than  will  be  agreeable  to  him. 

Me.  LOCKWOOD  (York):  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  in  favour  of  the 
withdrawal  of  opposition  to  the  Bill  od 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  I  understand  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  to  have  given 
a  guarantee  that  he  would  exclude  Ire- 
land  from  the  operation  of  the  measure. 
I  believe  this  is  a  Bill  which,  in  its 
operation,  will  tend  more  to  the  ac- 
quittal of  innocent  men  than  to  the  con- 
viction of  the  guilty.  I  hope  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  their  way  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time  to-night,  so  far 
as  this  country  is  concerned. 

Ma.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
regret  that  the  appeal  which  the  hoa. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Lockwood)  has  made  to  us  is  one  to 
which  weoannot  accede,  because  we  feel 
satisfied  that,  if  the  Bill  wore  passed  for 
England,  it  would  in  a  very  short  time 
be  applied  to  Ireland.  That  would  be 
the  inevitable  result;  and  when  «e  pro- 
ceed to  reei at  the  introduction  of  a  BUI 
for  Ireland  we  shall  be  charged  with 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  and  re- 
sisting a  proposal  which  is  already  the 
law  in  England,  and  to  which  there 
ought  to  be  no  objection  so  far  as  Ire- 
land is  concerned.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  has  reason  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  of  the  some- 
what peculiar  oircnmetancea  in  which 
this  Bill  comes  before  us.  He  has  told 
us  that  the  reason  why  this  Bill  was  not 
issued  before  was,  that  there  woe  no 
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reasonable  opportunity  of  diBOuaeiiig  it 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session.  That 
is,  of  course,  true ;  but  it  does  not  fur- 
nish the  slightest  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  not  hare  been  issued  to  Members, 
and  wh;  vre  should  not  have  had  some 
notice  of  a  measure  which  proposes  so 
radical  and  organic  a  change  in  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  made  that  point  clear,  neither  do  I 
think  he  has  siven  ua  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation of  ue  reabon  why — although, 
no  doubt,  he  had  the  best  motires— he 
BO  fixed  the  date  of  the  second  reading 
that  it  came  on  at  a  time  when  there 
was  no  opportunity  of  our  putting  down 
Notice  of  opposition.  Xow,  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  there  has  been,  in  the  course 
of  this  Session,  a  matter  to  which  the 
half-past  1 2  o'clock  Bole  ought  to  apply, 
it  is  a  Bill  to  enable  prisoners  to  be  ex- 
amined. There  are  many  reasons  why 
we  should  not  proceed  further  with  this 
discussion  to-ntght,  and  one  of  them  is 
that  we  have  not  had  euitable  oppor- 
tunities of  considertDg  the  Bill  in  its 
present  form;  and  it  is  no  answer  to 
that  argument  to  say  that  the  Bill  has 
been  brought  forward  in  previous  Par- 
liaments. There  are  many  here  who 
were  not  Members  of  the  House  in 
former  Parliaments ;  and,  that  being  so, 
it  is  a  strong  argument  in  favour  of  a 
reasonable  period  bein^  given  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  oeforo  it  be- 
'  comes  law.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  whether  they  think  one 
day  is  sufficient  time  to  have  elapsed 
since  the  Bill  was  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Hembsrs  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  grefit  powers  of  assertion ;  out  I 
do  not  think  any  one  of  them  will  say 
that  we  ought  to  be  asked  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time  on  so  short  a  notice. 
There  is  no  reason  why  that  course 
should  be  taken,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Sill  passed  in  "  another 
place  "  so  long  as  four  months  ago ;  nor 
can  there  be  any  pretence  for  saying  that 
it  was  not  open  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  to  bring  it  into  this 
House  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  thU  Bill  is  as 
important  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  alleges  it  to  be,  I  am 
■nrprised  that  during  the  last  four 
months  no  attempt  whatever  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  aod  learned  Attorney 
Qeaeral  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 


to  give  prisoners  an  earlier  opportunity 
of  escaping  unjust  sentences  by  sub- 
mitting to  examination.  We  aak  for  a 
little  more  time  to  read  a  Bill  which  was 
only  circulated  this  morning ;  and  I  say 
that  it  is  monstrous  that  a  Bill  of  this 
immense  importance,  which  practically 
was  only  ready  this  morning,  should  be 
read  a  second  time  to-night.  As  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  we  shall  maintain  our 
opposition  to  this  Bill.  We  have  a  duty 
to  do,  and  we  shall  perform  that  duty 
notwithstanding  the  attitude  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  Bill  has  been 
before  the  country  for  a  considerable 
time,  no  doubt ;  but  serious  changes 
have  been  made  in  it,  and  I  say  that  in 
many  respects  it  is  a  diCTerent  Bill  altO' 
gether  from  that  which  was  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Lords  in  previous  Ses- 
sions. It  is  true  thatthe  differences  are 
not  of  a  remarkable  character,  but  there 
are  many  of  them. 

Ba  EIOHAED  WEBSTER:  I  rise 
to  sa^  that  if  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  IS  agreed  to,  we  shall  be  ready  to 
postpone  the  Committee  stage  for  a 
week,  which  will  give  hon.  Members 
ample  time  for  considering  the  measure. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  But  we  want 
tbe  second  reading  postponed.  We  do 
not  want  to  give  any  stage  if  we  can 
possibly  help  it.  It  is  most  unreason- 
able that  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
should  be  snatched  in  the  wayproposed. 
If  you  think  you  have  the  great  power 
which  you  have  enforced  against  us  on 
previoas  occasions  enforce  it  now.  Let 
us  see  whether  you  have  got  your  200. 

Questioa  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  52 ;  Noes 
201 :  Majority  149.— (Div.  List,  No. 
254.)  [1.40  A.if.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire] :  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  any 
use  discussing  this  matter  further  now  if 
hon.  Members  are  disinclined  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  question ;  but  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  make 
a  few  observations  in  respeot  to  the  Bill 
with  the  view  of  showing  the  advantages 
which  will  accrue  from  the  passing  ofit. 
When  the  Explosives  Act  was  intro- 
duced by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  a 
clause  was  inserted  givinga  prisoner  the 
right  to  be  examined.  Within  a  very 
few  months  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  a 
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man  was  cliarged  with  having  been 
guilt;  or  an  offence  under  the  Act.  That 
man  would  have  been  convicted,  and 
would  have  been  now  undergoing  penal 
Bervitude,  if  he  had  not  been  able  to  tell 
bis  own  tale.  Again,  in  IS85,  we  passed 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  and 
in  opposition  to  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives  we  allowed  persons  charged  under 
that  Act  to  give  evidence.  I  do  not 
exaggerate  when  I  aay  that  many  inno- 
cent persons  have  beea  acquitted  in 
consequence  of  having  been  able  to  give 
evidence  on  their  own  behalf.  My  hon. 
and  learned  I'riend  the  Member  for 
York  (Mr,  Lock  wood)  defended  a 
prisouer  who  would  have  been  convicted 
and  sent  to  penal  servitude  for  many 
years  if  he  had  not  been  able  to  go  into 
the  witness-box  and  tell  his  own  tale. 
And  now  we  are  in  this  position.  [An 
hon.  Mrmber:  That  is  all  in  Eng- 
land ?  J  I  am  speaking  of  England  ;  I 
am  asking  for  the  acquittal  of  innocent 
Englishmen,  to  whom  alone  this  Bill  is 
to  apply,  and  we  cannot  allow  inno- 
cent Englishmen  to  be  convicted  because 
Irish  Members  think  that  at  some  future 
time  the  operation  of  this  Bill  will  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  Under  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  Act  prisoners 
charged  with  minor  offences  are  able  to 
tell  their  own  tale,  and  undoubtedly 
innocent  men  in  oonaequence  have  been 
acquitted.  On  the  other  hand,  I  believe 
that  many  innocent  men  have  been 
convicted  of  the  major  offence  because 
they  have  not  been  allowed  to  eive 
evidence ;  and  I  beg  of  Irish  Members 
not  to  run  counter  to  the  testimony 
of  persons,  be  they  Judges,  counsel,  or 
whoever  they  may  be,  who  know  that 
the  innocent  are  frequently  convicted 
solely  because  they  have  not  the  power 
ofstating  their  own  case.  There  could  be 
no  abuse  of  this  system.  It  has  been  de- 
monstrated that  this  is  a  great  and  neces- 
sary change  which  will  be  adopted,  and 
must  be  adopted,  because  the  public  de- 
mand it.  I  do  not  know  what  course  the 
Q-evemment  intend  to  take ;  but  I  think 
this  is  a  great  measure  of  justice  which 
is  being  refused  only  by  those  to  whom 
there  is  no  desire  to  apply  it. 

Mr.  CHAKCE  (Kilkenny,  8.):  We 
fully  expected  to  hear  the  eloquent  appeal 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James).  He  belongs  to  what  is  called  the 
legitimate  Opposition,  which  signalizes 
Sir  fftnr;/  Jarntt 


itself  in  supporting  all  measures  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  be  those  mea- 
sures conformable  to  fheir  former  views 
or  not.  We  have  been  told  that  in 
every  Statute  creating  new  offences 
power  has  been  giveu  to  the  prisoner  to 
tell  his  own  tale.  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  forget  the  Coer- 
cion Bill,  which  he  has  so  ardently  sup- 
ported for  the  last  few  months? 

Sir  henry  JAMES  :  There  is  no 
new  o£Fence  created  by  that  Bill. 

Me.  CHANCE:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  been  supporting 
thatBill  Boardently  that  he  has  forgotten 
the  admission  made  upon  the  Treasury 
Beach.  He  says  that  there  are  no  new 
offences  created  by  the  CoercionAct;  but 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  who  is  now  a 
Judge,  are  on  record  in  Ilaiwtrd,  and  in 
the  pages  of  The  Times  newspaper.  They 
have  been  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  no  denial  of 
those  words  has  come  from  the  learned 
Judge  who  is  alleged  to  have  used  them. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bury  makes  an 
eloquent  appeal  that  innocent  English- 
men should  not  be  convicted ;  he  seems 
to  forget  that  an  equally  eloquent  appeal 
was  necessary  in  regard  to  Innocent 
Irishmen.  Ke  is  so  anxious  that  justice 
should  be  done  that  he  found  it  perfectly 
consistent  with  justice  to  vote  in  favour  - 
of  sending  us  to  packed  juries  oE 
Northern  Orangemen  and  to  special 
Courts  of  two  Besident  Magistrates. 

Mb.  SPEAXEB:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  speaking  to  the  Questioa 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  Very  well;  I  will 
confine  myself  to  the  question  of  the 
Bill  itself.  We  have  been  told  there  is 
a  strong  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
There  is,  undoubtedly,  such  a  feeling  on 
the  part  of  English  Members  ;  but  it  is 
not  our  fault  if  we  cannot  give  effect  to 
that  opinion.  We  have  been  told  that 
a  pledge  has  been  given  that  Ireland 
win  not  be  included  in  the  Bill.  Now, 
I  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  very  careful  and  technical  phraseo- 
logy in  which  that  pledge  was  given  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Eichard  Webster).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  "  he  would  not 
insist  that  Ireland  should  be  included  in 
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the  Bill."  Sucli  are  the  words  of  his 
pledge.  '..There  is  nothiog  to  prevent  the 
other  House  resolving  that  Iraland  shall 
bo  included — there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent the  UnioniBt  m^'oritj  insisting 
upon  the  inclusion  of  Ireland.  There 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  accept  a 
pledge  of  this  oharaoter.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Attorney  General  for  England 
vonld  da  everything  he  could  to  carry 
ODt  every  pledge  he  gave ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  he  cannot  bind  the 
other  Uembers  of  the  Government.  We 
have  had  very  good  reason  to  distrust 
Members  of  the  Government.  I  recollect 
a  pledge  was  given  by  a  certain  promi- 
nent Member  of  the  Government  last 
year  in  respect  to  a  measure,  and  that 
there  was  an  attempt  to  break  that 
pledge.  It  was  only  by  a  majority  of 
two  that  we  were  enabled  to  force  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  whom  I  am 
speaking  to  ke»)  hia  pledge.  What  is 
the  provision  of  this  Bill  ?  I  assume  it 
is  now  in  Order  to  discuss  the  Bill,  We 
must  deal  with  this  Bill  as  one  which 
must  be  applied  to  Ireland,  either  by 
the  action  of  "another  place,"  or  by 
the  action  of  the  Unionist  majority,  of 
which  we  hear  so  much.  What  is  it  ? 
We  are  told  in  the  most  bland  terms  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
that  it  is  a  Bill  to  enable  prisoners  to 
give  evidence.  I  deny  that  most  emphati- 
cally. It  is  a  Bill  to  enable  Judges  and 
juries  to  convict  prisoners  when  they  re- 
fuse to  come  forward  and  subject  them- 
selves to  cross-examination  by  lawyers 
who  are  thought  best  worthy  to  be  re- 
tained by  the  Orown,  and  by  Judges 
who  have  been  promoted  for  meir  poli- 
tical services.  Under  Section  5  of  this 
Bill,  not  only  can  witnesses  be  examined 
as  to  the  precise  crime  a  prisoner  has 
committed,  but  can  be  examined  as  to 
the  whole  past  life  of  the  prisoner.  We 
are  asked  why  we  should  not  have 
equality  of  law,  and  why  we  should  not 
have  this  Bill  enforced  by  Irish  Judges 
and  juries.  We  are  asked  to  assume 
that  Irish  Judges  are  moi>t  capable  offi- 
cials;  but  that  has  not  always  been  the 
case  with  English  Judges.  When  a 
certain  Bill  of  a  permanent  character 
becomes  law,  there  is  no  reason  that  we 
should  not  assume  that  the  character  of 
Irish  Judges  may  not  change.  In  addi- 
tion to  that,  we  object  to  auow  our  pri- 
soners to  make  their  case  before  juries 
in  Ireland,  who  are  ready  to  convict 


them  under  any  circumstances.  Sir,  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  allow  this  Bill  to 
pass.  We  are  told  that  in  certain  other 
Statutes  powers  of  this  character  have 
been  inserted.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
very  reasonable  thing  if  it  was  neces- 
sary to  insert  such  powers  in  respect  to 
certain  offences  to  do  so ;  and,  following 
that  example,  I  do  not  see  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  in  this  BUI  specify 
the  offences  as  to  which  prisoners  could 
be  examined.  They  make  a  change 
which  will  apply  to  political  offences, 
to  the  Law  of  Gonspirscy,  for  instance, 
and  then  we  are  asked  to  allow  this  Bill 
to  pass  in  order  that  in  the  near  future 
it  may  be  applied  to  Ireland.  This  Bill 
should  be  called  Coercion  Bill  No.  2. 
We  would  meet  it  then,  and  understand 
it.  This  Bill  brought  in,  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  was,  lying  for  four  months 
in  the  pocket  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  and  then  hurriedly 
introduced  on  a  Saturday  morning  when 
there  is  not  even  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  passing  it,  will  receive  the  most 
strenuous  opposition  we  can  possibly 
give  to  it. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  do 
not  rise  to  prolong  this  discussion,  but 
to  join  in  the  appeal  made  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  not  to  continue  their 
opposition.  Whatever  remarks  may  be 
made  as  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James),  they  do  not  apply  to  me. 
I  have  been  witling  to  give  the  Irish 
Home  Rule,  and  I  ask  that  in  return 
they  should  give  us  a  little  Home  Rule 
tor  England.  If  the  Bill  were  to  apply 
to  Ireland,  I  could  see  there  would  be 
many  objections  to  it;  but  as  an  express 
pledge  has  been  given  that  the  Bill 
shall  be  confined  to  England  and  Soot- 
land,  and  as  the  Bill  is  intended  merely 
to  complete  the  change  or  reform  in  the 
Law  of  Evidence,  which  has  been  carried 
on  for  50  years  past,  I  join  very 
strongly  and  eamesuy  in  the  appeal  to 
the  Iri^  Members  that  they  will  allow 
this  Bill  to  proceed. 

Mb.  BRTN  ROBERTS  (Oamar- 
Tonshire,  Eifion) :  If  the  Bill  would 
only  have  the  effect  of  securing  the  ao< 
quittal  of  innocent  persons,  or  securing 
tne  conviction  of  guilty  persons,  it  would 
have  my  most  hearty  support ;  but  I  am 
afraid,  in  a  great  number  of  oases,  it 
will  not  tend  to  secure  either  one  or  the 
other,  but  will   tend  to  increase,  to  a 
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frightrul  extent,  the  crime  of  perjury. 
I  believe  there  is  considerable  nusap- 
prehension  aa  to  the  reaaon  why  the 

itrinciple  of  law  was  originally  estab- 
ished.  It  is  generally  thought  it  waa 
eatabliahed  out  of  some  sort  of  concession 
for  a  guilty  person.  It  haa  been  held  that 
a  guilty  person  ought  to  be  compelled  to 
gire  evidence.  If  you  could  secure  that 
a  guilty  man  would  be  compelled  to  give 
eridenoe  convictiog  himself  I  would 
earnestly  support  the  Bill;  but  that 
you  can  never  secure.  You  can  secure, 
paseibly,  that  a  man  shall  beaworn  ;  but 
you  cannot  secure  that  he  will  give  evi- 
dence convicting  himself.  In  99  caaea 
out  of  every  100  a  guilty  man  will  swear 
he  is  innocent,  and  that  is  the  great 
miaohief  of  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
Picton)  showed  great  aosietr  that  pri- 
sonere  should  not  be  compelled  to  give 
evidence.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
went  furtber,  and  said  that  a  prisoner 
ahould  be  Informed  that  it  was  not  com- 
pulaory  that  he  should  give  evidence. 
But  the  nature  of  things  will  oblige  him 
to  give  evidence,  because  if  a  man 
charged  with  a  crime  does  not  go  into 
the  witness-box,  or  present  hims^ftobe 
sworn  iu  order  to  deny  the  crime,  bis 
action  will  be  taken  as  an  admission  of 
guilt.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  cose  which  took  place  a  short  time 
ago.  It  is  well  known  that  in  all 
divorce  cases  the  co-respondent  may  give 
evidence,  and  we  know  that  in  a  cele- 
brated case  the  co-respondent  did  not 
evidence,  because  it  was  considered  it 
was  not  necessary,  the  legal  case  against 
him  having  failed.  There  was  such  an 
outcry  that  the  co-respondent  moved  the 
Queeu'e  Proctor  to  get  the  case  re-heard 
in  order  that  he  might  go  into  the  box. 
When  he  was  in  the  box  giving  his  evi- 
dence on  the  second  occasion,  he  was 
asked  why  he  did  not  give  evidence 
when  the  case  was  last  heard,  and  he 
said — 


foroed  him  to  the  action  be  had  taken. 
Now,  that  will  apply  with  ten-fold  force 
a^^ainat  every  person  who  is  charged 
with  disgraceful  crime.  Most  of 
these  statute  -  made  offences  are  not 
offences  which  bear  with  then  any  great 
moral  condemnation.  [Sir  Bichabd 
Mr.  Bryn  RoherU 


Websteb:  Assaults  upon  children. J 
That,  of  course,  does  not  come  withia 
my  argument.  In  all  cases  which  par- 
take of  a  civil  nature,  or  in  all  cases 
where  a  person  may  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  tell  the  truth,  even  at  the  risk 
of  his  own  conviction,  it  is  desirable  to 
allow  accused  persons  to  give  evidence ; 
but  in  all  coses  of  serious  crime  it  will 
be  found  that  guilty  men  will  swear 
they  are  innocent.  The  whole  principle 
of  law  has  been  to  prevent  a  constant 
repetition  of  perjury.  I  should  prefer 
that  there  should  be  some  opportunity 
given  to  a  prisoner  of  making  a  state- 
ment,  and  I  believe  that  tlut  is  the 
practice  which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice.  I  believe  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  allows  counsel  to  state  that 
his  instructions  are  so  and  so,  and  thus 
to  give  the  prieoner'B  account  of  ths 
occurrence.  I  think  something  of  tha 
kind  would  be  far  preferable.  It  would 
secure  all  that  is  desired  for  the  protec- 
tion  of  the  guiltless,  and  would  not 
secure  the  multiplication  of  crimes  of 
perjury. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne):  I  am  far  &om  wishing  to  ob- 
struct this  measure,  and  I  hope  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
(Sir  Kichard  Webster)  will  not  accuse 
me,  as  he  has  accused  others  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  of  being  deeirous 
of  chatructing  the  Bill.  I  think  the 
speech  we  have  just  heard  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Eifion  Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr. 
Bryn  Boberts)  shows  there  is  by  no 
means  unanimous  feeling  about  this 
measure  which  we  have  been  given  to 
understand  exists,  and  I  advance  that 
as  a  plea  for  greater  delay.  I  have 
not  gone  very  deeply  into  the  matter, 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  wish  to  dis* 
course  upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  iu  the  course  of 
what  professional  experience  I  have  had 
I  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  against 
the  proposal  contained  in  this  mea- 
sure. My  experience,  at  any  rate, 
is  that  while  most  people  would  be 
in  favour,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  said,  of  allowing  the  pri- 
soner to  make  a  statement,  or  of 
allowing  bis  counsel  to  make  a  state- 
ment on  his  behalf,  there  is  a  very  neat  % 
diversity  of  opinion,  notonly  in  the  Pro- 
fession, but  also  among  laymen  in  the 
country,  as  to   the  propriety  of  allow- 
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iDg  prisoners  to  be  put  into  the  box  tc 
be  subjected  to  a  cross- examination, 
whicb  certain  bullies  in  ctobb- examina- 
tion know  so  vol!  hov  to  apply  to  the 
discomfiture  of  innocent  men.  I  appeal 
to  the  Qorernment  to  allow  us  a  little 
more  delay.  I  bare  not  seen  the  Bill. 
It  was  not  amongst  my  Parliamentary 
Papers  this  morning,  and  I  knew 
nothing,  until  I  came  down  this  even- 
ing, about  the  measure  being  on  for 
discussion.  It  is  perfectly  impossible 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  give  any  atten- 
tion to  the  principle  or  the  details  of 
this  measure  in  the  course  of  a  day. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  a  great 
many  Members  go  out  of  town  on  the 
Saturday  and  oidy  return  on  the  Mon- 
day afternoon  in  order  to  take  their 
places  in  the  House,  That  being  eo,  I 
thinkthereis  an  additional  reason  why  we 
should  be  granted  a  little  further  time. 
I  do  not  impute  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  anything  of  the  nature 
of  a  trick.  I  have  always  found  him 
straightforward,  and  above  anything  of 
the  Mnd ;  but  I  do  observe  that  there 
is  a  difference  between  the  practice 
which  has  been  insisted  upon  in  other 
cases,  and  that  which  has  been  adopted 
in  this  case.  I  could  recall  instances  in 
which  we  have  been  refused  a  second 
reading  even  of  very  insignificant  mea- 
sures at  so  short  a  notice  as  this.  I 
could  recall  instances  in  which  we  have 
been  actually  debarred  from  bringing 
forward  measures  which  may  be  of  im- 
portance to  us — although,  perhaps,  not 
of  Imperial  importance — simply  because 
sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  between 
the  printing  of  the  Bill  and  the  second 
reading.     In  a  case  of  this  importance 
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of  the  convenience  of  hon.  Members  as 
we  ought  to  be  in  small  matters;  and,  as 
I  have  said  before,  while  I  am  very  far 
from  desiring  in  any  sense  to  obstruct 
the  measure,  I  do  think  it  is  only  fair 
to  allow  us  to  have  another  night— say 
until  Thursday  night— in  order  to  make 
ourselves  more  acquainted  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  BiU.  The  fact  which  has 
been  relied  upon  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite — namely  that  this  Bill  has 
been  before  the  House  of  Oommona  on 
former  occasions — does  not  apply  to  us. 
"Wo  were  not  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons — at  least  most  of  us — when 
this  Bill  was  last  considered.  I  am  not 
awaie  thftt  the  Bill  was  before  the  last 


House  of  Commons— certainly,  I  never 
saw  it.  We  never  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  it ;  and  I  maintain  that 
what  happened  in  former  years  cannot 
be  said  in  any  way  to  be  a  valid  reason 
why  we  should  not  have  sufficient  time 
— I  do  not  say  more  than  sufficient 
time — to  consider  the  bearing  of  this 
great  and  novel  principle  which  it  is 
sought  to  introduce  into  our  criminal 
procedure.  A  variety  of  suggestions 
have  been  made  this  evening  which  I 
do  not  think  unreaaonable.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  the  scope  of  this  measure 
should  be  confined  to  certain  offences. 
That  is  a  consideration  which  I  think 
may  well  weigh  with  the  Qovernment. 
Having  regard  to  the  hour  at  which  we 
have  arrived,  and  having  regard  to  the 
very  strong  reasons  which  have  been 
urged  by  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  in 
favour  of  their  contention  that  this  Bill 
should  not  pass,  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
and  reasonable  that  we  should  now  ad- 
journ this  discussion,  and  be  allowed  to 
get  away  for  some  little  though  much- 
needed  rest.  I,  therefore,  Sir,  shall, 
without  the  slightest  wish  to  obstruct 
the  measure,  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  And  I  hope,  considering 
the  difference  of  opinion  which  exists 
amongst  hon.  Members  upon  this  sub- 
ject, the  Government  will  not  resist  my 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  bs  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Conybeare.) 

Sm  BIOHARD  WEBSTEE:  Of 
course,  I  shall  not  oppose  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  I 
deeply  regret  these  proceedings  should 
have  taken  place  to-night  with  regard 
to  this  measure.  I  feel  I  am  justifi^  in 
saying  that  the  opposition  to  this  mea- 
sure nas  not  proceeded  from  ojiyhond 
fide  reason.  I  nave  never  in  this  House 
brought  a  charge  of  obstruction  against 
anybody,  except  when  I  felt  the  pro- 
ceedings were  such  as  called  for  some 
criticism  or  comment  of  the  kind.  Every 
English  Member,  and,  I  believe,  every 
other  Member,  who  has  studied  the  sub- 
ject at  all,  knows  what  the  feeling  of 
the  country  with  regard  to  this  matter 
is.  I  have  received  numerous  appeals 
upon  this  subject,  and  I  do  trust  the 
conatituenoiee  will  note  from  what  quar- 
ter the  opposition  to  this  measure  comes. 
Of  course,  it  would  only  be  wasting  the 
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time  and  8treDg:tb,  not  only  of  the  offi- 
cials of  the  House,  but  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, to  keep  up  this  discussion  lon^r. 
I  hope  that,  at  an;  rate,  we  have  de- 
monetrated  that  there  is  a  strong  neces- 
aitjr  for  this  BUI,  and  that  no  one  below 
the  Qongira;  who  has  spoken  has  been 
able  to  spe^  against  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  as  far  as  England,  or  Scotland,  or 
Wales  are  concerned.  I  consent  to  Uie 
adjournment  of  the  debate ;  but  I  hope 
the  people  of  the  country  will  take 
notice  of  the  quarter  of  the  House  from 
which  the  obstruction  to  this  measure 
comes. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Debate  adjourntd  till  Thurtiay. 

UABGABINS  (FRAUUULBNT  SALE) 

BILL.-(BiiL  309.}* 

{Sir  Sichard  Pagit,  Mr.  BeUttr- Boeth,  Mr. 

Elton,  Mr.  Mark  Sliwarl.) 


Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Amendment  proposed  to  be  made  in 
the  Title,  by  learing  out  the  word 
"  Margarine,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  "  Buttorine,"—(  1/r.  Maolur*,)— 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'Margarine    stand  part  of  the  Title." 

Da.  OLAB:^  (Caithness) :  I  should 
have  liked  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Chntlo- 
man  the  Member  tor  the  Stretford 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr,  Maclure) 
some  reason  for  the  course  he  has  taken 
in  moving  this  Amendment.  Mj  reason 
for  proposing  the  introduction  of  the 
word  "Margarine"  was  that  tho  sub- 
stance in  Question  is  known  by  that  name 
in  the  trade.  The  largest  manufacturers 
and  dealers  always  call  it  by  that  name 
in  their  circulars ;  and  under  that  name 
it  is  sold  in  packages  of  2H  lbs.  and 
14  lbs. ;  and  there  is  also  a  1  lb.  box  of 
margarine.  It  is,  moreover,  called  by 
its  proper  name— margarine — in  France 
and  Germany.  For  these  reasons  I 
think  we  should  call  this  substance  mar- 

farine  in  England,  and  not  allow  it  to 
a  imposed  upon  the  poorer  classes  as 
butter.  It  is  said  that  it  is  wholesome 
food,  but  the  fat  in  it  does  not  assimilate 
as  easily  as  butter  ;  and  if  that  were  a 
sufficient  argument,  I  might  bring  for- 
ward a  mixture  of  chalk  and  water  and 
call  itmilkfbeoauselcouldshowouTery 
strong  grounds  that  ohalk  is  of  great  use 
Bir  RiOari  WAiUr 
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in  the  human  economy.  If  I  were  to  do 
BO,  however,  I  should  probably  get  very 
little  support  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country.  I  cannot  understand  why  hon: 
Gentlemen  should  so  strongly  object  to 
calling  this  thing  by  its  proper  name.  I 
remember  that  when  some  years  ago  I 
had  to  make  an  examination  into  this 
matter,  I  found  in  some  places  that  the 
farmers  were  in  the  habit  of  goingto  the 
country  towns  to  buy  cheap  butter  at 
\i.  per  lb.,  and  then  selling  it  at  It.  Gd. 
per  lb.  Here  we  have  a  substanca 
which  contains  only  5  per  cent  of  butter, 
and  I  think  we  ought  not  to  be  afraid 
of  the  effect  upon  trade  which  would  re- 
sult from  its  being  sold  to  the  people 
who  consume  it  under  the  name  of 
"  margarine,"  by  which  it  is  known  ia 
the  trade.  For  the  reasons  I  have  given, 
I  hope  the  House  will  stand  by  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  in  Committee. 

Mn.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.) :  We  are  dealing  here  with  a 
trade  which  is  known  as  the  butterine 
trade,  in  which  there  was  last  year  an 
importation  equal  to  the  value  of 
X4,000,000  sterling,  although,  of  course, 
that  does  not  represent  its  whole  mag- 
nitude, because  there  is  a  considerable 
manufacture  of  butterine  in  this  coun- 
try. I  would  not  ask  the  House  to 
rescind  the  decision  arrived  at  the  other 
night,  if  I  thought  the  decision  had  been 
fairly  taken.  But  no  notice  had  then 
been  given  of  the  change  proposed,  and 
the  ^port  of  the  Select  Oimmittee  was 
not  then  in  the  hands  of  Members.  It 
seems  to  me  that  when  you  interfere 
with  a  great  trade  you  should  do  so  in 
daylight,  and  when  all  the  Hembera  in- 
terested in  the  question  are  present. 
There  ia  no  precedent  for  the  House 
passing  a  law  to  say  by  what  name  an 
article  of  trade  should  be  called.  We 
are  told  that  the  name  of  "  butterine  " 
is  fraudulent ;  but  nothing  can  be  more 
absurd.  The  name  is  in  perfect  accord 
with  the  commercial  nomenclature  of  the 
day.  Wo  have,  besides  "butterine," 
the  terms  velveteen,  leatberine,  sateen, 
ivorine,  and  others,  all  of  which  are 
perfectly  well  understood  to  mean  articles 
made  in  imitation  of  something  much 
better  than  the  things  they  represent. 
I  think,  on  the  part  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  desire  to  protect 
the  butter  trade,  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  interfere  with  the  use  of  the  term 
butterine.    I  think  it  is  enough  for  this 
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House  to  pass  a  Bill  to  safeguard  butter, 
and  iraposiDg  a.  peoaltj  on  the  retailer 
who  sells  butterine  for  butter,  of  £20 
for  the  first,  £30  for  the  second,  and 
£100  for  the  third  offence,  and  enacting 
that  every  package  in  which  the  article 
is  sold  should  have  the  word  "  butterine  " 
printed  upon  its  top,  bottom,  and  sides. 
Sural;  this  is  a  sufficient  protection  to 
the  butter  trade.  Affaiu,  butterine  does 
not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  interfere  or 
compete  with  good  butter.  It  competes 
with  bad  butter;  and  it  has  had  this 
good  effect — that  it  has  done  much  to  re- 
form the  manufaotare  of  butter ;  it  has 
diminished  the  consumption  of  bad 
butter  hy  one-half— that  was  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Committee— and 
ths  poor  take  it  in  preference  to  treacle. 
I  believe  that  the  manufacturers  and  tbe 
wholesale  and  retail  dealers  have  as- 
sented to  these  severe  restrictions  and 
penalties  in  the  belief  that  the  name 
would  not  be  altered,  for  to  alter  the 
name  would  greatly  embarrass  the  trade. 
People  would  go  to  the  shops  and  ask 
for  butterine,  which  would  be  a  thing  no 
longer  known  by  that  name,  and  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  the  retailer  and  the 
trade  generally  would  be  extremely  per- 
plexed. I  hope  the  House  will  hesitate 
before  they  decide  to  substitute  the  word 
margarine  for  butterine. 

ME.0.W.GEAT(E986x,Maldon) :  In 
the  interest  of  the  poor  classes  I  strongly 
disapprove  of  this  Amendment.  The  evi- 
dence given  upstairs  clearly  shows  that 
tbe  members  of  one  of  the  largest  Co- 
operative Societies  in  England,  having 
every  opportunity  of  knowing  the  differ- 
ence between  real  butter  and  butter 
substitute,  nearly  invariably  choose  real 
butter.  This  large  Co-operative  Society, 
with  all  its  raminoatioDs,  only  sold  about 
5  per  cent  of  butter  substitute.  That 
being  the  case,  it  is  clear  to  my  mind  that 
when  the  working  classes  know  that  one 
article  is  real  butter,  and  that  the  other 
article  is  merely  a  butter  substitute,  they 
choose  the  genuine  commodity.  And 
then  the  hon.  Member  for  South- West 
Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright}  has  told 
us  that  butterine  has  done  wonders  for 
the  real  butter  trade;  but  surely  mar- 
garine has  done  just  as  much.  I  think 
it  is  most  important  in  the  interests  of 
the  consumers  that  there  should  be  no 
opportunity  whatever  for  the  vendors  of 
butter  substitute  in  any  way  to  palm  off 
an  article  on  the  working  olasaes  that  the 
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working  classes  do  not  wish  to  buy. 
Then  there  is  another  interest  which  I 
think  ought  to  be  studied,  and  that  is 
the  agricultural  interest.  Surely  the 
agricultural  interest  may  have  a  voice 
in  the  decinon  of  this  rather  knotty  . 
point.  Though  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  are  not  imfrequently 
voting  in  opposition  to  the  wisnes  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite, surely  this  is  just  one  of  those 
questions  in  which  hon.  Members  on 
this  aide  of  the  House  might  strain  a 

foint  and  support  hon.  Members  from 
roland.  This  ia  certainly  a  legitimate 
question  tor  Irish  Members  to  bring 
before  the  House.  They  are  directly 
interested  in  the  production  of  butter ; 
and  I  hope  that  in  the  interests  of  the 
consumers  and  of  the  agriculturists  of 
England  and  Ireland  we  shall  keep  to 
what  the  House  did  the  other  night 
— namely,  retain  the  word  "  margarine  " 
instead  of  "  butterine." 

SiK  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  8.) : 
I  think  the  arguments  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  of 
Essex  (Mr.  0.  W.  Glray)  just  now  in 
favour  of  allowing  the  working  classes 
to  choose  for  themselves  in  this  matter 
are  very  strong.  If  they  desire  to  have 
a  good  and  healthy  material  at  a  cheap 
rate  as  a  substitute  for  butter,  I  think 
they  ought  to  be  permitted  to  obtain 
this  in  the  easiest  way  possibly.  The 
word  "  margarine"  is  an  utterly  false  and 
wrong  name.  "Margarine"  it  is  not. 
If  you  had  substituted  oleomargarine  it 
would  have  been  all  right;  but  mar- 
garineisasolidandcrystaliizedsubstance 
well  known  to  the  trade,  having  no  resem- 
blance to  butter  whatever,  and  its  purpose 
is  to  make  candles  stiff.  It  has  nothing 
to  do  with  butter.  Stearins  and  mar- 
garine are  well  known  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  candles.  Oleomargarine 
ia  a  butter  substitute,  and  is  tbe  scien- 
ti&o  name  for  the  material  sold  with 
this  object.  Why  puzzle  poor  per- 
sona who  want  a  butter  substitute  by 
calling  it  oleomargarine  7  If  you  want, 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  to  compel  people 
who  have  a  dirty  pavement  to  wash  it 
with  water,  why  should  you  use  the 
scientific  name  for  water,  and  say  they 
are  to  wash  it  with  protoxide  of 
hydrogen.  That  is  just  equivalent  to 
calling  this  material  oleomargarine.  The 
poor  people  do  not  understand  it.  They 
underetand  butterine  as  a  suhstitue  for 
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butter.  Butterine  is  a  matoriol  which 
contains  95  per  cent  of  the  very  sub- 
staQoee  vhicb  are  in  butter.  There  are 
i  ^er  cent  of  aiomatio  acids  in  butter 
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which  gives  it  the  tiute  which  is 
butterine  nor  oleomargarine;  but  the 
test  is  exactly  the  same  as  cows'  butter. 
It  is  batter  made  from  the  ox,  instead  of 
from  the  cow.  Ox  butter  is  a  healthy 
and  good  substance  for  the  poor  to  ob- 
tain. Butterine  obvionsly  indicates  that 
it  is  not  butter,  but  a  substitute  for 
butter ;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stretford  (Mr.  Maclute). 

Mh.  COLMAN  (Norwich)  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Haldon 
Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  0.  W.  Gray) 
said  the  evidence  Kiven  before  the  Com- 
mittee proved  conclusively  that  butterine 
was  not  the  proper  title  to  give  to  this 
substance.  I  should  like  to  say  for  my- 
self—and I  think  I  may  also  say  it  for 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  —  that 
that  is  not  the  view  we  entertain.  We 
came  to  the  conclusion  from  the  evidence 
given  to  us  that  butterine  was  the  proper 
name.  Sir  Frederick  Abel,  the  analy- 
tical of&cer  in  the  Government  Depart- 
ment, was  asked  if  it  struck  him  that  the 
name  butterine  had  been  given  to  the 
substance  because  it  made  it  more 
saleable,  and  his  reply  was  that  it  was 
very  likely  it  had  been.  He  added  that 
he  did  not  know  what  other  name  could 
well  have  been  selected  except  batter 
substitute  or  maivarine  butter.  I  am 
sure  that  no  Member  of  the  Committee 
will  contradict  my  statement  that  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  evidence  to  show 
that  the  term  butterine  wae  a  proper 
term  to  use.  There  is  a  feeling  amongst 
a  g^od  many  people  that  the  retailers  of 
articles  of  this  sort  are  very  much  dis- 
posed to  do  what  they  can  to  commit 
fraud  on  the  public.  Personally,  I  en- 
tertain a  totaUy  contrary  opinion.  That 
there  are  some  retailers  so  disposed  I  do  I  oumstances, 

not  doubt;   but  I  believe  that  on  the  j  bringing  the  question  before  the  Corn- 
whole  that  if  you  give  retailers  fair  laws,    mittee  of  the  Whole  House.    Any  mis- 


Ma.  STAVELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford):  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  has  told  us  this  ia 
not  margarine  at  all,  that  it  is  an  en- 
tirely different  compound.  Wo  must 
recollect  what  was  told  us  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  opened  the  debate  (Dr. 
Clark).  He  quoted  the  prices  charged 
for  margarine,  this  very  article.  We 
have  it  that  there  is  this  article,  and  that 
it  is  sold  as  margarine.  If  we  use  the 
word  "butterine,"  the  "ine"  will  be 
dropped  and  frauds  continually  practised. 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Maclnre),  if  adopted,  will  simply  reverse 
the  decision  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  arrived  at  the  other  night  on  an 
Amendment  of  mine.  The  bon.  Gen- 
tieman  has  found  fault  with  me  for 
seeking  to  rererse  the  decision  of 
the  Se^ct  Committee.  The  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  is  perfectly  en- 
titled to  overhaul  any  decision  of  a 
Select  Committee.  When  a  Select  Com- 
mittee has  been  appointed  to  re- 
port on  a  Bill  it  is  the  especial  function 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
to  overhaul  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
upstairs.  I  am  particularly  anxious  to 
reverse  the  decision  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, because  they  arrived  at  their  de- 
cision under  a  misapprehension.  The 
Select  Committee  were  influenced  mainly 
by  the  desire  to  have  some  Bill  passed, 
and  it  was  dinned  into  the  ears  of  the 
Committee  that  if  they  adopted  a 
change  in  the  name  the  persons  re- 
presenting the  dealers  in  the  article 
would  be  able  to  oommaud  sufficient 
support  in  the  House  to  prevent  legis- 
lation.  It  was  a  case  of  Hobson's 
choice,  and  the  Committee  arrived  at  a 
decision  at  which  they  certainly  would 
not  have  arrived  had  they  been  left  to 
their  own  judgment.  Under  the  cir- 
,  I  felt 


^It  perfectly  justified  in 


>  tiie  best  they  can  to  conform 
to  the  laws  and  definitions.  I  think 
the  term  butterine,  which  the  Committee 
by  a  considerable  majority  recom- 
mended for  adoption,  is  the  proper  one. 
I  came  to  this  conclusion  after  hearing 
the  evidence  given  to  the  Committee 
upstairs ;  and,  uterefore,  I  shall  very  cor- 
dially support  the  Amendment. 
Sir  Lj/on  Plaxfair 


givings  I  had  on  the  point  were  cer- 
tainly dissipated  when  the  Committee 
approved  of  what  I  suggested.  Now,  I 
only  wish  to  say  one  or  two  words  upon 
this  Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  I^on  Playfair)  has  given  us  the 
scientific  meaning  of  "  margarine,"  and 
has  suggested  "deomarganne"  instead. 
The  best  answer  to  that  it)  the  fact  that 


>v  Google 


481    Margaritu  (frauiitlMt        {Tvlt  II,  18S7] 


the  traders  in  epuriouB  butter  have,  to  i 
fioma  exteat,  adopted  "  margariae." 
Thia  stuff  is  merely  the  fat  taken  from 
the  ox,  while  butter  is  the  fat  extracted 
froui  milk.  There  has  been  no  proof 
furoiehed  that  it  is  not  possible  to  make 
this  stuff  from  the  fat  of  any  other 
ftuimal.  There  is  no  reason  vt^  this 
article  should  not  be  manufactured  from 
the  fat  of  a  dead  horse.  It  is  really  in 
the  interest  of  the  poor  peoplo  of  this 
country,  who  consume  this  article,  that 
we  are  moving  in  the  matter.  It  is  pre- 
eminently to  their  interest  that  tbey 
should  not  be  supplied  nith  thene  dele- 
terious substances,  and,  above  all,  sup- 
plied with  them  under  a  name  which 
suggests  that  they  are  obtaining  butter. 
The  dealers  are  the  only  persons  who 
are  interested  in  retaining  the  old  and 
fraudulent  name  of  hntterine.  It  is  a 
name  which  the  Board  of  Trade  hare  for 
years  refused  to  recognize.  They  have 
refused  their  recognition  of  the  name 
mainly  beoBuse  the  name  suggested 
fraud,  and,  above  all,  facilitated  fraud. 
The  only  remedy  for  the  purchaser  is  to 
snmmon  the  retailer  for  jelling  adul- 
terated food.  Suppose  a  case  is  carried 
into  Court,  the  first  question  upon  cross- 
examination  put  to  the  purchaser  will  be 
—"What  were  you  sold?"  He  will 
answer — "I  was  sold  butterine. 
will  then  be  ashed — "Did  you  ask  for 
butter  ?  "  and  he  will  say  "  Yas."  The 
next  question  will,  of  course,  be — "  Will 
yon  swear  the  dealer  did  not  tell  you  he 
waaserringyou  with  butterine?"  There 
is  a  great  similarity  in  the  names,  and 
very  few  men  will  care  to  say  that  the 
last  three  lettere  were  not  used.  The 
word  faoilitates  fraud,  and  practically 
renders  prosecutions  impossible,  because 
very  few  persons  will  care  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  instituting  them.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  respectable  dealers  in  this 
article.  The  hon,  Qentleman  who  moved 
this  Amendment  (Mr.  Kaclure)  has 
amongst  his  oonstituents  one  of  the 
principal  retul  dealers  in  Uanohester— 
Hr.  Seymour  Mead.  The  other  day  thii 
gentleman  wrote  a  letter,  which  ap' 
peared  in  the  Manchester  papers,  and  in 
it  he  distinctly  stated  mat  by  their 
fraudulent  praoticestheretail  dealers  had 
brought  this  legislation  on  themBelves. 
He  suggested  the  name  of  margarine. 

Mn.  MAOLUHE :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
am  not  aware  Mr.  Sejrmoor  Mead  is  one 
of  my  constituenta. 
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Mb.  H.  J.  KENNY :  That  is  scanely 
a  point  of  Order,  Almost  all  the  re- 
spectable dealers  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  agree  with  the  pro- 
posal to  change  this  name,  and  it  is  only 
those  persona  interested  in  the  continu- 
ance of  ^audulent  practices  who  are 
exerting  Heaven  and  earth  to  retain 
the  name  "butterine." 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood) :  I  do  not  think  anyone  will  dis- 
pute the  contention  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  the  House 
"  as  a  perfect  right  to  reverse  the  decision 

Select  Committee  has  come  to ;  that  is 
a  right  which  belongs  to  all  Superior 
Courts ;  but  I  have  always  understood 
that  a  Superior  Court  reads  the  evidence 
before  it  reverses  the  decision  of  an  In- 
ferior Court.  The  House  is  in  a  very 
unfortunate  position  in  reference  to  this 
Bill.  The  second  reading  was  taken 
without  discussion.  There  has  been  no 
discussion  in  the  House  on  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  I  should  like  to  ask  whatis 
the  principle  underlying  this  Bill  ?  Is 
it  to  prevent  fraud,  or  is  it  protection  ? 
We  have  a  right  to  know  what  we  are 
to  vote  upon.  I  may  inform  the  House 
that  the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee  clearly  proved  that  marga- 
rine would  be  a  nickname,  and  would 
not  correctly  represent  the  substance 
sold.  So  strong  was  the  evidence  on 
this  question,  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Lord  Eloho)  told 
the  Committee  that  he  entered  on  his 
duties  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
strongly  prejudiced  against  the  name  of 
"  butterine ;"  but  the  evidence  had  con- 
vinced him  that  the  word  "butterine" 
ought  to  be  retained.  The  opinions  of 
four  or  five  Members  of  the  Committee 
were  changed  during  the  evidence,  and 
when  the  decision  was  taken  15  Mem- 
bers were  present;  10  voted  for  the 
adoption  of  the  name  "  Butterine,"  and 
five  for  the  name  "Oleomargarine."  We 
are  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  support 
the  Select  Committee  until  the  House 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
evidence.  I  do  not  know  why  Its  pub- 
lication has  been  delayed.  I  only 
wish  to  mention  one  other  fact,  and  that 
is,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somerset  (Sir 
lUchard  Paget),  who  has  charge  of  the 
Bill,  accepted  the  word  "  butterine."  I 
trust  that  name  may  be  re-inserted  in 
the  BiU. 
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Sib  BIOHABD  PAQET  (BomerBOt, 
Wells) :  M7  hoD.  Friead  (Mr.  Hoyle)  is 
undera  slight  mis&ppreheDsion.    I  occu* 

Sifld  tbe  position  of  Ohairman  of  the 
elect  Oommittee,  and,  therefore,  I 
vaa  preoluded  from  Toting"  upon  the 
point.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  did  not 
(pve  a  Tote  in  the  Oommittee.  Now, 
the  issue  before  the  House  is  a  very 
simple  one.  We  all  desire  to  prevent 
fraud.  Kone  of  ua  desire  to  interfere 
with  legitimate  trade.  The  Oommittee 
who  iurestigated  this  question  took  a 
merciful  view  of  it.  They  listened  to 
the  appeal  of  the  traders,  who  were  very 
much  alarmed  lest  their  trade  would  be 
injured  if  the  name  were  changed. 
Having  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
traders,  the  Oommittee  reported  in  favour 
of  allowing  the  term  "  butterine  "  to  be 
used,  but  at  the  same  time  they  approved 
of  the  imposition  of  very  severe  penal- 
ties. The  other  night  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  changed  the  na 
from  "butterine"  to  "  margaria< 
and  removed  the  penalties.  [CVm 
"No,  no!"]  In  the  Belect  Committee 
imprisonment  for  six  months  was 
adopted  as  the  punishment  for  the  third 
oEFence;  but  the  other  night  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  that  penalty 
was  withdrawn.  What  Z  suggest  to 
the  House  is  that,  if  the  decision  of  the 
Houae  to-night  should  be  to  reverse  the 
decisioa  of  the  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
House,  it  would  be  neoeasaty  to  reia- 
Btate  the  provision  as  to  punishment. 
Now,  I  confess  I  am  disposed  to  thinh 
that  the  traders  themselves  take  a 
rather  exaggerated  view  of  the  impor- 
tance of  the  name  of  this  article.  Sup- 
pose the  word  "butterine"  were  re- 
tained, what  would  the  Act  do?  It 
would  oblige  that  in  eveiy  case  the 
article  should  be  sold  under  that  name 
and  no  other.  At  present,  it  is  some- 
timea  sold  aa  mai^arine,  sometimes  as 
gelatine,  sometimes  as  mixtures ;  it  is 
sold  under  many  other  names.  Under 
this  Act  it  can  only  be  sold  under  one 
name.  It  ia  for  the  Hoase  to  decide 
what  that  name  shall  be. 

Ur.  UoLABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe): 
I  should  like  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Freddent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms),  aa  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  the  Government,  to  give  us  the 
opinion  of  the  Ooveniment  on  this  ques- 
tion. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  dmi»d:—k.jM  124;  Noes 
99 :  Majority  25.— (Div.  List,  No.  295.) 

[3.5.  A.M.] 

Amendment  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  2,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  worda 
"  shall  be  duly  eatered  aa  auch  by  the  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ciutoma." — (JTr.  JiKktoa.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  ntgatiud. 

Me.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan):  I 
propose  the  Amendment  standing  in 
my  name.  The  point  is  very  simple, 
purely  one  of  administration.  The  form 
of  words  I  propose  ia  similar  to  that 
used  in  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

lopsge  3,  line  I,bafora  the«ord"diBrKed" 
to  iaaert  the  werds  "  under  the  direction  of  the 
authority  appointmg  such  officer,  or  medical 
officer,  inspector  of  nuisances,  or  police  cou- 
sUble,  or."— (Jfr.  F.  S.  Foteell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  am  rather  in- 
clined to  think  that  these  words  are  un- 
necessary, because  the  procedure  under 
this  Act  will  be  the  procedure  prescribed 
by  Sections  12  to  28,  inolusive,  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  in  those  sections  there  is 
included  the  provision  that  the  offidal 
acting  will  only  act  under  the  directiOD 
of  the  person  appointing  him. 

Sib  BICHAED  PAGET:  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  l^rone 
(Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  that  these  words  are 
not  necessary.  Theobjectof  the  Amend- 
ment ia  already  secured.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  F.  8.  Powell)  desires  to  make  the 
Act  more  clear ;  but  I  cannot  think  that 
his  words  add  to  the  value  of  the  Act. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page   3,  line   4,  to   leav«  oat    the  word 

aoaiysiB,"  and  insert  the  words  "  submitting 

the  same  to  be  analyaed."— (Jff.  F.  S.  Potetll.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  analysis ' 
stand   part  of  the  Clause,"  put,   and 


Question,  "That  the  proposed  words 
e  there  inserted,"  put,  anaagreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paued. 
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TEASIWAYS  AND   PDBLIC  COMPANIES 

(IBELAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Cohnd  JfUon,  Mr.  Jama  IT  Brim,  Xr.  Foley, 

Mr.  Shiti;,.) 

[bill  252.]       SECOND   BEASINO. 

Older  for  Second  Beading  read. 

OoLONEi-  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  move  that  thiB  Bill  be  read  a 
aecond  time.  It  affects  my  constituency, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sonth 
Mayo  (Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien).  It  also 
affects  indirectly  one  or  two  other  dis- 
tricts. It  is  merely  to  correct  a  technical 
defect.  A  tramway  was  passed  by  the 
Grand  Juries  of  Qalway  and  Mayo ;  but 
tiiey  foi^t  to  appoint  Directors  for  every 
barony  oonoemed,  and  the  Bill  simply 
rectifies  the  mistake. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time," — 
{Colantl  Jfolan,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  commitUd 
for  To- 


HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 
Tmday,  12^/u^,  1887. 


MINUTES]— PosLio  Bills— fV'rif  Siading^ 
Margiariiie  (Fraudulent  Sale)  *  (169) ;  Mer- 
cliBndiie  Ukrks  Law  CoDBolidatioa  and 
Amondment'  (170). 

(kMaiitlee  —  Allotments  for  Cottagers  (109), 
Haharfed;  MetropoUlaa  Open  Spacw  Aot 
Extension  (69-163). 

3%ird   ^Mdity— Luid    Transfer    {161),    and 

Sey"'  -^MMf  —  Mebrapolis  MuiagemeDt  (Bst- 
teneaand  WeBtniin8ter}[50&fil  Viet.c.\iy, 
National  Debt  and  Local  Loans  [SO  &  51 
7Ut.  0.  16] ;  Trusts  (Scotland)  Act,  1867, 
Amendment  {SO  ft  CI  Tut.  e.  18]. 

Frotmiohu  OauBB  Bilu— TJinf  Rt«dint  — 
Local  OovenimeDt  (No.  6)*  (U7) :  Looal 
Ooveroment  (No.  3)  ■  (US) ;  Local  GoTern- 
mea/L  (Ireland)  (Eilliney  and  ^llylirack)  * 
(149),  andjNMuii. 

Itay(d  Mttnt — Looal  Government  Frovinonal 
Orders  (No.  3)  [fiO  t  61  Viet.  c.  xcix]; 
Oyster  and  Mussel  Fuheries  Provisional 
Older  [50  k.  fil  Viit.  o.  o] ;  Mettopolii  (Cable 
Street,  Sbadwell)  Piarisional  Urder  JfiO  & 
61  rut.  e.  d];  Metropolis  (Shelton  Street, 
St.  Giles)  Provisional  Order  [60  £  61  Viet. 
cdi]. 


NEW  PEERS. 

Cocnwallis,  Viscount  Hawarden  in 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  called 
Ireland,  having  been  created  Earl  de 
Montalt,  of  Dundrum  in  the  ooun^  of 
lipperary — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

William  Henry  Forester,  Baron  Lon- 
desborough,  having  been  created  Yis- 
count  Bainoliffe,  of  Baincliffe  in  the 
North  Biding  of  the  county  of  York, 
and  Earl  of  Londesborough  in  the  said 
county — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  in- 
troduced. 

Qeorge  Edmund  Milnee,  Viscount 
Oalway  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom called  Ireland,  having  been  created 
Baron  Monckton,  of  Sorlbyinthecounty 
of  Nottingham— Was  (in  the  usual  man- 
ner)  introduced. 

Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Baronet,  having 
been  created  Baron  Saint  Levan,  of  St. 
Michael's  Mount  in  the  county  of  (3orn< 
wall — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

The  Bight  Honourable  George  Sdater- 
Bootb,  having  been  created  Baron  Bas- 
ing, of  Basing  Byflete  and  of  Hodding- 
ton,  both  in  the  county  of  Southampton 
— Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
dnoed. 

PALACE     OF    WESTMINSTER- HOUSE 
OF   LORDS— ACOUSTIC   PROPERTIES 

OP  THIS  HOUSE. 

PEBSOITAL  EXPLAITATIOKS. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
wished  to  correct  a  passage  in  the  report 
of  the  remarks  he  made  in  putting  the 
Question  yesterday  vith  reference  to  the 
arrest  of  women  by  the  police.  He  was 
reported  to  have  said  that — 

"  Capital  had  been  attempted  to  be  made  ia 
a  Party  sense  out  of  the  recent  transactions ; 
but  be  would  remind  their  Lordships  that  pro- 
viiioDs  whicK  would  have  prevented  tbis  out- 
rage from  taking  plaoe  were  introdnoed  into  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  BUI  by  the  pwsont 
Prime  Minister  and  itrDclc  oat  bjr  Hr.  Qlad- 
ftone's  Qovanunent." 

What  he  really  did  say,  was  that  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill,  which 
was  introduced  three  times  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's Government,  contained  a  clause 
giving  power  to  the  police  to  make  an 
arrest  without  any  complaint  of  annoy- 
ance having  been  made ;  and  he  stated 
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that  he  oonBiBtetitlf  opposed  that  clause, 
aod  that  he  waehonoured  by  the  support 
ia  his  opposition  of  the  late  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury and  the  present  Prime  Miniater 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).     He  also 

S,ve  extracts  from  the  speeches  of  both 
ose  noble  Lords,  giving  their  reaaous 
for  concurring  with  him  in  thinkingthat 
such  a  clause  would  expose  respectable 
womeo  to  great  danger.  He  further 
stated  that  when  the  Bill  came  into 
the  hands  of  the  Qovemment  presided 
over  by  hia  noble  Friend,  the  clause  was 
struck  out.  He,  therefore,  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  great  sur- 
prise that  the  police  should  continue  to 
act  as  if  that  clause  formed  part  of  the 
Act. 

Thk  prime  minister  jUto  SE- 
CEETART  OF  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuby)  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  a  similar  complaint 
to  that  of  my  noble  Friend.  li  the 
newspapers  of  yesterday  I  am  made  to 
say  tliat  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was 
waiting  in  OooBtantinople  in  a  state  of 
"animated  expectancy.  That  would 
have  been  a  very  disrespectful  way  of 
speaking  of  Her  Majesty  s  AmbassEidor, 
and  I  am  sure  I  never  was  guilty  of  it. 
But  I  would  call  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  very  bad  acoustic  conditions 
of  this  House,  and  if  I  might  propose,  as 
Oonservatives  sometimes  do,  something 
exceedingly  revolutionary,  I  should  like 
to  put  a  fourth  gentleman  at  this  Table 
and  make  him  the  reporter. 

Eakl  GRANTILLE  said,  he  would 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  had  eat  on  the  ques- 
tion of  reporting,  aadhad  made  a  similar 
proposal  to  that  put  forward  by  his  noble 
Friend. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  the  reporters  could  report  most 
accurately  when  they  chose.  He  had 
had  an  instance  of  that  in  proposing  the 
Women'a  Suffrage  Bill  on  September  2 
last.  He  did  not  give  any  Instructions 
to  Satuard  to  report  him,  but  that  gen- 
tleman's representative  oconpied  a  place 
generally  reserved  for  one  of  the  Press. 
The  Press  had  a  great  deal  too  much 
power  in  this  matter,  especially  the  editor 
of  Tht  Tinua.  On  the  occasion  to  which 
be  referred,  Stmiard  reported  every 
word  he  said,  and,  notwithstanding  that 
ixe  (Lord  I>enman)  entreated  him  not  to 
pabliah  the  speech,  he  insisted  on  doing 
,BO,  and  did  it  in  a  rather  imperfect 
way,  imputing  to  the  Mayor  of  Shef- 
77>9  Earl  «/  NHUmcn 


field  the  words  of  Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
He  had  since  published  that  speech. 
Last  night,  again,  he  quoted  four  Unea 
from  Lord  Houghton's  rare  poem,  and  h« 
was  certain  the  reporters  heard  them. 
He  was  not  ashamed  of  having  quoted 
those  lines.  If  their  Lordships  chose  to 
truckle  to  Tht  Ttmes  and  the  Press  they 
would  endanger  the  liberties  of  their 
country.  They  were  not  to  be  called 
over  by  foreign  nations  for  what  passed 
in  that  House,  as  their  proceedings  were 
private.  They  were  so  formerly.  From 
the  great  Conservative  meeting  at  which 
Lord  BeacoDsfield  presided  at  Bridge* 
water  House  the  Frees  were  excluded. 
A  gentleman  from  Th»  Telegrtwh  came 
and  asked  him  what  had  passed,  but  he 
told  him  it  was  private.  Although  the 
Rule  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
regards  the  admission  of  strangers  had 
been  relaxed,  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  it  still  subsisted  in  their 
House,  that  strangers  must  withdraw 
when  asked.  He  thought  the  liberties 
of  the  country  were  in  danger  when 
Peers  and  Members  of  Parliament 
truckled  to  the  Press. 

JiAEL  STANHOPE  said,  that  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  by  their  Lordships 
some  years  ago,  of  which  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber, to  consider  the  question  of  report- 
ing, and  he  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qorernment  would  take  the  Report  of 
that  Committee  into  consideration.  To 
carry  out  their  recommendations  would 
have  involved  some  alteration  in  the 
acoustic  properties  of  the  House,  and 
would  also  hare  necessitated  Parliament 
voting  some  money  towards  Bantard't 
Lebaltt  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
Perhaps,  their  Lordships  were  not  aware 
that  the  only  means  of  reporting  for 
Smuard  in  their  House  was  The  Timti 
newspaper;  whereas  in  the  House  of 
Commons  some  £4,000  a-year  was  voted 
for  juMt'-official  reports.  No  doubt  the 
acousticpropertiesoftheHousewerevery 
bad,  and  that  eminent  statesman  (Lord 
Russell)  could,  in  hia  latter  years,  only 
he  accurately  reported  by  means  of  a 
reporter  placing  himself  under  the  floor 
of  the  House. 

ALLOTMENTS   FOE   C0TTAOEH8  BILL 

{Tht  Earl  of  Dunravm.) 

(no.   109.)     ooianTTKB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

put  into  Oomnuttee  nod. 
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The  Eahl  of  DUNBAVEN  said,  that 
as  he  understood  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  If  BJeaty's  QoTemment  to  introduce 
a  Bill  dealing  with  this  Bubject  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  Monday  nest,  he 
would  aak  their  Lordships'  permission 
not  to  proceed  with  this  Bill  until  the 
House  bad  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Qoremment  measure. 

Order  ditthargsd. 

METROPOLITAN    OPEN     SPACES    ACT 

(EXIENSION)  BILL.-(No.  09.] 

{Tki  Lord  Uoiml'Temph.) 

OOUMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  and  2  sererally  agretd  to. 

Clause  3  (Extension  of  Frovieions  of 
Metropolitan  Open  Spat^es  Act  to  the 
urban  aanitaiy  aistrictB). 

Amendment  moeed, 


In  page  2,  line  32,  after  ("disttjct")  insert 
["  proTidod  Uiat  no  Teatry  nor  other  pabfic  body 
■hall  be  permitted  to  remove  Bay  tombttone 
from  a  grareyard  nitLhont  flrat  ^viiig  one 
month's  notice  to  the  repreaentatives  of  the 
pcnon  vhoee  tombitoDe  it  is  propoesd  to  re- 
mon  "].-~(nt  lard  I>e  Sal.) 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Modrt- 
Tkmple,  Amendment  amended  hy  insert- 
ing, after  the  word  ("  notice")  in  line  4, 
the  words  ("  wherever  practicable  "}. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  aprtedte. 

Clauses  4  to  8,  inclusire,  sererally 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

Clause  9  agrt»d  to,  with  Amendments. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Mount- 
TsupLE,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — After  Clause  9  insert  as  a  new 
Clause-^ 

"After  tbe  paanng  of  this  Act  it  Bball  be 
lairfiit  for  the  Hetropolit&n  Board  to  allow  the 
playing  of  games  and  sport*  in  all  open  spaces 
other  than  churchy skU,  cemeteries,  and  burial 
grounds." 

After  proposed  new  Clause  after  Clause 
9,  insert  as  a  new  Clause — 

"After  the  pasaing  of  this  Act,  it  shall  not 
be  lawfnl  to  use  any  disused  burial  ground  lor 
soy  purposes  of  profit." 

Bemaining  Clauses,  and  Schedule, 
vgrt»d  to,  with  Amendments :  the  Be- 
port  thereof  to  be  received  on  7\utdaji 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  168.) 


LANS  TRANSFER  BILL. -(No.  161  } 

(1%I  Zord  Chnallor.] 

THIBD  BEACma. 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Amendment 
moved  yesterday  on  the  Third  Beading 
read. 

Debate  retvmtd  accordingly :  The  said 
Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Eahl  BEATJOHAUF  said,  he  wished 
to  alter  slightly  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment he  proposed  yesterday.  That 
Amendment  had  reference  to  Clause  39, 
Sub-section  4,  which,  applied  to  the  real 
estate  of  an  infant  or  lunatic.  It  had 
been  pointed  out  that  there  might  be 
ooneiderable  difficulty  in  defining  the 
lunatic ;  and  he  proposed  now  that  this 
section  should  not  apply  to  any  real 
estate  of  a  person  being  an  infant,  and 
not  being  capable  of  disposing  of  it  by 
will.  The  noble  Harqueas  (the  Mar- 
quess  of  Salisbury)  had  said  that  every 
person  ought  to  make  a  will ;  and  the 
Amendment  which  he  now  proposed  dealt 
with  the  case  of  those  who  by  law  were 
not  capable  of  mabing  a  will,  and, 
therefore,  ought  not  to  be  subject  to 
pains  and  penalties.  It  bad  been  Bug> 
gested  that  power  should  be  given  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  to  make  a  dis- 
position of  the  property;  but  he  thought 
the  Court  of  Chancery  would  be  very 
much  embarrassed  in  doing  so.  In  the 
case  of  persons  not  capable  of  making  a 
will,  the  property  ought  to  go  to  the 
next  in  remainder. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  20,  line  27,  leave  out  from  ("  or  "] 
to  the  end  ot  the  clause,  and  insert  ("  being  at 
the  time  of  his  succession  to  such  estate  and 
thence  forward  incapable  of  disposing  of  the 
same  hy  will"). — {Thi  Earl  BioiKhamp.) 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  tbe  clause 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  insert  it. 
When  the  law  made  arrangements  for 
the  distribution  of  property,  it  should 
endeavour  to  make  such  arrangements 
as  reasonable  people  would  make  for 
themselves.  The  justification  of  this 
alteration  of  the  taw  was,  that,  as  a 
rule,  reasonable  people  did  not  give  all 
their  property  to  one,  but  divided  it 
among  their  BucoesBors.  Why  should 
not  their  Lordships  do  for  the  successom 
of  an  infant  or  lunatic  that  which  they 
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did  for  the  aucoeasoTB  of  other  persons  ? 
Ilie  House  had  decided,  after  diMUBsion, 
that  equal  division  vas  a  better  rule  of 
eucceasion  than  primogeniture.  If  pri- 
mogeniture was  the  most  reasonable 
rule,  why  were  we  now  altering  it?  If 
equal  division  was  the  most  reasonable 
rule,  why  not  apply  it  to  the  property 
of  those  who  cannot  judge  for  tnem- 
Belves  ?  It  could  not  poasibly  make  any 
difference  whether  the  deceased  owner 
could  not  make  any  disposition  of  his 
property,  or  whether  he  had  not.  In 
each  case  alike  we  were  bound  to  make 
the  best  arrangements  we  could  for  auo- 
cesaion  to  the  undispoBed  of  property. 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  that,  as  in 
the  present  case  the  infant  or  lunatic 
could  not  make  a  will,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  was  a 
most  reasonable  one. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
HALsnDBT)  eaid,  he  was  very  much  in 
their  Lordships'  hands  in  this  matter. 
The  only  objection  he  saw  to  the  Amend- 
ment was,  that  if  it  passed,  there  would 
be  a  class  of  persons  to  whom  the  new 
law  would  not  apply.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  to  accept  the  noble  Earl's  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  retain  the  Law  of  In- 
heritance in  the  oases  of  lunatics  and 
infants,  and  that,  he  thought,  scarcely 
consistent  with  the  object  of  the  Bill.  He 
recognized  the  difficulty  with  which  the 
noble  Earl  songht  to  deal ;  but  be  must 
say  that  it  differed  from  what  the  Bill 
proposed  to  do  in  the  case  of  inteatatee, 
ana  might  be  found  to  be  inconvenient 
in  practice.  He  should  not,  however, 
appose  it. 

LoKD  HEBSCHGLL  eaid,  he  did  not 
think  that  this  was  a  matter  of  very 
great  importance.  It  dealt  with  excep- 
tional cases,  and  the  only  recommenda- 
tion which  such  a  pTovision  had  was  that 
the  ingenuity  of  conveyancers  was  inex- 
haustible ;  and  it  a  provision  was  made 
such  as  people  very  strongly  desired  to 
walk  round  far  the  sake  of  meeting 
these  exceptional  cases,  he  was  not  at 
all  sure  that  they  would  not  find  means 
to  do  so,  and  walk  round  it  not  only  in 
these  cases,  but  also  in  others  which  did 
not  fall  within  tbeae  particular  excep- 
tions. In  that  case  there  was  somethinc 
to  be  said  for  dealing  with  exceptional 
oases. 

Amendment  agntd  to. 

An  Amendment  moved,  and  tugatived 

Amendments  made :  Then  the  Queen's 

Lord  UobhauM 


consent  and  the  consent  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  in  right 
of  his  Duchy  of  Cornwall  signified :  Bill 
poMud,  and  sent  (o  the  Commons. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE  CEN- 
TRAL HALL-THE  STATDB  OF  THE 
EARL  OF  IDDE8L&IGH. 

aCBSTIOH.       OBSEKTATIOITS. 

Loan  MOUNT-TEMPLE  asked  the 
Lord  Great  Chamberlain,  Whether  pet- 
mission  will  be  given  to  the  snbacribera 
for  a  statue  of  the  Earl  of  Iddealeigh  to 

Elace  their  statue  on  the  floor  of  the 
Central  Hall  of  the  Palace  of  West- 
minster, in  a  position  not  intended  or 

itemplated  by  the  architect  as  the  uta 
of  any  statue,  or  to  place  their  atatue  on 
one  of  the  eight  vacant  pedestals  in  the 
Lobby  at  the  entrance  of  the  Houae  of 
Commons,  which  were  designed  by  ths 
architect  for  eight  statues  ?  He  wished 
the  atatue  to  be  worthy  of  the  statesman, 
and  in  harmony  with  his  character  for 
wisdom,  good  sense,  and  appropriate- 
ness, and  not  the  right  thing  in  the 
wrong  place.  The  Committee  had  been 
guided  Dy  the  sculptor,  without  consult- 
ing architects  of  eminence.  The  effect 
of  a  atatue  always  depended  on  aur- 
roundings,  which,  in  this  case,  would  be 
inharmonioua  and  injured  by  a  modem 
statue  of  a  different  character  from  the 
48  statues  and  the  20  angels  richly 
decorated.  The  atatue  would  be  a  great 
eyesore  to  the  building  if  placed  where 
it  was  intended. 

LoKD  AYELAND  said,  that  in  May 
last  he  was  asked  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Via- 
count  Oranbrook),  on  behalf  of  the  sub- 
acribers  to  the  Lord  Iddesleieh  Me- 
morial, to  allow  a  statue  to  be  placed  in 
the  Central  Hall.  He  aeaented  to  the 
requeet;  and  he  understood  that  in 
doing  so  he  waa  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  a  large  number  of 
the  frienda  of  the  late  Earl,  Members  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  also  of 
other  subscribers  to  the  Memorial. 

After  some  observations  from  Lord 
Brayb, 

Eabl  GBANVILLE  said,  he  was  the 
only  Member  of  the  Committee  who,  on 
different  grounds,  took  exception  to  the 
site  chosen  unanimously  by  the  rest  of 
the  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  he 
acquiesced  in  the  unanimous  wish  of  the 
rest  of  the  Committee,  and  he  was  bound 
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to  My  that  he  thought  that  the  argn- 
menta  ia  favour  of  the  present  rite  were 
not  so  etiong  as  the  objections  to  all  the 
oUier  utee  proposed,  inoluding  the 
Lobby  site.         ^^ 

The  Euti:.  ov  WEHY88  asked,  whe- 
ther the  statue  of  Lord  Iddesleigh  would 
harmonize  with  that  of  Earl  Bussell  ? 

Eabi  GRANVILLE  said,  he  could 
not  go  into  details ;  but  both  statues 
would  be  by  the  same  sculptor,  and  it 
TBS  therefore  improbable  that  there 
would  be  any  great  differeace  of  cha- 
racter between  mem. 

MUNICIPAL 

(IRELAND] 

BILL. 

Commons'  Amendments  to  Lords' 
Amendments,  aud  Oommons'  Beason  for 
disagreeing  to  one  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments oontidtred  (on  Uotion). 

LoED  MACNAQHTEN  said,  he  be- 
lieved the  parties  interested  in  the  Bill 
had  arrived  at  an  agreement  in  regard 
to  the  Bill ;  therefore,  he  hoped  their 
JjordshipB  would  consider  and  assent  to 
the  Commons'  Amendments  at  once. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Macnaghteh, 
The  Amendment  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed,  not  inaitled  on  ;  and  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons  to 
the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords 

HoDM  sdionnied  at  Six  o'clock  to 

Thuradsy  next,  s  quartar 

paat  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
TuMday,  12th  Jvly,  1887. 


MINUTEa]— N«w  ■Wbtt  Ibshbd— Jbr  L«in- 

beth  Borough  (Brixton  Divimoo),  c  Emeat 

Baggalla;,  eaqoire.  Steward  or  Btuliff  of  Her 

Uaieatv's  Manor  cf  Northatcad  in  the  Connty 

ofTort. 
Niw    HsMBBR    Sworn  —  Thomas    Bedford 

BoliOio,  fir  Western  or  St.  Ives  Divmoe, 

Cornwall. 
Privatb  Bill  (Jy   Ordtr)~Lordt  Amttufaunti 

caniidtrtd,    and    agreed   to  —  Belfast    Main 

Drainage. 
Public  Billh  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Siading  — 

Metropolitan  Police*  [3211. 
Stevnd  Seading—Iiiah  Land  Law  [308]  [_S)c»nd 

Jfifhl],  debate    adjoanud;    Prison   (Officers' 

Snperannuatioii)  (Scotland)"  [233];  Sheriffa 

(Consolidation)*  [262]. 
Bepart  of  Select  Committee — Pablio  Parki  and 

Works  (Metropolis)  [No.  219]. 
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Ooneidiredti  amended— CnmitaH  Law  (Scotland) 
Prooednre  (No.  2)*  [196];  Truck*  [299], 
TUrther  Proeuding  deferred. 

PnoTiaiOKAL  Obdbb  Bills— &eoni(  Reading — 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  (DnbUn,  &o.)* 
[312]. 

Ji«parf— Elemratary  (Education  ConBnnayon 
(Christchurcb)  *  [296];  £diic«tion  Deport- 
ment Confirmation  (London)  *  [298]. 

PRIVATE  BUSmSSS. 


BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL 

(*y  Order). 

lords'  amekdments.      [adjodemkb 

DXBAIB.] 

Order  read,  tor  reaumiug  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [20th  June],  "  That 
the  Amendments  made  by  The  Lords 
to  the  Belfast  MaiuDrainage  Bill,  be  now 
taken  into  consideration." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  rimmed. 

Mb.  EWART  (Belfast,  N.):  Before 
this  Bill  ia  finally  disposed  of,  I  will, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  make 
a  few  remarks  as  to  the  position  of  the 
promoters.  A  great  deal  of  misappre- 
hension exints  as  to  their  actions  and 
intention.  It  has  been  stated,  here  and 
elsewhere,  that  they  were  opposed  to 
the  extension  of  the  municipal  iranchiae 
in  Ireland ;  but  than  this  nothing  can 
be  more  incorrect,  and  the  reverse  of 
that  is  the  truth  of  the  matter.  May  I 
recall  to  the  memory  of  the  House  the 
fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry),  early  ia 
the  Session,  introduced  a  Bill  for  the 
assimilation  of  the  municipal  franchise 
in  Ireland  to  that  existing  m  England  t 
That  was  a  general  Bill  extending  to  all 
the  boroughs  of  Ireland.  That  Bill  met 
with  opposition  in  a  quarter  from  which 
the  House  might  well  be  eurprisod  to 
find  it  come;  it  was  blocked  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Oangway  on  the 
other  side. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  would 
warn  the  hon.  Member  that  these  re- 
marks of  his  may  lead  to  prolonged  de> 
bate  if  he  continues  them. 

Me.  EWART :  I  will  not  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  at  length;  but,  in 
justice  to  myself  and  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  I  feel  bound  to  give  some  ex- 
planation why  we  to-day  agree  to  these 
Amendments  to  this  measure. 

Me.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  a 
general  review  of  the  history  of  the  Bill 
will  be  in  Order. 
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Message  to  attend  the  Lorda'  Com- 
miBsioners; — 

The  Hous3  went ;  and  being  re- 
turned;— 

Mb.  8PEAKEB  rtporttd  the  Roj/al 
Autnl  to  several  Bills. 

BELFAST  MAIN  DRAINAGE  BILL 
[by  Order). 

Mb.  EWART  resumed:  It  was  m; 
visb  to  say  a  fen  words  in  explanation 
and  justification  of  the  action  of  the 
promutera  of  this  Bill;  but  in  deference 
to  an  appeal  made  to  me,  and  the  feeling 
that  seems  to  indicate  that  no  such  state- 
ment is  required,  I  will  content  myself 
by  saying  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  will  take  every  means  to  have  the 
Amendments  which  were  settled  yester- 
day in  tiie  Franchise  Bill  carried  out  in 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  BEXTON  :  I  understand  that  the 
hoD.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  has  undertaken  to  give  a  public 
engagement  to  a  similar  effect. 

Sia  JAMES  COBBY  (Armagh, Mid) : 
I  may  say  that  we  have  agreed  with  the 
lion.  Member  as  to  Amendments  and  the 
Franchise  Bill  in  "  another  place,"  and 
every  expedition  will  be  used  to  cany 
out  Uiis  understanding. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  With  the  assurance 
that  the  promoters  will  exert  their  in- 
fluence in  "another  place,"  to  have  the 
matter  definitely  closed  upon  the  under- 
standing arriTod  at,  f  assent  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments. 

Question  put,  and  agrtii  to. 

Lords'  Amendments  cotuidertd. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  just  wish  to  say 
that  it  was  the  introduction  of  Amend- 
ments in  "another  place"  last  year 
that  led  to  all  the  trouble  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Bill.  This  House  inserted 
a  clause  extending  the  municipal  fran- 
chise in  Belfast  to  householders,  and  the 
House  of  Lords  struck  out  the  clause  on 
the  unreasonable  plea  that  the  Exa- 
miner on  Standing  Orders  found  that 
the  clause  was  not  in  the  original  adver- 
tisement issued  by  the  promoters.  But 
it  was  impossible  that  it  could  be  ;  the 
promoters  had  no  intention  of  inserting 
a  Franchise  Clause,  and  not  only  so, 
but  tbey  opposed  it  when  it  was  in- 
serted, and  etru^Ied  against  it  As  I 
have  already  sud,  the  Eiominer  mis- 
took his  f  unetion,  and  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders  fortified  him  in  his 
error ;  and  the  House  of  Lords,  I  con- 
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cetve,  acted  unconeUtuttonally  by  deny- 
ing the  right  of  this  House  to  insert 
any  clause  in  any  Bill  at  its  discretion. 
Standing  Orders  are  for  the  proteotion 
of  the  public  interest  against  promoters 
of  Private  Bills ;  but  no  standing  Order 
of  the  other  House  oan  cancel  the  right 
of  this  House  to  insert  any  Amendment 
in  a  Bill.  If  this  matter  had  not  been 
brought  to  a  settlement— an  amicable 
settlement — I  should  have  felt  it  my 
duty  to  contest  this  action  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  Constitutional  grounds,  and 
to  press  the  House  to  restore  the  clause 
excluded  by  the  Lords ;  but  I  am 
happy  to  say  the  Lords  have  seen  fit  to 
avoid  the  necessity  for  a  further  discus- 
sion of  the  Constitutional  question,  and 
I  am  relieved  from  further  argument  in 
reference  to  this  Bill.  Both  Houses 
have  now  agreed  to  a  Public  Bill  by 
which  the  municipal  franchise  is  ex- 
tended to  all  householders  and  rate- 
payers of  Belfast,  and  this  franchise 
will  be  made  applicable  to  the  Begister 
for  the  present  year.  The  Bill  pre- 
scribes that  the  whole  of  the  .  Town 
Council  shall  go  out  of  ofSoe  next  No- 
vember, and  until  the  new  franchise  has 
been  exorcised  there  will  be  no  action 
taken,  and  no  liabilities  incurred  upon 
the  scheme  now  before  us  in  this  Bill. 
I  am  satisfied  with  that.  I  believe  tho 
House  hna  wisely  and  efi'ectually  pro- 
tected the  householdere  and  ratepayers 
of  Belfast  from  any  action  by  the  exist- 
ing Council  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
The  Council  never  consulted  the  rate- 
payers, never  gave  them  an  opportunity 
of  forming  an  opinion.  It  ia  an  eSete 
body ;  it  has  no  representative  character 
or  moral  authority,  and  has  di^raced 
itself  by  its  stealthy  action  in  reference 
to  this  Bill.  I  certainly  should  never 
have  assented  to  this  Bill  if  power  had 
remained  in  the  hands  of  this  Council ; 
but  the  Council  is  tied  hand  and  foot,  it 
is  placed  in  a  straight  waistcoat,  and 
there  is  nothing  left  for  it  but  to  await 
its  dying  moment  with  no  power  over 
this  scheme.  In  view  of  the  pledge  that 
has  been  given,  in  view  of  our  having 
arrived  at  a  decisive  agreement,  there 
remaining,  I  think,  onjfy  one  word  in 
dispnte,  I  make  no  attempt  to  further 
delay  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  Though 
the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill  is  an  old 
friend  of  mine,  I  part  with  it  without 
regret,  and  I  am  sure  I  may  add  that 
the  House  is  not  sorry  to  see  the  lost  of 
it.    I  would  beg  hoa.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
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site  to  beliere  that  1117  oppoaitioa  was 
direofed  by  an  iaiperative  sense  of  public 
dnt;  ;  and  thej  will  admit  that  though 
tbere  were  times  when  it  was  attended 
with  some  inconvenience,  my  opposition 
has  been  jnstiGed  by  the  praotieal  test  of 
success. 

Lorde'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EWABT  :  In  riew  of  what  has 
taken  place,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
move  the  clause  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice. 

QVSSTIOlfa. 

FISHERY   BOARD  (SCOTLAND)- LOANS 

TO  FISHERMEN  UNDER  THE 

CROFTERS'   ACT. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  (foi  Dr.  B. 
H&cdonald)  (Boss  and  Cromarty)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  How  many  appli- 
cations have  been  made  to  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board,  under  the  Crofters'  Act, 
for  boats  and  gear ;  how  many  appli- 
cations have  been  granted;  If  tew  or 
none,  why  the;  have  not  been  granted ; 
and,  seeing  that  the  fishing  season  in 
the  North  is  rapidly  passing  by,  whe- 
ther pressure  can  beorought  on  the  aaid 
Boanl  to  expedite  their  decisions,  in 
order  to  save  men,  who  have  stayed  at 
home  all  the  season  (in  hopes  of  getting 
boats  and  nets,  but  unsuccessfully),  from 
starvation  and  bankruptcy  during  the 
coming  winter  season  ? 

TnELOEDADTOCATE(Mr.J.  H.A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  Up  to  the  present 
date  236  applications  for  loans  have  been 
received  by  the  Board.  No  loans  have 
as  yet  been  granted  by  the  Board.  The 
Board  lost  no  time  in  issuing  forms  of 
application,  &c.,  to  all  those  who  have 
espreesed  a  desire  for  a  loan ;  but  in 
oonsequence  of  misapprehension  as  to 
the  terms  on  which  loans  can  be  obtained, 
and  the  great  local  dif&culties  experi- 
enced in  making  necessary  examination 
and  Beports,  time  has  been  unavoidably 
occupied  in  obtaining  Beporta  from  the 
officers  of  the  Board.  These  Beports, 
however,  have  been  within  the  last 
few  days  coming  in  in  greater  numbers, 
BO  that  the  Board  will  1>e  enabled  to 
proceed.  IThe  Secretary  for  Scotland  ia 
in  correspondence  with  the  Board,  and 
every  endeavoar  will  be  made  to  ex- 
pedite their  deciatona. 

Db.  OLARK  asked,  if  the  Govern- 
ment  still    intended    to    continue    the 
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to  require  the  men  to  provide  one-third 
before  granting  any  loan  ? 

Mr.  7.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  asked 
that  Notice  of  the  Question  should  be 

given. 

AHMy-PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  ROYAL 
ARTILLERY. 

Caftaim  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked  the  Secretary  ot  State  for  War, 
Whether  hie  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  there  has  been  no  pro- 
motion to  the  ranka  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  or  Major  in  the  Boyal  Artillery 
during  the  present  year  (Indian  lists 
excepted) ;  and,  whether  any  ateps  are 
to  be  taken  to  remedy  the  stagnation  in 
theae  and  other  ranks  of  the  same  regi- 
ment? 

The  SECBBTABY  of  8TATE(Mr.  E. 
Stamhopk)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
On  account  of  reductions  in  the  estab- 
liehment  of  Lieutenant  Colonels  and 
Majors  in  the  Boyal  Artillery,  there  has 
not  been  any  recent  promotions  to  these 
ranks.  The  subject  of  how  these  re- 
ductions shall  take  effect  has  been  under 
my  consideration  and  that  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but  I  hope  it  will  shortly  be 
settled. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  LEI- 
TRIM  ASSIZES -ARREST  OF  JOHN 
MELLEY. 

Ma.  MAURICE  HEALT  (CorkJ 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
report  of  certain  proceedings  at  the 
Leitrim  Asaixea,  reported  in  7^  Frt«' 
man't  Jeuntal  of  the  7th  instant : — 

*'At  the  ooDolosiaD  of  the  AsnESi,  Ur. 
Taylor,  B.L.,  applied  to  his  Lordship  for  the 
diKhiu'ge  of  John  Melley,  of  BundoroD,  a  wit- 
□SBB  for  the  defence  in  the  cfue  of  Johnston 
and  others,  vho  were  chained  with  White- 
boyiem  ne&r  Kinlough,  on  the  night  of  the 
16th  June  Itut.  Mellsy  was  arretted  vithont 
a  warrant  or  any  le^l  process ; 

"  The  Chief  Baron  prononnced  the  anest  nn- 
constitutiooal  and  illegal  without  a  warrant,  and 
ordered  Melley'e  discharge;  " 
and,  under  what  circumstances  Melley 
was  arrested,  and  on  what  charge,  and 
by  whom  ? 

thb  pabliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kdio-Habuah) 
(Kent,  Tale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
aaid :  John  Melley  was  produced  as  a 
witness  forthedefenoein  theoaseof  six 
men  who  were  on  trial  at  the  Leitrim 
on  the  charge  of  having,  with 
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of  a  man,  and  brutally  assaulted  bica 
and  his  tvo  BieteTs.  Afelley  was  at  onoe 
recognized  in  Court  by  the  aasaulted 
man  as  one  of  the  persons  present  wben 
tbe  outrage  took  place.  The  Head 
Constable  subsequently  ordered  bis 
arrest.  The  Judge,  in  ordering  tbe 
police  to  discharge  Melley,  stated  that 
the  arrest  without  a  warrant  was  merely 
an  error  of  judgment.  A  warrant  for 
Uelley'e  arrest  has  since  been  ieaued. 

Mb.  MAUBICE  HEALT:  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  has  not 
answered  the  Question  whether  the 
Judge  denounced  the  arrest  as  un- 
Donstitational  and  illegal  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  :  My  in- 
formation is  that  what  the  Judge  said 
was  that  the  arrest  without  a  warrant 
was  merely  an  error  of  judgment. 

Mb.  MAUEICB  HEALT  :  Do  I 
understand  tbe  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  Judge  made 
no  such  statement  as  that  alleged  in  The 
li-etman't  Journal  report — namely,  that 
the  arrest  was  unconstitutional  and 
Ulegal? 

CoLoHSL  KIKO-HABMAN  :  I  have 
givea  you  the  answer,  and  I  believe  it 
is  correct. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  Will  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  make 
further  inquiries  into  the  matter  ? . 

[No  reply.] 

Ma.  CONWAY  (Loitrim,  N.) ;  I  wish 
to  ask  the  riebt  hon.  and  gallant  Gteu- 
tleman,  whetoer  be  will  do  what  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  him — whether  he  wiU 
undertake  to  make  a  further  inquiry 
into  this  matter,  and  obtain  additional 
particulars  ? 

OoLOHBL  KINO-HABMAN  intimated 
that  he  would  institute  further  inquiries. 

LUNATIC   ASYLUMS   (IRELAND)— AP- 
POINTMENT   OF    A    PRESBYTERIAN 
CHAPLAIN  TO  THE  CORK  ASYLUM. 
Ma.    MAURICE    HEALT    (Cork) 
asked  tbe  Chief  Secretaryto  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of   Ireland,    whether   the 
Rev.   Matthew  Ketr  was  recently  ap- 
pointed Presbyterian  Chaplain  to  the 
Cork  Lunatic  Asylum  at  a  salary  of  £I2 
a-year;  whether  the   Lord  Lieatenast 
has  refueed  to  sanction  the  appointment 
on  tbe  grounds  of  the  fewness  of  the 
Presbyterian   inmates ;    what  provisioa 
is  intended  to  be  made  for  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  Freshy  terlaa  inmates ; 
Cohntl  King-Barman 
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what  number  of  inmates  professing  a 
particular  creed  are  necessary  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  Hie  Eicellancy  to  the 
appointment  of  a  chaplain  for  them; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  many  Irish 
workhouses  where  the  Protestant  in- 
mates do  not  amount  to  balf-a-dozeo, 
chaplains  of  that  faith  are  appointed 
with  the  eanction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
difference  in  practice  on  this  point  be- 
tween workbonses  and  lunatic  asylums ; 
and,  if  80,  why? 

The  PARLIAMENTART  UNDER 
8ECRETART  (Colonel  Koio-Hakmah) 
(Kent^  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  objection  was  first  taken  to 
the  appointment;  but  the  matter  was 
now  under  re- consideration. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  When 
will  the  final  dedsioa  be  given  in  the 
matter? 

CoLonXL  KING-HABMAN :  As  soon 
as  possible. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  DR. 

HARTY,  CORONER,  KINGSTOWN. 

Mb.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  in  the  case  of  an  inquest  on  the 
body  of  a  man  named  Patrick  Bogan, 
who  was  found  drowned  in  Kingstown 
Harbour  on  the  afternoon  of  Friday  the 
Ut  instant,  the  Coroner,  Dr.  Hatty,  did 
not  attend  to  bold  the  inquest  till  3 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  tbe  4th, 
although  he  had  issued  his  precept  to 
have  the  jury  summoned  for  2  o'clock ; 
whether  lua  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
tbe  rider  appended  by  the  jury  to  their 
verdict,  in  which  they  express  their  opi- 
nion that  the  inquest  should  have  been 
held  on  Saturday  the  2nd  instant,  and 
attaching  blame  to  tbe  Coroner  for  not 
holding  it  on  that  date,  as  they  con- 
sidered  it  wrong  to  have  kept  the  body 
of  deceased  so  many  days  without  inter- 
ment in  this  hot  weather ;  whether  Dr. 
Harty  refused  to  take  tbe  verdict  from 
the  jury  with  the  rider  reflecting  on 
himself,  and  threatened  to  lock  them  up 
till  tbey  had  found  a  verdiot  without  the 
rider;  whether  it  was  found  that  the 
Coroner  had  neglected  to  take  notes  of 
the  evidence  given  by  tbe  witnesses  at 
the  inquest ;  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  it  has  been  customary 
for  Dr.  Harty  to  keep  juriea  waiting  for 
a  considerable  time  after  tbe  hour  at 
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vhioh  the;  have  been  sammoned  before 
he  attends  to  hold  the  inquest;  and, 
whether,  in  face  of  these  alleged  neglects 
of  dutj  on  the  part  of  the  (Joroner,  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
Ireland  to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter  F 

8m  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  said,  he  also  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther he  vas  aware  that  at  a  meeting  of 
the  KingetowQ  Town  CommiBeioners  the 
Chairman  commented  Btrongl;  on  the 
matter;  that  the  medical  officer  had 
stated  he  was  powerless  to  hare  the 
bod;  removed  antil  the  Coroner  had 
held  an  inquest ;  and  that  the  Council 
had  ordered  their  ezecntive  sanitary 
o£Scer  to  prepare  a  Report  of  the  case 
for  the  Government '{ 

The  ATTOBNEY  OENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsom)  (Liverpool, 
Walton),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  able 
to  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
office  of  Coroner  was  an  elective  office, 
and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  as  euch, 
had  no  control  over  him,  and  that  he 
shonld  be  removed  hy  a  judicial  deci- 
sion. He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Qnestion  would  be  to  induce 
the  Coroner  to  give  no  farther  cause  of 
complaint. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  (Wicklow,  B.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  is  the  same  Coroner  who  threatened 
to  lock  up  a  jnry  at  the  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum,  Dondrum.unleBa  they  returned 
a  partionlar  verdict  F 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  realty  am  not  aware 
at  all. 

ADMIRALTY  —  SHIPBUILDING 
HOTAL  DOCKYARDS. 
Ub.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 
the  FirBt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther it  has  been  definitely  determined  to 
build  two  of  the  five  neworuisers  bycon- 
tract,  so  that  prices  may  check  one 
another;  whether  the  new  arrangements 
and  appointments  in  the  Admiralty  and 
the  Dockyards  were  ostenaibly  made  to 
secure  the  more  effective  supervision ; 
whether  it  is  found  now  that  these  are 
ineffective,  or  that  work  cannot  be  as 
well  and  as  cheaply  done  in  the  Dock- 
yards  as  in  private  yards;  whether,  when 
the  original  estimate  for  shijM  built  in 
the  Dookyards  is  exceeded,  it  18  owing  to 
ohaoges  made  daring  construction;  and, 
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whether,  if  the  accounts  of  ships  built  in 
the  Dockyards  were  kept  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  accounts  kept  for  those 
built  in  private  yards,  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  actual  cost  of  the  former  is  not 

'  great  as  that  of  the  latter  ? 

The  FIB8T  LOED  (Lord  Georoe 
Hamiltom)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  Two 
of  the  fi.ve  new  cruisers  will  be  built  by 
contract.  The  new  arrangements  made 
for  supervision  of  work  in  the  Dockyards 
have  secured  good  results,  as  is  shown  by 
the  fact  that  for  the  first  time  for  many 
years  past  there  was  no  Supplementary 
Dockyard  Vote  for  the  past  year.  The 
excess  over  estimates  for  ships  built  in 
Dockyards  has  not  always  been  due  to 
changes  made  during  constmction  ;  hut 
under  the  present  arrangements  we 
believe  that  instead  of  ships'  estimates 
for  building  being  exceeded  they  will 
be  built  within  the  estimates.  I  am  not 
conversant  with  the  methods  of  account 
kept  for  ships  built  in  private  yards ; 
but  I  imagine  they  include  depreciation 
of  plant,  which  is  not  charged  in  Dock- 
yard-built ships.  The  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  are  of  opinion  that  the  Dock- 
yards should  build  the  great  bulk  of  the 
ships  required  for  the  Navy ;  and  this 
year  out  of  13  ships  of  different  types  11 
have  been,  or  will  be,  laid  down  in  the 
Dockyards. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— COMMTJNI- 
CATION  BETWEEN  8KIBBEREEN  AND 
BALTIMOKE. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HBALT  (Cork) 
(fir  Dr.  KEmTY)  (.Cork,  8.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  mail 
car  between  Bkibbereen  and  Baltimore 
has  been  discontinued,  and  a  rural 
messenger  substituted,  who  has  to  walk 
19  miles  a  day,  taking  letters  and 
parcels  to  and  from  Old  Court  Crsagh, 
Loughioe,  Baltimore,  Sherkin  Island, 
and  Cape  Clear  Island ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  piscatorial  school  is  to  be 
opened  on  the  I8th  August  next  at  Balti- 
more, the  existence  of  which  is  likely  to 
add  considerably  to  the  postal  work ; 
what  the  difference  in  cost  as  between 
the  mail  car  and  a  rural  messenger  is; 
and,  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  con- 
tinuing the  mail  car  at  any  rate  till  the 
end  of  the  year  7 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
RjoKBS)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
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Skibbereen  and  Baltimore  Mail  Oar, 
vhioh  ruDs  during  the  Sailing  season, 
has  not  yet  been  diEcontinued.  The 
postman's  wa)k  is  IG^  miles  in  length, 
performed  on  week  days  only.  There  is 
no  foot-post  on  Sundays.  He  carries 
letters  and  parcels  forthe  places  named. 
A  school  in  connection  with  the  fishery  ia, 
I  understand,  about  to  be  opened  at 
Baltimore;  but  I  cannot  say  to  what 
extent  it  will  affect  the  correspondence 
for  that  place.  The  difference  in  cost 
between  a  service  by  mail  car  through- 
out the  year  and  a  service  by  rural 
messenger  would  be  the  entire  cost 
of  the  mail  car  —  say,  £60  or  £70 
a-year;  so  it  would  be  neoesBatr  to 
retain  the  rural  messenger  to  perform 
the  road  delivery.  As  I  promised  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork  (Ur.  Oil- 
hooly),  who  put  a  Question  to  me  on  the 
subject  in  May  last,  I  will  cause  further 
accounts  of  tetters  to  be  taken  at  the  end 
of  the  fishing  season,  with  a  view  to  re- 
considering this  matter. 

Me.m:AUEICEHEALY:  The  fishing 
season  will  end  on  the  16th  of  July  ;  and 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  the 
car  continued  until  hs  has  ascertained 
the  result  of  the  inquiries  he  proposes  to 
institute  ? 

Mb.  BAIKBS  :  That  is  my  intention. 
Sir. 

BOARD    OF    W0HK8    (IRELAND)- HE - 

MOVAL  OF  THE   LOO   ROCK,  BALTl- 

MORE  HARBOUR. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  WO  a«ked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Wlien  the  Board  of 
Worksproposes  to  commence  the  removal 
of  the  Loo  Kock  at  tho  entrance  to  Balti' 
more  Harbour,  in  accordance  with  the 
promise  given,  the  weather  now  being 
extremely  favourable  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jaoksom)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said,  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
promise  was  given  to  remove  the  rock  in 
question.  The  original  plan  was  to  erect 
a  beacon  or  perch  upon  it;  but,  after 
consultation  with  the  representatives  of 


the  inhabitants,  the  Oommiaeioners  of    ^  defead 

Public  Works  bad  decided  to  place  a 

buoy  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  rock, 

and  were  now  only  waiting  tbo  consent 

of  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  in 

order  to  carry  out  the  revised  plan. 

Mr.  Saikti 


PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— AN  UN- 
VENTILATED  CELLAK  UNDER  THE 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Ma.  BOND  (Dorset,  E.)  (for  Colonel 
Hahbbo)  (Dorset,  8.)  asked  the  First 
Commiasioner  of  Works,  If  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  a  cellar  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  superficial  area  of  which 
is  18  feet  by  12,  into  which  no  natural 
light  or  fresh  air  can  enter,  or  foul  or 
heated  air  from  the  gas  (which  is  always 
burning)  can  escape,  except  through  the 
doorway,  which  opens  into  a  passage  lit 
with  gas,  and  is  19  yards  from  the  ex- 
ternal atmosphere,  and  that  in  this  cellar, 
thetemperatnreofwhich  is  seldom  below 
"  "  degrees,  three  men  in  the  employment 
of  the  House  have  to  work  at  adirty  and 
laborious  occupation  on  an  average  of  15 
hoursaday  throughout  the  Session;  and, 
if  he  will  take  immediate  steps  to  have 
this  cellar  closed  as  a  workroom  ? 

The  FIRSI  COMMISSIONEB  (Mr. 
Plcnkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
cellar  to  which  my  attention  has  been 
called  is  really  a  scullery  used  in  oon- 
nectiou  with  the  Kitchen  and  the  Mem- 
bers' Dining  Boom,  and  is  in  a  convenient 
position  for  that  purpose.  I  have  myself 
inquired  into  its  sanitary  condition ;  and 
while  I  found  that  the  drainage  had  been 
quite  recently  renewed  end  was  in  an 
excellent  condition,  the  ventilation  was, 
undoubtedly,  in  a  bad  state.  There  was, 
however,  an  air  shaft  from  the  ceiling 
which  had  not  been  used  for  some  time. 
This  shaft  has  now  been  put  in  use,  with 
the  result  that  a  considerable  current  of 
air  is  now  passing  through  the  room. 

WALES-THE  TITHE  AGITATION— THE 

DISTURBANCES  AT  LLANGWM-THE 

TRIAL  OF  THE  RIOTERS. 
Mr.  BOWEN  EOWLANDS  (Car- 
diganshire)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  heen  called  to  a  paragraph 
in  The  Daily  Newt  of  Friday,  8th  Jnly, 
which  states  that— 

"  Tho  trial  of  prisoneri  ctarged  with  beiDfc 
concerned  in  tho  Llongwin  RioU  was  resumed 
Ruthin.  .   .  .  The  wife  of  one  o( 


whether  the  prosecution  has  been  insti- 
tuted or  is  being  conducted  by  or  on 
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behalf  of  the  Gbremment ;  and,  vhether 
the  Government  will  in  any  case  inquire 
into  the  truth  of  the  above  atutement; 
and,  if  found  to  be  true,  take  any  antion 
in  the  matter? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  hare 
obtained  a  Beport  from  the  Olerk  to  tbe 
Jnstioea  on  this  matter.  He  informs  me 
that,  after  some  discussion  in  Court,  be 
advised  the  Justices  that,  acoording  to 
Statute,  the  accused  must  be  piesent  in 
Court  when  the  depositions  were  taken. 
Tbe  Justices  tber«iipon,  after  expressing 
their  sympathy  with  the  defendant,  de- 
clined to  let  bim  go  borne,  aa  it  would  be 
illegal  to  take  the  case  in  bis  absence. 
Tbe  case  was  then  proceeded  with  for 
about  two  bours,  when  the  defendant 
had  a  slight  fainting  fit.  He  was  im- 
mediately removed,  and  proper  remedies 
baring  been  applied  he  returned  into 
Court,  and  during  the  remainder  of  the 
ratting  was  aocommo dated  with  a  seat  on 
the  Bench  near  a  window.  Subaequently 
the  Court  agreed  to  adjourn  over  Mon- 
day to  enable  tbe  defendant  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  bis  wife,  and  accordingly 
on  Friday  evening  tbe  Court  was  ad- 
journed. The  defendant  then  came  for- 
ward and  said  he  desired  to  thank  the 
Bench  for  tbe  oonsideration  they  bad 
shown  towards  bim  and  for  their  kind 
expressions  of  sympathy.  Tbe  proaeon- 
tion  was  instituted,  and  is  being  con- 
ducted, by  tbe  Solicitor  to  tbe  Trea- 
sury. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  said, 
the  right  bon.  Oentlemen  bad  bardly 
answered  tbe  Question  which  he  put — 
whetber  the  Justices  bad  declined  to  ad- 
journ ?  He  wanted  to  know  why  they 
did  not  postpone  taking  the  depositions 
until  the  defendant  had  an  opportunity 
of  going  home,  and  of  recovering  from 
the  shock,  and  making  arrangements 
with  regard  to  bis  wife's  funeral  ? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the  answer 
which  he  had  just  given  showed  that 
although  tbe  Justices  did  not  adjourn  at 
once,  they  adjourned  after  two  or  three 
.  hours,  and  for  several  days,  to  enable 
the  defendant  to  go  borne. 

Mk.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
inquired,  how  it  was  that  the  Court  did 
.  not  adjourn,  especially  in  view  of  tbe 
faot  that  tbe  defendant  had  only  three 
days'  notice  of  tbe  trial  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  able  to 
answer  that  Question. 
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Ub.  H.  J.  GILL  (Limerick)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
be  is  aware  that  great  injury  has  been 
sustained  by  the  Floating  Dock  at 
Limerick  owing  to  the  subsidence  of  tbe 
dock  wall;  whether,  in  1864,  only  10 
years  after  tbe  completion  of  the  works, 
a  portion  of  the  river  wall  fell  out,  and 
had  to  be  re-butlt  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  at  a  cost  of  about  £2,790  ;  whe- 
tber other  portions  of  the  doclc  and 
river  wall  are  now  in  great  danger  of 
falling  in,  and  thereby  causing  much 
inconvenience  to  tbe  trade,  aa  well  as 
loss  to  the  revenue,  of  the  Fort  of  Lime* 
rick;  whether  those  dock  works  were 
built  by  tbe  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland,  under  their  sole 
supervision,  and  upon  their  design ;  bad 
the  Limerick  Harbour  Commisaioners 
any  control  over  tbe  conatruction  of  the 
works ;  will  be  inquire  whetber  the 
subsidence  of  the  dock  wall  waa  the 
result  of  the  original  defective  construc- 
tion of  the  works,  or  of  what  other 
cause ;  in  case  the  limerick  Harbour 
Commisaioners  should  be  unable  to 
undertake  the  construction  of  the  works, 
from  want  of  fnnds  or  other  causes,  wilt 
the  Treasury,  or  the  Board  of  Works,  be 
prepared  to  supply  funds  to  repair  and 
restore  the  works,  if  it  should  appear 
that  such  necessity  has  arisen  from  ttieir 
defective  construction  originally;  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  tbe  fact  Utat  the 
Limerick  Harbour  Commissioners  have 
paid  up  all  their  liabilities  to  the  Trea- 
sury in  respect  of  advanoea  for  those 
works,  on  the  assumption  of  their  sta- 
bility and  permanent  character,  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  will  now  be 
called  upon  to  defray  the  cost  of  the 
restoration  of  the  works  ;  and,  will  any 
assurance  be  g^ven,  on  behalf  of  the 
above  named  Public  Departments,  that 
some  immediate  action  will  be  taken 
towards  the  restoration  of  the  works, 
and  tbe  prevention  of  further  damage 
to  other  parts  of  the  docks  P 

Thk  gEORETABY  (Mr.  Jaoksom) 
(Leeds,  N.)  :  It  is  impossible,  within  the 
limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Question,  to 
deal  with  the  points  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member.  BrieEy  stated,  the  connection 
of  the  Oovemment  with  tbe  Port  of 
Limerick  has  been  as  follows: — In  1634 
a  loan  of  £60,000  was  made  for  the 
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conetrnctioii  of  a  bridge  and  tidal  basin,  i 
In  IBS',  a  further  sum  of  £70,000  was 
advanced  for  the  completion  and  im- 
provement of  these  totIib.  Is  1846  a 
Beoeiver,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Worlcs,  was  in  receipt  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Port ;  but  the  Government  of  the 
day  ooDseuted,  in  deference  to  strong 
local  representations,  to  spend  £54,000 
on  the  dock  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  tfember.  Up  to  1867 
£179,384  had  been  spent  on  the  Port, 
entirely  from  National  Funds,  and  the 
annual  charge  amounted  to  between 
£6,000  and  £7,000.  In  that  year  the 
Qovernment  made  remissions  amounting 
to    £169,919,  of   which  £114,248   was 

Srincipaland  £55,671  interest,  leaving  a 
ebt  on  the  Port  of  £59,414,  and  re- 
ducing the  annual  charge  from  £6,000 
or  £7,000  to  £2,014.  Since  1867  the 
Harbour  Oommisaioners  have  been  in 
oharge  of  the  Port,  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  go  behind  the  arrangement 
then  made. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
{IREI.AND)-LOUGH  CORBIB  DRAIN- 
AGE DISTRICTS. 

Mb.  PINKEETON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that 
several  meetings  of  ratepayers  or  the 
Lough  Oorrib  (County  Qalway)  drain- 
age distriots  have  been  held,  to  protest 
against  the  neglect  of  the  Drainage 
Trustees,  in  allowing  the  main  drains 
to  become  silted  up,  thereby  causing 
serious  injury  to  the  property  of  occu- 

Siers  and  owners  of  land  by  frequent 
ooding;  if,  at  the  Land  Commission 
Court  held  in  Qalway,  evidence  was 
given  by  37  tenants  to  the  effect  that 
for  several  years  their  property,  includ- 
ing crops  and  live  stock,  had  been  de- 
stroyed, and  that,  in  consequence,  they 
had  been  reduced  to  poverty ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  Uemorials  have  been  for- 
warded from  those  meetings  of  rate- 
payers to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  asking 
him  to  urge  upon  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  the  necessity  of  sending 
a  properly  qualified  engineer  down  to 
examine  and  report;  if  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  when  so  requested,  refused  to 
do  so  unless  they  first  received  a  deposit 
of  £30,  which  sum  they  promised  to  re- 
fund if  the  Commissioners  carried  out 
the  work ;  and  what  steps,  if  any,  he 
Mr.  Jaeitm 
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intends  to  take  in  order  that  these  poor 
people  may  obtain  relief  7 

Thb  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUitY  {Mr.  Jacksow)  (Leeds,  N.),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  facts  were  as  stated 
in  the  Question.  The  Memorialists  stated 
themselves  to  be  ratepayers,  lessees,  and 
occupiers  under  the  5th  section  of  the 
Drainage  Maintenance  Act.  The  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works,  after  re- 
ceiving a  Memorial,  may  appoint  an  en- 
gineer to  inspect  and  report  on  the  state 
of  the  works,  and  famish  eetimates  and 
specifications.  By  the  9th  section  they 
may  require  the  applicants  to  pay,  or 
secure  themselves  in,  a  sum  sufficient  to 
defray  preliminary  ezpeoses.  When  the 
Eeport  of  the  engineer  was  received  the 
Board  called  upon  the  Trustees  to  show 
cause  why  the  Board  should  not  proceed 
with  the  works ;  and  if  they  failed  to 
show  cause,  the  Board  proceeded  to 
carry  oat  the  works,  and  the  sum  lodged 
for  preliminary  expenses  was  refunded 
to  the  persons  who  lodged  it,  as  the  pre- 
liminary expenses  become  part  of  the 
cost  of  the  work,  which,  on  tbe  comple- 
tion of  the  work,  becomes  a  charge  on 
the  district.  The  Board  hoped  to  be 
able  to  carry  out  the  inspection  in  this 
ease  for  £20 ;  and  they  informed  the 
Memorialists  that  they  could  not  under- 
take an  inspection  unless  the  amount 
was  lodged,  for  without  a  lodgment  no 
funds  were  available  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  inspection. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
ALLEGED  ILL-TREATMENT  OP  A 
LUNATIC  IN  STAFFORD  COUNTY 
GAOL. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  alleged  ill-treatment 
of  a  lunatic  named  Jones,  in  the  Staf- 
ford County  Oaol ;  and  whether  any,  and 
what,  steps  are  being  taken  to  inquire 
into  the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  a  letter  was  received  at  the  Home 
Office  late  last  night  from  Mr.  Hunt, 
the  lunatic's  solicitor,  alleging  ill-treat- 
ment. The  complaint  has  oeen  referred 
to  ihe  Governor  of  the  Gaol  for  imme- 
diate report,  the  result  of  which  I  shall 
be  happy  to  oommunicate  to  the  Iion. 
llembw. 
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Ub.  OONYBEARE  (Oomir&ll,  ORin- 
borne)  (for  Mr.  Cunrinohaue  GFbahau', 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  aeked  the  Seoietaiyof 
State  for  War,  If  he  would  produce  a 
.  copy  of  the  Begtmental  Orders  of  eaoli 
regiment  and  battalion  at  Alderehot  on 
the  erening  previoQS  to  the  review ;  and, 
if  not,  if  he  would  state  the  bour  at 
wMob  the  different  battalions  were 
ordered  to  fall  in  on  the  private  parade 
grounds ;  and,  if  all  the  regiments  had 
water  bottles,  and  all  the  battalions 
water  carts,  or  only  some  of  them  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STAifiroPB)  (LiDcolnshirs,  Horn- 
castle) :  I  oaimot  undertake  to  produce 
the  Regimental  Orders  asked  for,  as  I 
do  not  think  it  vould  be  in  the  interests 
of  disoipliDe.  The  manner  in  which  re- 
views at  Alderahot  are  conducted,  and 
the  arrangements  about  water-carts, 
water-bottfea,  and  other  details,  are 
matters  which  are  left— and  I  think 
very  properly  left — to  the  Military  Au- 
thorities on  the  spot.  Until  I  sea  rea- 
BOQ  to  believe  that  they  tailed  in  th* 
exercise  of  the  power  thus  entrusted  to 
them,  I  do  not  propose  to  institute  what 
is  practically  an  inquiry  into  the  manner 
io  wbiob  they  perform  their  duty.  The 
House  KcusraUy  may  be  glad  to  learn 
that,  as  I  am  informed,  not  a  single  man 
fell  out  during  the  march  past  at  Alder- 
shot. 


Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  asked  tiie 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientenant 
of  Ireland,  If  an  application  has  been 
made  to  the  authorities  for  military  and 
polioe  to  assist  in  carrying  out  a  series 
of  eviotions  on  the  estate  of  CaptainHUl, 
at  Oweedore,  County  Donegal ;  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  article 
which  appeared  in  Th»  Londmidtrry 
Stntititl  of  the  9th  June — 

"  Bat,  in  addition  to  the  execation  of  the  SO 
ejectment  decrees,  the  prcoedure  in  conneatian 
with  which  viU  be  the  patting  out  of  the  in- 
mktM  And  fumitute  aod  the  securing  up  of  the 
doors,  opportanit^  will  be  takno  to  execute 
•omB  37  warrants  in  cases  where  tenants  hare 
been  re-intUtted  ai  cacelAkers,  and  have  failed 
to  redeem  withia  the  stipulated  period  of  six 
months.  In  theae  inatancea  the  houses  will  be 
polled  down  and  final  poBBeaaion  taken  over  bj 
the  agent  on  behalf  of  the  landlord ;  " 


and,  in  what  capacity  has  Colonel 
Stewart  been  sent  to  Gweedore,  or  has 
his  presence  there  any  connection  with 
these  "  contemplated  eviotions  ?  " 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECEBTARY  (Colonel  KurG-HAHMAir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  had  favoured  him  with 
a  copy  of  the  newspaper  referred  to.  Ho 
did  not  know  on  what  evidence  the  state- 
ment in  tbe  paper  bad  been  made.  He 
understood,  nowever,  that  the  SherifiF 
bad  told  the  County  Inspector  of  Con- 
stabulary that  it  was  possible  he  would 
make  application  for  military  and  police 
protection  in  this  case  for  some  day  not 
yet  fixed.  Gweedore  was  made  the 
headquarters  of  a  Resident  Magistrate, 
and  Colonel  Stewart,  as  one  of  tbe  Re- 
sident Magistrates,  had  been  sent  there. 

Ms.  O'HEA  asked,  if  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  say  whe- 
ther it  was  in  expectation  of  the  evictions 
that  Colonel  Stewart  was  sent  to  Gwee- 
dore? 

CoLONKL  KING-HARMAN  said, 
Colonel  Stewart  was  not  sent  in  oonse- 
qnence  of  expected  evictions;  but  be- 
cause  the  whole  of  the  district  bad  been 
in  a  disturbed  state  for  some  time. 

WALES  -  THB  TITHE  AGITATION 
THE  DISTUBBANCBS  AT  LLANOWM 
—  TRIAL  OF  THB  RIOTERS  AT 
RUTHIN. 

Ma.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  Secretly  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  31  persons  accused 
of  taking  part  in  the  disturbances  at 
Llangwm  wero  summoned  to  the  Petty 
Sessions  at  Ruthin  (which  is  18  miles 
distant  from  Llangwm,  and  not  con- 
nected with  it  by  any  public  conveyance) 
instead  of  Cerrig-y-Druidion  (which  is 
close  to  Llangwm),  because  the  magis- 
trates could  not  be  forced  to  sit  together 
at  the  latter  place ;  whether  the  difficnlty 
in  making  aquoTum  at  Cerrig-y-Druidion 
arises  from  a  personal  quarrel  between 
tbe  four  Justices  of  the  Peace  resident  in 
that  Petty  Sessional  Division,  or  some  of 
them ;  and,  whether  (if  the  fact  be  so), 
ha  will  draw  the  attention  of  the  Loni 
ChanoalloT  to  the  hardship  inflicted  upon 
these  31  defendants  (most  of  whom  are 
very  poor  men]  and  their  witnessea  by 
their  Daving  to  proceed  on  foot  over  so 
great  a  dutanoe  to  answer  a  charge 
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irhioh  might  Ii&Te  been  preferred  against 
tbent-cloae  to  their  own  homei? 

The  8ECRETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MATTHKwa)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  As  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House  on  Uaj  12, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  £.  Kllis),  what- 
ever difiSoulty  there  may  be  in  making 
a  qnoTum  of  the  Bench  at  Cerrig-y- 
I>ruidion  arises  not  from  a  peraonal 
quarrel  between  the  Justices,  but  from 
tnepancityof  their  number.  Theissuing 
of  flummonsea  in  the  Llangwm  case  &om 
Buthin  instead  of  Oerrig-y-Druidion  was 
Bot  due  to  any  such  difficulty  in  making 
a  quorum  at  Gerrig-y-Druidion  -  but  was 
determined  npon  by  those  in  charge  of 
the  prosecution,  principallyon  the  ground 
that  at  Oerrig-y-Druidion  there  was  no 
proper  Court  accommodation  for  the 
numerous  defendants  and  witnesses. 

HEBEDITAET    EEVENUB    OF    THE 

CBOWV— THE  AECEITER. 
Ma.  HANBDEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
total  annual  cost  of  the  Office  of  the 
B«ceiTeT  of  Hereditary  Berenue ;  whe- 
ther he  performs  any  other  duty  than 
that  of  fiuch  Receiver  ;  and,  what  has 
been  the  annual  amount  received  by  him 
during  the  last  five  years  in  respect  of 
such  Hereditary  Bevanue  only? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaoksos) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  total  annual  coat  of 
the  Office  is  £445  (£300  salary  of  Re- 
ceiver, and  £145  Office  exponsea).  He 
also  collects  some  fines  which  are  not 
part  of  the  Hereditary  Revenue— such 
as  fines  under  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act  and  the  Explosives  Act.  The 
amount  received  by  him  during  the 
last  five  years  in  respect  of  Hereditary 
Revenue  onlyhaabeen  £7,621,  averaging 
£1,504  per  annum.  His  other  civil  re- 
ceipts have  amounted  in  the  five  years  to 
£12,323. 

ADMIRALTY— DEVONPORT  AND  OTHEB 
D0CKTAKD8— DISCHARGE  OF  WORK- 

MEN. 

Mb.  OONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borse)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  on 
Saturday,  30  shipwrights  were  dis- 
charged from  and  left  Devonport  Dock- 
yard; that  the  same  number  of  meohanios 
were  given  notice  to  quit  a  week  hence ; 
and  that  an  average  of  about  30  men, 
J/r,  Otbomt  Morgan 


mostly  all  shipwrights,  will  be  discharged 
from  the  yard  each  iveek  for  the  nest 
two  months ;  what  is  the  total  number  of 
mechanics,  shipwrights,  and  other  Dock- 
yard men  who  have  been  discharged 
from  the  Devonport  and  other  Dock- 
yards respectively,  since  the  month  of 
Xovember  last,  when  these  discharges 
commenced ;  whether  it  is  contomplated 
to  continue  these  discharges,  and  to 
what  extent;  whether  the  Admiralty 
contemplate  reducing  the  strength  of 
the  trnploj/ii  in  other  Departments;  and, 
whether  the  Admiralty  have,  at  the  same 
time,  dispensed  with  the  services,  or  cut 
down  the  salaries,  of  any,  and  which,  of 
the  superiar  officials  connected  with  tlie 
said  Dockyard  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Qeokqe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
number  of  men  in  the  Dockyards  was 
last  year  largely  in  excess  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  Service,  and  we  have  had 
imposed  upon  us  the  unpleasant  duty  of 
discharging  the  redundant  number  of 
hired  men,  who  ought  in  past  years  to 
have  been  discharged  at  the  oomplstion 
of  the  work  forwhich  they  were  engaged, 
and  wo  must  continue  these  reductions 
until  the  numbers  are  adjusted  to  the 
work  to  be  dons.  The  salaries  of  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  superior  officials  were 
fixed  when  the  numbers  of  men  em- 
ployed were  much  lower  than  they  are 
present ;  and  these  officers,  as  welt  as 
the  shipwrights  and  other  gmplofit  on 
the  sstaoliehment,  are,  in  conlradisdno- 
tion  to  the  hired  men,  entitled  to  con- 
tinuous employment. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-OHAHQE  OF  UR. 

JUSTICE  O'BRIEN  AT  CLARE  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien,  when  presiding  at  the 
current  Clare  AsBizes,  said — 

"  The  criminal  biumsu  jon  will  have  to  deal 
with  at  the  preseat  Awixes,  in  performuica  of 
joor  duty  u  Qrand  Juron,  coiuiBta  of  but 
very  lew  cases." 

TheCHANOELLOR  07  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Oosohen)  (St.  Oeoige'a, 
Hanover  Square) :  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  for  more  information  about  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien's  Charge,  I  am  bound 
to  oblige  him  ;  and  I  will  read  the  two 
lines  contained  in  hie  Question  with  so 
much  of  the  context  as  is  necessary  to 
understand  them— 
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"The  criminil  busioaM  j-on  will  have  todeal 
with  at  tho  prepent  AssiieB,  in  pertormanoo  of 
TOUT  duty  as  Orand  Jurors,  consists  of  bat  very 
{ew  cstea,  thoso  of  aoy  moment  nmong  thoso 
lew  heing  coaea  which,  by  reason  of  thoirbavidg 
been  committed  in  the  preaencD  of  the  consta- 
bulary, did  not  require  uny  sympathy  on  the 
part  of  the  community  to  make  them  answer- 
able for  the  Botua,]  offencea  of  aoy  kind  that 
baTe  been  committed  siace  last  Ataizea.  The 
casea  that  will  be  laid  before  you  oonstitute  but 
a  very  trifling  amount.  Indeed,  from  all  the 
accounts  that  I  hare  received  as  to  the  state  of 
this  county  in  the  interval  aince  Uat  Asaizea, 
on  which  occasion  it  became  my  duty  to  take  a 
lUTvey  of  its  condition  in  reference  to  the  main- 
tenance of  tho  law  and  public  order,  all  Uiese 
accounts  concur  in  representing  that  no  kind  of 
improTement  whatsoever  has  been  made  in  the 
county.  The  information  that  I  have  been  able 
to  coUect  of  various  kinds,  consisting  in  tho 
oommunioatioDa  of  official  peraoDs  whose  duty 
it  is  to  take  part  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  or  actual  reports  of  offences  committed, 
and  other  information  I  have  received — these,  I 
regret  to  say,  lead  me  to  the  inevitable  conclu' 
nan  that  this  County  of  Clare  posaeaaes  the  bad 
distjaction  of  being  the  worat  part  of  IroUod  in 
respect  of  locial  diaturbance  and  disorder ;  and 
to  the  further  conclusion,  not  leas  inevitable, 
that  this  County  of  Clare  is  worse  at  present 
than  at  any  time  before,  even  as  to  actual 
crimo,  compared  with  the  corresponding  period 
last  year." 

Ur.  J.  £.  ELLIS  aeked.  whether  tlis 
oalendar  of  crime  did  not  show  a  de- 
cided improvement  ? 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  aaid,  he  had  not 
ohecked  the  account  given  by  the  Judge 
vith  the  actual  figureB  in  the  calendar. 

1£b.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  should  liketharighthon.  Gentleman 
to  say  if  iTudge  O'Brien  himself  exa- 
mined the  Betum  laid  before  the  Houas 
of  outrages  in  Olare  for  the  past  three 
months;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Charge  was  made  in  a  constitueaoy 
vhers  Judge  O'Brien  was  defeated  as  a 
Home  Bttle  candidate  f 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  (Ooniwell.  0am- 
borne) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    whether  the  outrages  per- 

Etrated  at  Bodyka  were  in  the  Return 
d  before  Judge  O'Brien  ? 
Mb.  GOSGHEN  said,  he  had  been 
unable  to  dissect  the  statistics  or  the 
information  upon  which  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien  administered  the  law — adminis- 
tered justice.  It  was  for  the  House  and 
the  public  to  judge. 

PB180NS     (SCOrLANDl  —  BALABT    OF 

MEDICAL  OFFICERS  OF  GLASGOW. 

Mb.     CALDWELL    (Glasgow,     St. 

Bollox)    asked    the    Secretary  to   the 
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Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
boon  called  to  the  small  sum  paid  to  the 
Medical  OfHcer  of  Glasgow  (Duke 
Street)  Prison  as  compared  with  tha 
sums  paid  to  the  Medical  Officers  of 
Liverpool,  Wakefield,  and  Sirangeways 
Prisons  ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
place  Glasgow  on  a  more  equal  position 
with  similar  prisons  in  England  ? 

The  SECKETAEY  (Mr.  Jacksom) 
(Leeds,  K.),  in  reply,  said,  that  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  this  ques- 
tion both  by  tho  bon.  Member  and  by 
other  hon.  Members ;  but  he  could  not 
admit  the  justice  of  the  eaggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  in  the  Question. 
The  su^eon  referred  to  was  on  the 
highest  scale  allowed  to  medical 
officers  in  Scottish  prisons  ;  and  quite 
recently  the  Treasury  allowed  him  to 
have  the  maximum  of  his  ecale  two 
years  before  it  would  have  been  duo  in 
the  ordinary  course.  He  might  add, 
what  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  waa 
aivare  of,  that  this  question  was  still 
under  oonsi deration.  It  was,  for  the 
moment,  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  in  the  hands  of  the  Scottish 
Office;  but  he  should  not  neglect  the 
matter. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  Is  there  any  rea- 
son why  the  scale  of  Prison  Uedtcal 
Officers'  salaries  ebould  be  different  in 
Scotland  from  what  they  are  in  Eng- 
land? 

Mb.  JACKSON^  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  oould  not  answer  a  Question  of  that 
sort  off-hand.  What  he  had  to  deal 
with  was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  see  that 
the  ecale  already  fixed  was  adhered  to, 
unless  there  wae  some  good  reason 
stated  for  departing  from  it. 

THE    JUBILEE    DAY    IN    LONDON  — 

MEDALS  FOE  THE  METEOPOLITAN 

POLICE. 

Mb.  PICKEHSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
medals  which  it  is  proposed  to  bestow  on 
the  Metropolitan  Police  are  to  be  pro- 
vided at  the  public  expense ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  reconsider  the  matter, 
with  a  view  to  make  a  more  suitable  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  services  of  the 
police  on  the  21st  June  last  f 

The  SEOBETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

Matthews)    (Birmingham,   E.^ :     The 

cost  of  the  medals  wiU  be  provided  out 

of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Fond.    Itia 
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of  £7,000  for  preliminary  inqniries,  with 
a  view  to  tlie  preparation  of  a  general 
scheme  and  legislation  next  Session  for 
the  Barrow  and  elsewhere,  making  a 
total  of  £30,000  for  drainage  purposes. 
It  is  also  proposed  to  devote  £5,000  to 
the  completion  of  works  undertaken  b; 
the  Fiera  and  Soads  Commission  for  the 
relief  of  distress  last  year  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Qalway  and  Majo ;  £5,000,  to  be 
administered  thioug^h  the  Eoyal  Dublin 
Society,  as  prizes  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting improrement  iu  the  breed  of 
horses  and  cattle ;  £5,000  as  a  grant  to 
the  Industrial  Fineries  School  at  Bald- 
more;  £1,000  for  the  establishment  of  a 
technical  school  in  connection  with  the 
Donegal  Industrial  Fund  ;  and  £750  for 
the  enlar(;ement  of  the  Mnnater  Dairy 
School.  Some  minor  questions  and  rived 
claims  remain  to  be  settled  ;  but  it  is 
hoped  that  the  estimate  for  the  whole 
sum  will  be  ready  to  be  submitted  to 
the  House  within  a  few  days. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked, 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  proposed 
works  on  the  Shannon  ? 

CoLONSL  KINQ-HARMAIiT  said,  they 
were  arterial  drainage  works, 

Mb.  HAYDEN :  Wm  they  not  have 
the  effect  of  saving  the  Government  an 
annual  charge  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  H  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  the  Question 
on  the  Paper,  I  will  be  able  to  under- 
stand it. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.}: 
'  Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man say  if  he  understands  this  Question 
— How  soon  is  it  intended  to  commence 
the  drainage  works  on  the  Bann  f 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  :  As  soon 
as  possible. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
statement  of  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
£50,000  was  prepared  under  his  guid- 
ance and  under  the  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  upon  what  principle  the 
different  sums  had  been  arrived  at; 
and  under  whose  directions  and  whose 
approval  ? 

The  CHANOELLOEofthb  EXCHE- 
OUE^E  (Mr.  Gobohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  asked  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  put  the  Question  down  on  the 
Paper.  He  imagined  the  natural  time 
to  disousa  the  matter  would  be  wheothe 
Estimate  wew  brought  up. 
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not  my  intention  to  reconsider  the 
matter,  the  Chief  Commissioner  being  of 
opinion  that  the  grant  of  a  day's  pay 
and  three  days'  extra  holiday  on  fuU 
pay,  in  addition  to  these  commemora- 
tive medals,  would  be  appreciated  by 
the  Force  as  a  reoognitioa  of  their  ser- 
vices; and  the  available  funds  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Oommissionera  do  not 
admit  of  a  lai^er  recognition,  even  if 
that  were  desirable. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPABT- 
MENT)— CONTRACT  FOR  HIDES. 

OoLOBBL  HDGHES-HALLETT 
(Eocheater)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  Whether  the  hides  re- 
turned to  Messrs.  Eoas,  re-dressed  by 
themj  and  now  supposed  to  be  fit  for  re- 
issue, were  reported  in  the  first  instance 
as  having  been  damaged,  if  not  virtually 
destroyed,  by  the  action  of  chemicals  in 
the  process  of  tanning;  and,  if  so,  if  any 
amount  of  re-dressiog  conld  possibly 
make  them  really  serviceable,  or  other- 
wise than  "  worthless,"  as  reported  by 
the  Inspector  General  of  Cavalry  f 

The  FINANCIAL  SECEETAEY, 
WAR  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Brodbick) 
{Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  Colonel  commanding  the  2nd  Dra- 
goons suggested  that  one  hide  had  been 
destroyed  by  chemicals  in  the  process  of 
tanning ;  but  this  statement  proves  to  be 
incorrect,  and  the  hides  have  been  found 
in  thoroughly  serviceable  condition, 

PUBLIC  W0BK8  AND  IMPROVEMENTS 
(IRELAND)  — ALLOCATION  OF  THE 
GOVERNMENT    SUBVENTION 
£S0,00O. 
Mb.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queen'a 
Co.,  OeBory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  ^e  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Be- 
tween what  objects  and  in  what  propor- 
tions  it  is  proposed  to  allocate  the  sum 
of  £50,000,  granted  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  purposes  of  Irish 
improvement  F 

The  PAEUAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SEOEETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Government  propose  to  de- 
vote the  larger  part  of  this  sum  to 
drainage  works  of  a  character  that  can 
be  carried  out  without  the  necessity  of 
waiting  for  preliminary  legislation, 
£12,000  being  allocated  to  works  on  the 
Shannon,  £6,000  to  the  Bann,  and 
£5,000  totheBarrow.  This  is  exclusive 
3fr.  Maithwt 
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U&.  T.  H.  HEALY  said,  the  right 
hon,  Qentleman  stated  a  month  ago 
that  he  himflelf  would  gire  this  infonna- 
tioa  to  the  House. 

THE  METKOPOLITAN  POLICE  FOBCE— 

HELMETS  AND  CLOTHINQ  FOR  BUM. 

MBE  WEAR, 

Mr.  QUILTEB  (Suffolk,  8.)  asked 
the  SeoretoTj  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  QoTernmeut 
will  consider  the  desirability  ot  supply- 
ing to  the  police  a  helmet  of  a  lightei 
colour,  and  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
blouse  for  wear  on  duty  during  the  sum- 
mer months  ? 

Thb  SECEETAKY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Uaxthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  J 
stated,  in  reply  to  a  Question  in  Septem- 
ber last,  that  the  Ohief  Oommissioner 
wae  in  farour  of  the  present  system  of 
clothing,  thinking  that  in  our  variable 
climate  there  is  more  danger  from  wet 
and  cold  than  from  excessive  heat.  The 
Chief  Commissioner  is  still  ot  this 
opinion ;  and,  accordiasly,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  advise  any  alteration  in  the 
dress  of  the  police. 

MR.Q0ILTER:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  such  arrangements  as  I  have  sug- 
gested have  been  made  in  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom  with  satiefaotory  results  P 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  No ;  I  am  not 
aware  of  that  fact. 

INLAND  NAVIQATION  AND  DRAHTAQE 
(IRELAND)— THE  EIVEH  BARROW. 
Me.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  important  Besolution  passed 
by  the  Mountmelliok  Board  of  0-uardians 
on  the  25th  June : — 

"  Thst  this  Board,  luTiiig  oanndflmd  tho  Re- 
port on  Duiaanceg  stated  to  aiirt  in  PortarlinK- 
ton,  and  hating  evidence  produced  to  prove  the 
iupowbilitf  of  curying  ont  any  ayatem  of  draui- 
Bfre  while  Uie  1>«d  ot  the  Kiver  Barrow  ramaina 
higher  than  the  eiiatiog  drain*,  eameatlj  preu 
on  the  ExecatiTe  the  need  of  talcing  steps  to 
]lSTe  the  Barrow  drainage  undertaken  forth- 
with, before  an  outbreak  of  dUeaae  occur*  in 
some  of  the  towns  affeoted  by  itt  present  psati- 
lantial  oondition ; ' ' 

whether,  in  view  of  this  Besolution,  the 
irorks  will  be  commenced  at  once;  and, 
whether  the  £5,000  promieed  for  this 
purpose    will   be  spent  oa  the  actual 
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Bivallowed  up  in  a  preliminary  inquiry  r 
The  PAELIAMENTAEY  TINDBE 
8ECEETABY  (Colonel  Kjso-Haeiiak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  this  Besolution  did  not  appear  to 
have  been  received  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment ;  but  they  had  received  one  from 
the  Maryborough  Quardians  in  some- 
what similar  terms,  passed  on  the  1 1th 
June.  There  would  be  no  nnnecesaarr 
delay  in  commencing  the  works;  and, 
as  he  had  already  stated,  the  £5,000 
would  be  expended  on  the  works,  and 
the  expenses  of  the  preliminary  inquiry 
in  connection  with  the  general  scheme 
would  be  otherwise  provided  for. 

EGYPT -THE  ANGLO -EGYPTIAN  CON- 
VENTION-SIB HENRY  DRDMMOND 
WOLFF. 

Ma.  BBTCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaire,  Whether  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  ia  still  in  Constantinople ;  and,  if 
so,  how  long  it  is  intended  that  be  shall 
remain  there  waiting  the  ratification  of 
the  Convention  by  the  Ottoman  Qo- 
vemment  ? 

The  under  SECBBTABY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feeoossok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  His  Imperial  Majesty 
was  unable  to  receive  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  previous  to  his  intended  de- 
parture last  week  from  Constantinople, 
and  named  Friday,  the  ISth,  for  his 
final  audience.  It  is  not  intended  that 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  dsparture 
shall  be  delayed  longer. 

Mb.  BBYOE:  My  right  hon.  Friend 
says  "  it  is  not  intended ;  "  I  must  ask 
him,  whetherthe  House  is  to  understand 
that  Friday  next  will  finally  and  posi- 
tively terminate  the  unparalleled  and 
undignified  position  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gktvernment  have  placed  this 
country? 

SiaJAMESFEBGUSSON:  No, Sir; 
I  cannot  give  any  such  positive  under- 
taking; but  I  can  undertake  to  say  that 
when  the  House  is  fully  in  possession  of 
what  has  taken  place,  as  it  will  be  in  a 
few  days,  by  the  Papers  being  placed  in 
the  bands  of  hon.  Members,  they  will 
not  be  of  opinion  that  either  the  dignity 
or  the  interests  of  this  country  have  been 
compromised  in  any  way. 

Mb.  BBYCE  :  I  shall  have  to  repeat 
this  Question  so  long  as  the  present  con- 
dition of  thing  lostd. 
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6iB  WILFRID  LA.WSON  (Oamber- 
laod,  Cockermoutli)  :  Can  tlio  right  lion. 
Oeotleman  state  what  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mood  Wolff  is  doing  now  ? 

[No  reply.] 

THE  JUBILEE  WEEK— THE  METRO- 
POLITiN  FIRE  BRIGADE. 
Me.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
aeked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  men 
in  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  will, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
reeeive  any  special  gratuity  for  their 
extraordioary  servicea  during  the  Jubilee 

Thk  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  [Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  tbat  the  men  of  the  Brigade  were 
kept  at  their  stations  for  two  or  three 
daye  in  the  week  of  the  Jubilee ;  but, 
happily,  no  fira  of  unusual  magnitude 
occurred.  There  vaa  not,  therefore,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  police,  any  call  for  auch 
extra  exertions  on  the  part  of  the  fire- 
men as  to  justify  a  special  gratuity 
being  given  to  thorn. 

WALES— THE  TITHE  AGITATION— DIS- 
TURBANCES AT  LLANGWM  —  TRIAL 
OF  THE  ;RI0TER8  AT  RUTHIN. 
Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  JuBtices  at  the  Special  Seaaiona 
at  Ruthin  affirmed,  on  Friday,  8th  July, 
that  they  had  no  power  to  authoriie  the 
payment  to  the  defendanta  and  their 
witnesses  in  the  Llaugwm  tithes  trials  of 
the  expenses  consequent  on  the  trial 
being  held  at  Ruthin  instead  of  in  theii 
own  Petty  Sessional  Division  of  Cerrig-y- 
Druidion ;  and,  whether  the  Treasury 
will  undertake  to  pay  the  expenses 
necessitated  by  the  change  in  the  place 
of  trial  ?  He  also  wished  to  know,  why 
the  Public  Prosecutor  had  instituted  this 
trial  after  a  general  inquiry  had  been 
promised  ;  and  whether  it  was  usual  or 
regular  to  change  the  place  of  trial  at 
the  instance  of  the  prosecution  7 

Ma.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  4c.)  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  thecase  that  Oerrig-y- 
Druidion  was  a  long  distance  from  any 
railway  commimication  ;  and  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  all  the  witnesses 
and  people  concerned  in  this  trial  oould 
be  far  more  easily  accommodated 
ButhinF 
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Mr.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) aaked  whether  it  was  not  the 
case  that  some  of  the  prisoners  would 
have  to  go  '20  miles  from  their  homes 
to  Ruthin  ? 

The  SECETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  In 
answer  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 
am  not  aware  whetherthe  Justices  made 
the  statement  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member;  but  I  am  advised  that  they 
had  no  power  to  authonze  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  the  defendants.  They 
can  give  a  certificate  on  which  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  the  defendants'  wit> 
nesses  are  afterwards  paid.  The  Trea- 
sury have  no  power  under  the  Statutes 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  defendants 
before  the  Justices,  and  there  is  do  pre- 
cedent for  their  doing  so.  In  answer 
to  the  further  question  pnt  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member,  the  inquiry  that  is 
going  to  take  place  about  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  disturbances  in  North  Wales 
cannot  possibly  supersede  or  take  the 
place  of  a  prosecution  on  a  criminal 
charge  brought  against  a  number  of 
defendants  under  the  ordinary  Criminal 
Law.  The  place  of  trial  has  not  been 
changed,  being  still  within  the  jurisdiG- 
tion  of  the  magistrate.  I  am  not  able 
to  state  where  all  the  prisoners  live. 
They  are,  I  think,  31  in  number,  and 
many  of  them  live  at  considerable  dis- 
tances from  any  Court  House.  The 
accommodation  at  Cerrig-y- Druidion  is 
totally  inaufficient  and  inadequate  for 
the  number  of  persons  concerned. 

Id  reply  to  Mr.  Pulestok  (Devonport), 

Me.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  no  final 
appoiotmeDt  had  yet  been  made  of  Sub- 
Commisaionera  or  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
of  Inquiry. 


IMMIGRATION  OF  FOREIGN  PAUPERS. 

Me.  AOG-GARDNER  (Cheltenham) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  stated  in  Tk»  livening 
Newt,  to  endeavour  to  restrict  by  legis- 
lative action  the  increasiug  importation 
of  foreign  paupers  into  this  country ; 
and,  if  so,  how  soon  a  measure  dealing 
with  this  pressing  question  will  be  in- 
troduced ? 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked,  whether  the  Government 
bad  any  inforiaation  to  lead  them  to 
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Bupposd  that  the  importation  wbs  in- 
creasing ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smite)  (Strand,  Weetminster) :  I  must 
ask  the  bon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of 
the  last  Question.  The  question  of  re- 
stricting tiie  importation  of  foreign  pau- 
pers is  under  uie  consideration  of  the 
QoTermnent.  It  is  a  question  of  much 
difSaulty ;  and  I  am  unable  to  fix  a  time 
when  it  will  be  possible  to  legislate 
upon  it. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) ; 
Are  the  Government  going  to  take  any 
BtepB  to  prevent  the  exportation  of 
natiTS  paupers  to  America  ? 

[Noreply.l 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  REQULATION 

ACT— THE  METROPOLITAN 

MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  Mr.  Newton  was  one 
of  the  magistrates  who  took  part  in  the 
conference  of  Metropolitan  magistrates  ; 
and  whether,  prior  to  that  meeting,  any 
case  had  come  before  Mr.  Newton's 
Ooort  by  wbiob  the  illegality  of  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  law  as  agreed  upon 
at  such  conference  had  been  brought 
under  Mr.  Newton's  notice;  whe£er 
the  Metropolitan  magistrates  have  simi- 
larly met  and  agreed  to  act  upon  any 
special  interpretation  of  the  law  in  re- 
ference to  the  right  of  public  meeting 
in  the  open  spaces  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
the  action  of  the  police  in  protecting  the 
promoters  of  such  meetings  from  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace ;  and,  whether  he 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  WestminsEor)  :  Mr. 
Newton,  the  police  msgistrate  at  Marl- 
borough Street  Court,  stated  that  he 
could  not  any  positively  whether  he  took 
part  in  a  conference  of  Metropolitan 
magistrates  on  the  2Sth  of  November 
lest;  but  his  impression  was  that  be 
was  not  present.  In  1884  his  attention 
was  called  to  an  alleged  illegality  in 
acting  on  the  uncorroborated  evidence 
of  a  police- constable ;  but  the  conclu- 
sion come  to  by  the  magistrates  in  1683 
—and  again  adhered  to  in  November 
last— was  that  there  was  no  illegality  in 
acting  on  the  evidence  of  a  police-con- 
■tablo,   UDCorroborated    by    any   other 
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witness.  The  Metropolitan  magistrates 
had  never,  at  any  conference  or  other- 
wise, agreed  to  act  upon  any  special  in- 
terpretation of  the  law  in  reference  to 
the  right  of  public  meeting  in  the  open 
spaces  of  the  Metropolis,  or  the  action 
of  the  police  in  protecting  the  promoters 
of  such  meetings  from  disturbers  of  the 
peaoe. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE  NEW 
RULES  OF  PROCEDURE. 

Mb.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  enable  the  House  to  deal 
with  the  arrears  of  Business,  partiou- 
larly  with  the  remaining  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, in  an  Autumn  Session  f 

The  FIRST  LORD  {Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  at  this  period  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  arrears  of  Business 
which  may  exist  at  the  end  of  this 
Session. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Shaw  Lefbveb  (Brad- 
ford, Central), 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  it  was  proposed 
to-morrow  to  proceed  with  the  Fistimates 
as  they  stood  on  the  Paper. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  —  BVICnONS 
ON  THE  BROOKE  ESTATE,  COOL- 
GREANT,  00.  WEZFORD. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  during  the  evictions  now 
going  on  in  Wexford,  on  the  Brooke 
estate,  a  house  was  burned  to  the  ground 
on  yesterday,  bofore  the  Sheriff  had 
taken  possesaion  of  it ;  and  whether  the 
bailiff  who  burned  that  house  on  the 
previous  day  was  deliberately  proceed- 
ing to  throw  the  women  from  the  top 
window  of  a  house  until  the  police 
rushed  in  and  rescued  the  women  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  (Manchester,  E.) :  No,  Sir; 
I  have  no  information  at  all  on  the  sub- 
ject. If  the  hon.  Member  will  put  down 
the  Question  on  the  Paper  I  will  answer 
it  to-motrow. 
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LICENSED  PREMISES  (EARLIER  CLOS. 
ING)  (SCOTLAKD)  BILL. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Ooctermouth)  aaked  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qla8gow(Dr.  CamBron),  Whether 
there  was  anj  doubt  about  his  proceed- 
ing with  the  Lioeneed  Premiaes  (Earlier 
Closing)  (Scotland)  Bill  that  night  t 

Db.  CAMERON  (Qlaegow,  College) 
8aid,  before  he  answered  the  Question 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the 
House  vhether,  considering  the  fact 
that  on  Friday  last  he  gave  way  in  pro- 
ceeding vith  the  Bill  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  if  he  again  postponed  the  Bill 
that  night,  grant  him  similar  facilities 
for  proceeding  with  it  to  those  he  had 
granted  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  in  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  which  he  had  in  charge  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  was  quite  obvious 
that  if  the  UoTemment  endeavoured  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  Bills  in  chai^ 
of  priTBte  Members,  they  would  expose 
themselves  to  great  difficulties.  He 
could  onl^  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  bnng  this  measure  on  at  an  hour 
which  would  expose  the  House  to  the 
inconvenience  of  sitting  up  to  a  late 
period.  He  was  sure  he  would  feel  that 
the  conduct  of  Public  Business  was  not 
eatlsfaotorj  at  3,  4,  and  d  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  would  endeavour  to  do 
his  best  to  find  au  opportunity  for  con- 
sidering the  Bill,  if  the  hon.  Member, 
on  his  part,  would  endeavour  to  seize 
such  opportunities  as  would  offer  them- 
selves  to  him. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  would  under- 
take not  to  proceed  that  night  with  the 
Bill  at  a  late  hour  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  give  him  the  facilities  he 
asked  for. 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not  give  the  hon.  Member  any  absolute 
pledge.  Certainly  he  would  endeavour 
to  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  far  as  he 
possibly  could. 

Da.  OAMEEON;  On  that  under- 
standing; I  may  say  if  the  Bill  comes  on 
at  on  unreasonable  hour  I  shall  not  go 
on  with  it. 

BURMAH  (UPPEE)-THB  RUBY  MINES. 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 

STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  Johs  Qoest) 


{COMMONS}  ne  Sity  Mint*.  524 

(Chatham) :  I  will,  Sir,  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  amplifying  an  explanation 
which  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  a  few 
nights  ago  on  the  subject  of  the  Ruby 
Mines  in  Burmah.  I  have  since  received 
a  telegram  from  the  Viceroy  of  India  to 
the  foUowing  effect: — 

"I  find  that  the  statement  that  Streoter's 
people  are  not  at  work  on  tbe  mines  requireB 
quHlIficatioD,  for  Crosthwaite — Chiet  CommJa- 
Bioner  in  Baniiab — has  juat  informed  ne  that 
ho  had  authorized  hia  Depntj-  Commiauoner  to 
permit  porm>na  who  wished  to  dij;  for  rubies  to 
do  no,  under  the  old  system,  and  without  itse  of 
machioery,  aa  prOTisional  means  of  snhanciDj^ 
rsvenoe,  until  final  deciBion  can  be  arrived  at 
in  regard  to  llie  dispositioit  of  the  mines,  and 
that  a  written  permit  had  boen  ismed  to 
Streeter's  eon,  as  it  might  have  been  to  any 
other  similar  applinant.  Crosthwaite  adda  that 
he  considers  this  an  ordinary  act  of  the  local 
eiecutive,  and  not  of  euScient  importance  to  be 
reported  to  the  Government  of  India.  It  ia 
quite  a  distinct  matter  from  leanng  of  Crown 
monopoly  right,  on  which  acUon  ia  suspended 
pending  your  deoidon." 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
In  consequence  of  the  statement  of  the 
hon,  Geatlemao,  which  he  would  not 
call  an  amplification,  butrather  a  contra- 
diction of  the  previoue  answer,  asked  on 
what  conditions  the  permission  to  Messrs. 
Streeterhad  been  granted;  atwhatdate 
the  perm.it  was  issued  ;  how  it  was  pos- 
sible that  Streeters  were  working  the 
mine  if  it  were  true,  as  previously  stated, 
that  no  contract  whatever  had  jet  been 
entered  into  wilh  reference  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  mines;  and  how  the  now 
admitted  fact  that  the  representatives  of 
Streeters  were  actually  at  work  was  con- 
sistent with  the  former  denial  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  must  put  Notice  of  that 
Question  on  the  Paper  in  the  usual 
way. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  It  ia  ia  conse- 
quence of  the  communication  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mit.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  he 
would  then  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaury, 
whether  he  would,  ia  view  of  the  abso- 
lutely con  tradiotory  answers  given  during 
the  last  12  months  from  time  to  time  . 
with  reference  to  the  Burmah  Ruby 
Mines,  take  care  that  the  Papers  dating 
back  to  February,  1886,  were  laid  on 
the  Table  forthwith,  so  that  the  House 
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might  form  its  own  opinion  on  the  whole 
caae. 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  {Strand,  We  strain  a  ter)  said, 
there  would  be  no  delaj  in  laying  the 
Papers  on  the  Tahle  as  aoon  as  the 
decision  of  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
been  taken  on  the  q^uestion  of  which  he 
had  only  now  been  informed. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH:  Then  I  will  put 
the  Queslion  on  the  Paper  for  Friday  ? 

ORDERS    OF   THE  HAT. 

IBI8H  LAND  LAW  BILL  [/,ord»l. 

[Bill  SOS.] 

(Jfr.  A.  J.  BalftuT.) 

SFtKiITD  BKADHfO.      [aSIOUHNED  DBBATB.] 

I  SECOND  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  reaaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
auestion  [llth  JulyJ,  "  That  the  Bill  be 
sow  read  a  seoond  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  irotd  "  That,"  to  the 
cod  ol  the  Question,  in  order  to  odd  the  words 
"  this  HouBe,  talcing  into  view  the  circumatances 
Bct  forth  ia  the  Report  of  the  ftoyat  Commisgion 
of  1886  CO  the  Land  Acts  of  1S8i  and  1885,  and 
the  recommondationB  of  that  Commimion,  ia  of 
opinion  that  no  Bill  for  amending  the  Lawg  re- 
lating to  Land  in  Iceland  can  be  satiefactory 
which  shall  hot  provide,  not  only  for  entitling 
leaseholders  to  the  beneHta  of  the  Land  Act  of 
18S1,  but  aUo  for  affording  such  meana  for  the 
revinoD  of  the  judicial  rants  ander  that  Act,  as 
will  meet  the  szigencies  created  by  the  heavy 
fall  ia  agricultural  values  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act," — {Mr.  Campbell'Bitnncrman,) 
instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  propoaed  to  Deleft  out  etand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  r»t»wud. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Hayo,  E.)  said,  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  WeBtBirmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Obamborlain),  in  his  epeech  of 
yesterday,  addressed  very  pointedly  to 
the  Irish  Members  who  sat  below  the 


prepared  to  say  that  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  this  Bill  we  would  reject  it 
with  contempt  ?  Sir,  although  I  do  not 
nndertake  to  answer  for  the  whole  of 
mj  Friends,  ao  far  as  I  go  personally,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  difficulty  in  reply- 
ing to  that  question.  I  say  that,  with 
the  exception  of  the  lat  clause,  that  I 
moat  uujueetionably  would  reject  the 


Bill  with  contempt  as  a  measure  of  re- 
lief, and  I  believe  that  in  making  that 
statement  I  am  ezpreaeing  the  view  not 
alone  of  that  portion  of  tbe  farming 
population  of  Ireland  who  sympatbin. 
with  UB  politically,  but  that  I  am  also 
expressing  the  view  of  the  body  of 
farmers  in  the  North  of  Ireland  who  do 
not  at  present  sympathize  with  our 
political  views. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
No,  no ! 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  can  espresa  himself  on 
the  matter  shortly ;  but  I  shall  tske  the 
opportunity  of  visiting  hie  constituency, 
and  taking  their  opinion  on  it.  I 
occex't,  Mr.  Speaker,  Uie  1st  clause ;  but 
even  with  regard  to  that  portion  of  the 
Bill,  although  undeniably  and  admittedly 
in  its  present  shape  it  would  confer  upon 
a  large  and  important  class  of  tenants  in 
Ireland  veiy  great  benefits,  it  is  so 
marred  and  mutilated  by  restrictions 
and  drawbacks  that  even  in  the  ease  of 
the  let  clause  the  grace  of  the  conces- 
sion is  almost  entir^y  destroyed.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  aware  that  there  are  in  this 
measure  two  or  three  clauses  which 
would  appear  to  grant  some  benefit  to 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland.  The  2nd 
clause  and  tbe  6th  clause  are  of  that 
character ;  but  looking  at  the  Bill  as  a 
whole,  and  accepting  the  supposition 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  asked  us 
in  hia  question,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  repeating  the  reply  that  I 
gave  to  bim  last  night,  and  saying  that 
apart  from  the  1st  clause  I  do  rq'ect 
tbat  measure  with  contempt,  as  inade- 
quate and  utterly  worthless  to  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland,  and  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  prove,  notwithstanding  the 
contradiction  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  that  I  am  supported  in 
this  view  of  tiiis  Bill,  not  by  the  Na- 
tionaliat  Party  alone,  but  by  the  body 
by  whose  votes  certain  Gentlemen  have 
been  enabled  to  sit  in  this  House,  and 
profess  themselves  to  be  Bepreaentatives 
of  the  tenants,  when  in  reality  they 
represent  the  interests  of  the  landlords. 
I  have  here  an  extract  from  an  article 
written  upon  this  Bill  by  Th»  London- 
derry Standard,  a  journal  which  more 
tbananyotherpaperinlrelandrepresents 
the  independent  opinion  of  the  Presbyte- 
rian fanners  of  the  North  of  Ireland ; 
and  what  does  that  paper  say,  writing 
yStnoni  NigH.  \ 
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upon  the  6th  of  July,  in  reference  to  the 
present  measure?  It  saja,  after  re- 
counting the  misfortunes  and  grievances 
of  Uie  tenantry  of  Ireland — 

"Tbii  new  Laad  Bill  in  ita  prssant  shape 
will  accentuate  these  evils,  aad  should  it  pass 
into  law,  the  last  state  of  the  tenant  twrners 
will  be  coDsiderahly  worse  than  Uie  fint." 

This  is  the  view  of  7%«  Londonderry 
Standard,  and  I  challenge  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  when  he  pro- 
ceeds to  enlighten  the  House  to-day,  to 
deny  the  fact  that  the  readers  of  The 
Londonderry  Standard  are  the  Liberal 
Presbyterian  farmers  of  Ulster  whom,  to 
my  regret,  we  have  not  suooeeded  in 
converting  to  our  views  in  political 
matters.  Bat  The  LondojiderTy  Standard 
goes  on  to  say— 

"  It  will  not  pB»  into  law.  The  labenls 
and  liberal  nniooiats  will  not  lun  the  danger 
ot  having  such  odium  cast  upon  them  h;  not 
opposing  it  with  all  their  power  and  throwiog 
it  fikesn  unclean  thing  oat  ot  the  House," 

These  are  not  the  words  of  Nationalists 
— they  are  the  deliberate  and  written 
opinions  of  a  journal  which  is  entitled,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  to  speak  more 
authoritatively  on  behalf  of  theNorthern 
farmers  of  Ireland  than  any  other  news- 
paper in  Ireland.  Towards  tbe  close  of 
Lis  speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  asked 
me  this  question.     He  said — 

"  What  meaaure  has  ever  been  introdaced  hj 
Engliah  atateemen  proteeaiug  to  offer  ameliora- 
tion to  the  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
which  has  not  been  met  by  the  Bnpresentatives 
of  Ireland  with  contempt  F" 

Sir,  I  reply  to  that  question  by  pointing 
to  the  8th  of  April  of  last  year,  when, 
for  the  first  time,  an  English  statesman 
really  understood  the  ^ish  Question, 
and  really  offered  a  full  measure  of 
amelioration  to  the  Irish  people ;  and 
was  that  measure  met  with  contempt  by 
the  Beprosentalives  of  Ireland?  But, 
suppose  that  I  lay  aeide  the  case  of  the 
6tD  of  April  of  last  year,  I  utterly  deny 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  has  made  out 
his  case.  Was  the  Bill  of  1B70  met  by 
the  Bepreaentatives  of  Ireland,  miser- 
ably inadequate  as  it  proved  to  be,  with 
contempt  ?  It  was  not.  It  was  met  with 
criticism,  in  which  the  Irish  Members 
were  proved  to  be  right  and  the  English 
Ministers  wrong.  Was  the  Land  Bill  of 
188Imetwith contempt?  Itwaametwith 
adverse  criticism ;  and  I  ask  every  in- 
Jfr.  Dilhm 


telligent  Member  on  both  sides  of  this 
House  whether  time  has  not  justified  as 
in  the  criticisms  we  made  on  that  Bill 
then.  What  were  the  points  on  which 
we  found  fault  with  the  Bill  of  1881? 
We  complained  of  the  exclusion  of  lease- 
holders, and  the  fixing  of  rents  on  the 
tenants'  improvements.  We  complained 
of  charging  the  judicial  rents  £rom  the 
date  of  the  hearing  of  the  case,  instead 
of  from  the  date  of  the  applicatdan.  We 
compluned  of  the  exclusion  of  tovn 
parks.  And,  finally,  we  stated  that  the 
measure  could  not,  in  our  opinion,  be  a 
final  settlemeiit  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion ;  and  that  wa  conndered  no  mea- 
sure could  be  looked  upon  with  any 
degree  of  hope  as  a  finsJ  settlement  of 
that  question  which  did  not  provide 
some  machinery  by  which  the  occupier 
could  become  the  owner  of  his  farm. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmiagham,  or  any  other 
hon.  Member  of  the  House,  stand  up 
and  point  to  a  single  one  of  the  criti- 
cisms which  we  made  tiom  these  Benches 
--Ihad  not  the  opportunity  myself  of 
making  any,  for  I  was  in  another  place 
— and  let  him  say  that  time  has  not 
justified  uB  in  every  oue  of  those  criti- 
cisms; and  here  we  have  this  House 
wasting  their  time  year  after  year  in 
attempting,  often  too  late,  to  bring 
relief  to  the  suffering  people  of  Ire- 
land by  successive  Bills,  draw^  out  of 
the  Government  inch  by  inch,  to  enact 
the  very  list  of  things  which  we  asked 
them  to  do  in  1 881,  and  which  they  did 
not  do  from  insufficiency  of  knowledge, 
and  from  the  fatal  habit  which  has  been 
abandoned  by  the  Liberal  Party,  but  is 
still  strong  in  the  present  Government 
and  their  supporters — namely,  that  they 
will  take  suggestions  and  advice  from 
every  quarter  except  from  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  I 
deny  the  statement  that  we  have  met  in 
the  past  the  attempts  of  English  states- 
men with  contempt.  We  have  met  them 
with  criticism,  and,  as  I  have  pointed 
out  already,  our  criticisms  have  always, 
on  every  point,  been  fully  and  amply 
justified.  We  stated  that  the  Bill  of 
188t  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  fiual 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Question. 
What  is  the  commonplace  language  of 
the  Government  to-day?  Uid  we  not 
listen  here  last  night  to  the  statement 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Qovernment  that 
they  regarded  this,  the  fourth  Bill  within 
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six  years,  as  merely  a  temporary  expe- 
dient to  tide  them  over  a  few  moutbe 
until  they  introduce  a  Bill  which  wil!  be 
the  final  and  ultimate  settlement,  but 
which  Isaywillbetbeultimate  settlement 
on  one  conditioD,  and  one  condition 
alone — namely,  that  it  carries  out  the 
policy  we  recommended  in  the  year  1881. 
Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  speech  which  was  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Weet  BirmiDgham.  Aa  I 
listeoed  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
O'entleman,  urging  hia  Amendments  to 
the  Bill  upon  the  attentioa  of  the  Go- 
vernment, 1  waa  reminded  of  a  etory 
which  I  heard  in  my  nursery  days  of 
men  named  Brown,  Jones,  and  Eobin- 
aon,  who  in  their  travels  abroad  were 
brought  to  see  a  certain  famous  horse, 
supposed  to  be  the  horse  of  William 
Tell;  butwhentheyproceeded  to  examine 
it  they  found  that  the  legs,  head,  and  a 
portion  of  tbe  body  had  been  put  on,  all 
the  rest  of  the  horse  being  genuine. 
This  would  be  veiymucb  the  position  of 
the  Government  Bill  after  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
"West  Birmingham.  Now,  what  I  want 
to  ask  is  this — it  would  be  foe  the 
advantage  of  the  House,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  continue  the  debate  with 
any  degree  of  usefulness — that  some 
prominent  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  now  stand  up  and  In- 
form 113  whether  we  are  from  this 
hour  to  debate  tbe  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  because 
the  two  Bills  are  absolutely  diiFerent 
and  absolutely  inconsistent  Bills,  and  I 
find  myself  in  this  difficulty— that  while 
I  am  prepared  to  reject  with  scorn  and 
contempt  the  Bill  of  the  Government, 
and  white  I  am  coa6dent  that  my  con- 
stituents, aye,  and  tbe  oon^titueots  of 
the  hoQ.  Member  for  South  Tyrone— not- 
withstanding his  continued  denials — 
would  support  me  in  any  such  course, 
still,  if  the  Amendments  which  were 
snggested  by  the  right  lion.  Member  for 
Waat  Birmingham  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  I  should  find  myself 
face  to  face  with  a  totally  different  Bill, 
and  should  be  obliged  to  reconsider  my 
position.  I  do  not  tbiok  I  am  making 
an  unfair  demand  when  I  ask  tbat  be- 
fore this  debate  proceeds  any  further 
the  Government  should  tell  U9  frankly 
and  straightforwardly  which  Bill  we  are 


debating  the  second  reading  of.  When 
they  have  made  that  statement  ve  shall 
be  in  a  position  to  know  what  attitude 
to  adopt  towards  the  Bill,  and  the  dis- 
cussion can  then  go  on  with  some  degree 
of  usefulness.  What  were  the  altera- 
tions suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham?  One  was,  as 
I  understood  him,  an  extension  of  the 
leaseholders'  clause  to  such  an  extent  aa 
would  make  it  certainly  much  more  ac- 
ceptable to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and, 
as  far  as  I  could  follow  him,  would  make 
it  entirely  satisfactory.  Then  he  pro- 
posed to  abandon  the  very  kernel  and 
essence  of  the  Bill,  and  throw  It  away 
altogether,  and  to.eubstitute  for  it  some 
measure  which,  as  far  as  I  could  under- 
stand his  speech,  was  to  be  on  lines 
which  we  have  always  endeavoured  to 
lay  down.  How  can  we  proceed  to  de- 
bate the  Bill,  which  professes  to  be  a 
measure  for  preventing  harsh  evictions, 
when,  with  regard  to  the  provisions 
which  are  pointed  to  deal  with  tbe  pre- 
vention of  evictions,  we  are  utterly  in 
the  dark  as  to  what  those  provisions 
will  ultimately  be  ?  Sir,  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  hia 
Friends  are  sincere  and  honest  when 
they  say  they  will  press  upon  the  Go- 
vernment certain  alterations  ia  the  cha- 
racter of  this  Bill,  we  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  Government  are  powerless 
to  resist  them.  Was  that  speech  to  be 
followed  up  by  action,  or  was  it  DotF 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  mean  that  he 
would  compel  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce these  Amendments  and  changes,  as 
he  can,  or  did  he  mean  the  speech  for 
the  country,  and  not  for  the  House  ?  If 
he  chooses  to  follow  up  his  speech  by 
action,  bis  action  would  be  irresistible, 
because  he  can  dictate  terms  to  tbe  Go- 
vernment, which  only  exists  by  the 
toleration  of  his  Party.  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  means  to  alter  this 
Bill,  or  does  not  mean  to  alter  it,  and 
whether  his  speech  was  in  earnest  or 
merely  for  the  country  ?  I  must  confess 
tbe  impression  conveyed  to  my  mind— 
and  I  regret  it  for  the  sake  of  the  Irish 
tenants— was  of  the  latter  character, 
because  my  experience  of  Parliamen- 
tary tactics  leads  me  to  this  conclu- 
sion—  that  when  you  want  to  amend 
tbe  measure  you  ought  not  (o  begin 
by  informing  tbe  Government  that  ia 
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its  present  eliape  it  is  a  large  and 
generous  one,  and  vhen  I  heard  the 
right  faon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingliam  emphaticallj  state 
that  even  it  no  change  was  introduced 
he  would  do  nothing  to  embarrass  the 
Oovernment,  and  that  he  considered  the 
measure  in  its  present  state  large  and 
generous,  I  must  confess  it  appeared  to 
me  a  direct  invitation  to  the  GoTernment 
to  resist  change  and  maintain  the  Bill 
as  it  stood.  Surelj  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  is  far  too  old 
a  bird  in  Parliament  to  believe  that  a 
Oovemment  can  be  got  to  alter  a  Bill 
merely  bj  argument.  We  are  entitled 
to  ask  whether  the  four  Leaders  of  the 
Unionist  Party  intend  to  amend  this  Bill 
or  not — they  are  the  diclatore,  and  they 
ought  to  speak  out.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  found 
fault  with  the  late  Ohief  Secretary  for 
not  being  impartial ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  himself  on  many  points 
grossly  partial.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  asking  what  was  the  grierance 
of  Ireland  in  that  matter,  statedafollacy; 
and  this  fallacy  has  been  so  frequently 
stated,  and  comprises  such  a  monstrous 
misstatement,  that  I  think  it  desirable 
and  necessary  that  it  should  never  be 
allowed  to  pass  uncontradicted.  He  is 
a  man  of  vast  ability,  and  no  doubt  he 
is  much  my  master  on  the  subject  of  the 
manufacturing  industries ;  but  on  agri- 
cultural matters  he  displays  an  extra- 
ordinary amount  of  ignorance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
grievance  of  Ireland  amounted  to  this — 
that  upon  the  evidence  of  the  Oowper 
Commission  there  had  been  a  fall  of 
prices  of  such  a  oharacter  as  justified  a 
fall  of  18  per  cent  in  rente.  A  more 
monstrous  misstatement  of  the  case 
could  hardly  be  conceived.  There  had 
been  a  fall  of  agricultural  prices  of  close 
upon,  if  not  fully,  20  per  cent  all  round ; 
and  anybody  at  all  acquainted  with 
agriculture  must  know  that  a  fall  of  less 
than  20  per  cent  in  prices  in  innumer- 
able instances  meant  the  wiping  out  of 
all  profits  whatever.  A  fall  of  that  ex- 
tent in  the  gross  value  of  produce  not 
only  obliterated  rent,  but  made  the 
whole  business  of  the  farmer  a  losing 
one.  Dividing  the  loss  caused  by  the 
fall  of  prices  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  the  lowest  estimate  that  I  have 
heard  put  upon  it  by  practical  farmers 
is  that  it  is  equal  to  a  reduction  of  40 
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per  cent  in  the  rent.  That  condition  of 
things  has  been  going  on  for  two  years, 
and  Irish  tenants  are  being  reduced  to 
beggary.  I  have  referred  to  the  terrible 
evictions  on  the  Bodyke  estate.  The 
notoriousl  and  agent,  Captain  Hamilton, 
has  proceeded  against  unfortunate 
tenants  not  only  by  way  of  ejectment, 
but,  to  use  the  figurative  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, he  has  entered  both  by  the 
front  door  and  the  back  door  at  the  same 
time  ;  because  he  has  resorted  both  to 
process  of  ejectment  and  also  of  fieri 
facias.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, declared  that  the  whole  question 
at  issue  was  one  of  18  per  cent.  The 
question  really  at  issue  in  Ireland  is  this 
and  nothing  less,  and  hon.  Members 
ought  to  remember  it  in  dealing  with 
this  Bill,  under  which  probably  over 
half  the  entire  population  of  the  country 
are  to  be  dragged  down,  in  spite  of  their 
utmost  etforts  and  industry,  into  a  con- 
dition of  pauperism,  and  are  to  find 
relief  in  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses.  Any- 
body who  knows  anything  about  farming 
knows  that  no  greater  misfortune  can 
be  inflicted  on  a  country  than  to  fasten 
on  the  soil  men  who  are  unable  to  culti- 
vate the  soil.  If  you  are  to  give  relief 
to  the  farming  population  it  must  come 
before  their  capital  is  all  gone,  and 
before  they  are  reduced  to  such  a  con- 
dition as  to  be  almost  a  curse  instead  of 
a  blessing  to  their  country.  What  is  the 
history  of  this  Bill?  It  is  based  on  the 
B«port  of  a  Commission.  We  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham an  eloquent  passage  in  his 
speech  In  which  he  repudiated  the  idea 
that  England  was  to  be  governed  by 
Commissions.  Quite  so— I  do  not  want 
her  to  be ;  bat  what  we  are  entitled  to 
ask  is  that  when  a  Commission  ooaeisting 
of  Lords  and  landlords  has  inquired  into 
the  condition  of  the  Irish  farmer,  any 
departure  you  think  right  to  make  from 
the  recommendations  of  that  Commis- 
sion should  be  in  the  direction  of 
benefit  to  the  farmers  who  are  sufiering. 
Is  it  to  be  expected  that  the  farmers 
will  be  satisfied  with  a  measure  which 
makes  a  marked  departure  from  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  in 
the  direction  of  further  benefiting  not 
tenant,  but  the  landlord?  But  another 
feature  of  the  Bill  which  renders  it  sus- 
picious is  its  place  of  origin.  No  sane 
man  could  ever  have  expected  a  Bill  for 
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the  benefit  oE  the  Irish  tenant  to  origi- 
nate in  ths  House  of  T^rds ;  it  certainly 
would  have  been  welcomed  in  Ireland 
aa  one  of  the  moat  extraordioBry  pheno- 
mena in  modem  politics  if  a  meaaure 
originating  in  the  House  of  Lorda  con- 
ferred any  aubstantial  benefit  upon  the 
tenants.  He  bod  seen  an  admirable 
riiami  of  the  proTiaiona  of  the  Bill  and 
its  relation  to  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission. It  is  there  said  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  seem  to  have  been  struck  with 
the  hardship  of  evictions  and  the  im- 
preaaion  they  had  made  on  the  public, 
and  they  felt  the  neceasity  of  doing 
something.  It  was  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  make  the  rents 
just,  and  to  leave  the  power  of  getting 
them  alone,  than  to  adopt  the  other  plan 
of  leaving  the  rents  too  high.  It  was 
also  alleged  that,  without  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Olanees,  the  Bill  did  simply 
nothing  so  far  as  the  tenants  are  con- 
cerned ;  bnt  it  ia  added  by  the  apeaker 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Bill 
opposed,  although  it  certainly  did  not 
carry  out  the  recommend ationa  of  the 
Oommiasion.  The  speaker  of  the  words 
which  I  have  quoted  is  Earl  Cowper. 
But  what  is  the  history  of  the  incep- 
tion and  hatching  of  this  Bill  F  I  have 
read  some  remarks  of  Lord  Salisbury 
apologizing  for  the  Bill,  and  stating 
that  the  Qovermuent  have  "  invited 
comments  on  the  measure,  advice,  and 
Amendments."  But  where  does  he  in- 
vite them  from  ?  The  noble  Lord  says 
from  all  quarters.  Tea ;  from  all  quar- 
ters except  from  Iriabmen.  He  had  to 
deal  with  a  Bill  to  apply  to  Irishmen 
alone,  and  everyone  was  welcome  to 
make  suggestions,  to  propose  Amend- 
ments, and  to  give  opinions,  except  those 
who  bad  the  interest  of  the  Irish  tenants 
moat  at  heart.  We  are  in  a  position  to 
state  that  no  advice,  no  Amendment,  no 
opinion,  and  no  information  was  sought 
amongst  our  ranks;  and,  certainly,  I 
think  it  is  hardly  a  wise  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  who  are 
depsjiing  team  the  recommendations  of 
a  great  Commission  like  the  Cowper 
Commission,  and  who  are  introducing 
a  Bill  in  a  very  suspicious  way,  in  a 
Tory  hostile  way,  purporting  to  remedy 
the  grievances  ol  we  Irish  tenanta, 
to  carefully  abstain  seeking  any  advice 
or  suggestion  from  the  men  who  re- 
present the  interests  of  the  Irish.  I 
shall  now  refer  to  the  clauses  of  the 


Bill.  The  Ist  clauaeis  good  as  fares 
it  goes,  except  that,  while  giving  some- 
thing  to  one  otass  of  Irish  tenanta, 
so  strong  is  the  greed  of  the  landlords, 
they  cannot  resist  the  temptation  to  put 
their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  another 
claas  of  tenants,  robbing  them  and  com- 
pelling them  to  break  leases,  so  that 
they  might  plunder  the  tenants  of  their 
possessions.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
one  class  of  tenants  will  accept  this  Bill 
on  these  terms,  or  whether  they  will 
wait  a  little  while  for  a  more  complete 
measure.  As  to  Clause  2,  X  think  there 
is  little  to  say  against  it.  It  makes  a 
ooneessioQ  which  ought  to  have  been 
made  seven  years  ago.  It  is  now  all  too 
late,  and  it  ia  a  little  ambiguous ;  but 
otherwise  it  is  the  moat  unobjectionable 
clause  in  the  Bill.  I  now  come  to  Clause 
4,  and  of  which  I  can  only  say  that  it  ia 
an  infamous  and  atrocious  attempt  to 
take  away  from  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
their  last  few  remaining  protections — 
protections  which  have  caused  this  Bill 
to  be  introduced  by  drawing  public 
attention  to  the  matter.  The  Oovem- 
ment  propose  to  deal  with  tenants  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  and  this  clause  ia  a 
clause  to  make  eviction  easy  and  to 
enable  iniquity  to  be  done  in  the  dork, 
and  it  is  characteristic  of  the  Tory 
Party.  To  that  clause  we  must  give 
the  most  determined  and  resolute  oppo- 
sition. Glauae  6,  dealing  with  town 
parks,  would  relieve  a  few  farmers; 
but  the  great  mass  of  the  grievance 
which  is  suffered  by  those  excluded 
by  the  excepting  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1B81  is  left  untouched— in  fact,  the  pro- 
viaion  is  little  better  than  a  sham  and  a 
delusion.  Clause  21  is  most  dishonest, 
and  the  Irish  Ifembers  will  have  to  re- 
sist it  to  the  very  utmost  of  their  ability. 
What  doea  it  amount  to  ?  It  amounts 
to  a  premium  upon  eviction.  The  man 
who  ia  a  rack-renter  and  public  enemy 
will  be  allowed  to  shift  from  his  shoulders 
hia  portion  of  the  public  burden,  and 
share  it  among  his  neighbours  who  had 
acted  the  part  of  honest  and  decent  men. 
It  has  been  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary — bat  it 
is  not  in  the  Bill — that  it  is  intended  to 
confine  this  to  cases  under  £4 .  That  will 
lessen  the  evil,  but  it  does  not  affect  the 
principle,  which  is  an  iniquity.  I  shall 
await  with  astonishment  to  bear  by  what 
arguments  the  Government  are  going  to 
support  thia  clause.  I  pass  on  to  Glauses 
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benefit  out  of  the  clauBS,  it  can  onl;  be 
by  entering  into  a  dishoueet  compact 
with  tuB  landlord  to  swindle  and  defraud 
every  other  creditor.  That  being  the 
case,  I  have  not  tbe  Blightest  fear,  so 
far  aa  my  constituency  goes,  or  as  xe- 
^rds  that  portion  of  the  tenantry  of 
trieter  who  are  now  wavering  iu  the 
balance — I  have  not  the  slightest  fear  in 
taking  ap  this  attitude  on  the  Bill ;  and 
I  at  once  invite  the  hoc.  Meoaber  for 
South  Tyrone  to  give  the  House  the 
benefit  of  hie  opinion. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EossBi-L  (Tyrone,  S.)  and 
Mr.  ShawLefethe  (Bradford,  Central) 
rose  together,  but  Mr.  Sfeakbb  called 
on 

Mb.  T.  W.  SU88ELL,  who  said,  that 
he  could  not  say  that  he  reg^retted  that 
an  interjection,  properly  and  legiti- 
mately made  by  him,  had  brought  down 
upon  hia  head  the  wrath  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
when  he  promised  to  visit  South  Tyrone. 
But  about  12  months  ago  half  the  Irish 
Farliameutary  Party  were  in  South  Ty- 
rone, with  the  result  that  he  was  there  in 
that  House  in  spite  of  all  their  efforts  to 
prevent  it.  Tbe  more  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  Friends  visited  that  spot  the 
more  would  he  like  it ;  but  he  must  say 
that  South  Tyrone  of  late  was  one  of 
those  places  which  they  most  religiously 
objected  to  visit.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  Ulster  tenants  were  opposed  to 
the  Land  Bill  of  the  Government,  and 
TV  Limdoaderry  Standard  was  quoted 
support  of  that  view.  He  remembered  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell]  introduced  hia  Tenants'  Belief 
Bill  last  year  he  made  a  great  deal  out 
of  the  demands  of  the  Ulster  Tenants' 
Defence  Association.  Well,  a  oom- 
mitteo  of  that  body  met  a  few  days 
ago  in  the  town  of  Belfast.    That  meet- 


farmers  of  Ulster,  and  they  passed 
resolution  calling  upon  himself  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Deny  (Mr. 
Lea)  to  oppose  tbe  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  and  to  do  what  they  could 
to  amend  the  Bill ;  and  they  passed  that 
resolution  on  the  ground  that,  although 
they  could  not  approve  of  the  Bill  as  a 
whole,  there  was  so  much  good  contained 
in  it  that  they  oould  not  take  the 
Bpontibility  of  rejecting  it.    He  (Mi 


they  bad  got  rid  of  the  Crimes  Bill,  and 
that  now  they  were  able,  in  consequence, 
to  get  alongside  the  Land  Question,  which 
had  a  passionate  interest  for  all  olasses 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  tiiat  the  proceedings  of 
the  Houee  on  that  Bill  would  be  the 
touchstone  by  which  the  Irish  people 
would  judge,  not  only  their  individual 
Eepreaentativea,  but  the  competency  of 
that  House  to  legislate  for  Ireland.  But 
that  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  when  it 
was  remembered  that  agriculture  was 
almost,  except  in  Ulster,  the  one  great 
industry  of  ftte  country.  He,  however, 
occupied  a  difficult  position  with  regard 
to  the  Bill ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  bad  charged  him  last  night  with 
the  misfortune  of  being  a  Scotchman. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  never  said  that  it  was  a  misfortune. 

Mb.  T.  W.  SU88ELL:  WeU,  I 
thought  that  was  the  character  of  the 
observation. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  No ;  I  said  it 
was  rather  your  good  fortune. 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  T.  W.  fiUSSELL  said,  he  could 
tell  the  hou.  Member  this — that  he  had 
lived  more  years  in  Ireland  than  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  had  lived  altogether ;  and 
until  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  and 
his  Friends  set  up  their  despotism  in 
Dublin,  Scotchman  as  he  was,  he  should 
continue  to  represent  those  who  had 
sent  him  to  that  Houee,  regardless  of 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
might  think.  But,  coming  to  the  Qo- 
vemmont  Bill,  which  they  had  to  con- 
sider on  that  occasion,  he  thought  that 
the  Government  were  between  ^e  devil 
of  landlordism  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
deep  sea  of  agrarian  socialism  on  the 
other.  He,  for  one,  did  not  wish  to  dis- 
credittheGtiverument.  ["Hear, hear!"] 
He  made  no  secret  of  that,  because,  if 
that  were  done,  it  might  complicate  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question.  He  had 
received  two  seta  of  instructions  from  his 
constituents.  He  was  sent  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  oppose  the  Separatist  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  at  the  same  time 
to  do  the  best  he  could  for  the  Irish  ten- 
ant farmer.  He,  therefore,  did  not  wish 
to  discredit  the  Ooverament  in  what  he 
considered  they  were  trying  to  do — make 
a  fair,  an  honest,  and  a  resolute  attempt 
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accused  bj  the  hoD.  Uember  for  East 
Mayo  of  tolding  a  briel  for  the  land- 
lords ;  but  nothing  could  be  farther  re- 
moved from  the  fact. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  apoke  of 
the  landlords  of  South  Tyrone  only. 

Mk.  T.  W.  BUS8ELL  said,  that  in 
that  case  there  mast  be  3,500  of  them 
about  the  place.  If  ha  held  a  brief 
at  all,  it  was  for  the  Protestant  tenant 
farmers  of  South  Tyrone,  and  for  the 
large  number  of  Presbyterian  farmers 
who  had  made  Ulster  what  it  was. 
These  men  believed  in  the  TTnion ; 
but  it  must  be  a  Union  tor  the  benefit 
of  (be  whole  Irish  people,  and  not  for 
the  benefit  of  a  handful  of  unreasonable 
landlords.  They  were  quite  willing 
to  pay  a  fair  rent;  but  it  must  be  a 
rent  accruing  from  the  produce  of  the 
soil,  and  not  a  re^t  designed  to  meet  the 
neoesaities  of  cases  in  which,  owing  to 
the  extravagance  of  their  ancestors,  the 
present  landlords  were  so  involved  that 
they  were  not  masters  of  their  own 
actions,  and  had  not  the  power  to  do 
what,  in  happier  circumstances,  they 
might  be  willing  to  do.  He  did  not 
looK  on  this  Bill  as  being  a  final 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland — in  the  same  way,  in  fact,  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
once  looked  on  the  Land  Act  of  1881. 
If  he  did  be  should  know  what  to 
do  with  it.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Obief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  expressly  said  that  this 
Bill  was  only  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Land 
Aot  of  1881.  Now,  that  Act  did,  in  the 
main,  throe  things.  It  gave  the  Irish 
tenants  fixity  of  tenure  ;  it  gave  them  a 
tribunal  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  legalized, 
though  it  did  not  create,  the  tenant's  in- 
terest in  the  soil,  and  made  it  saleable 
in  the  market.  But  hon.  Oentlemi 
below  the  Gangway,  by  walking  out  of 
the  House  on  the  second  reading  of 
that  Bill,  imperilled  those  three  great 
provisions,  because  they  did  not  come 
up  to  what  they  thought  right.  In  the 
first  place,  the  present  measure  dealt 
with  the  case  of  the  leaseholders,  upon 
150,000  of  whom  the  Act  of  1881  had 
closed  the  door.  During  the  debate  on 
that  Bill  the  leaseholder  was  almost  as 
important  a  person  as  was  the  compound 
householder  during  the  debates  on  the 
Beform  Bill.  But  the  Act  deliberately 
closed  the  door  on  the  leaseholders,  al- 
though pusionnte  appeals  were  made 


on  their  behalf.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
steeled  bis  heart  against  them,  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  a  peculiar 
sanction  to  a  contract  under  seal  for 
a  specified  number  of  years,  as  con- 
trasted with  an  ordinary  contract  from 
year  to  year.  Ever  since  the  Act  passed, 
however,  the  exclusion  of  the  lease- 
holders from  its  provisions  had  been  a 
cause  of  disturbance  and  friction  in  Ire- 
land. This  Bill  professed  to  open  the 
door  to  these  men.  Did  it  do  what  it 
Drofessed  to  do  ?  He  regretted  that  in 
framing  this  part  of  the  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment, in  an  evil  hour,  turned  their 
eyes  upon  and  had  followed  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  which  that 
hon.  Member  introduced  last  Session ; 
and  whatever  could  be  said  against  the 
present  proposals  could  equally,  and 
with  the  same  force,  have  been  said 
against  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  least,  however,  which  he  (Mr. 
T.  W,  Bussell)  desired  to  say  about  its 
provisions  on  this  head  was,  that  he  did 
not  think  the  House  should  compel  any 
leaseholder  to  become  a  present  tenant, 
instead  of  merely  giving  him  the  option 
of  going  into  Court  and  becoming  such. 
He  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  resort 
to  the  Court  against  his  will.  Many  a 
leaseholder,  having  regard  to  the  advan- 
tages which  their  leases  conferred  on 
them,  might  not  wish  to  sacriflca  them 
even  for  the  sake  of  obtaining  a  reduc- 
tion of  rent.  Then  he  thought  that  the 
Bill  was  defective  both  in  principle  and 
in  structure,  inasmuch  as  it  EUiut  out 
both  perpetuity  leases  and  leasee  for  a 
longer  period  than  for  60  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Aot  of  1681.  Be- 
tween 18G0  and  1676  there  were  years  of 
great  prosperity  in  Ukter,  during  which 
the  landlords  raised  the  rents;  and  to  pre- 
vent such  recurrent  rent  additions  the 
tenants  obtained  perpetuity  leases,  pay- 
ing, in  many  cases,  heavy  fines  for  the 
privilege.  The  result  was  that  now  they 
were  most  heavily  weighted.  But  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  was  limited  to 
leases  which  would  expire  in  60  years. 
Why,  he  should  like  to  know,  were  ten- 
ants who  had  leases  for  a  longer  period 
to  hedeniedthebenefitsoItbemeasure7 
There  was  also  a  most  insidious  and  ob- 

1'ectionable  clause,  which  insisted  that  a 
easeholder,  to  take  advantage  of  theBill, 
mustbe  in  load  yU0  occupation  of  his  hold- 
ing, while,  by  recent  decisions,  this  might 
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be  questioned  if  he  had  let  pait  of  his 
holding  as  an  allotment  or  a  garden.  He 
objected,  moreover,  that  the  wuret  part  of 
the  clause  to  which  he  was  referring  was 
the  Proviso  directing  the  Court  to  dis- 
allow an  application  for  a  judicial  rent, 
if  there  were  icnprovemeuts  on  the  hold- 
ing which  had  been  made  hj  the  land- 
lord, and  the  value  of  which  amounted 
to  four  times  the  yearly  rent  of  the  hold- 
ing. That  was  an  absurd  provision,  and 
one  for  which  there  was  not  the  least 
ground  or  justification,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that,  in  many  oases,  the  land- 
lord had  borrowed  the  money  with 
which  to  make  the  improvemenls  at 
3}  per  cent  from  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  would  have  charged  the  teuants  a 
much  larger  percentage  on  the  money 
BO  borrowed — in  some  cases  as  much  as 
10  per  cent.  The  clause  ought  not  to 
be  modified  by  such  conditions.  If  the 
House  was  ready  to  extend  benefits  to 
the  leaseholders,  let  not  the  gift  be  ac- 
companied by  any  ungracious  1  imitations. 
With  regard  to  town  parks,  the  argu- 
ment of  the  tenant  was  this.  Admitting 
that  the  value  of  land  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  a  town  was  enhanced,  he  asked 
— "  Why  should  not  the  Land  Court  fix 
a  fair  rent,  keeping  in  view  the  fact  of 
the  increased  value  ?  "  Provision,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  made  in  the  Bill  for 
enabling  the  teuauls  of  town  parks  to 
go  into  the  Land  Court  to  hare  fair  rents 
fixed.  So  far  be  had,  he  thought,  gone 
very  much  with  hon.  Uembers  below 
the  Qangway ;  but  he  feared  he  must 
part  company  with  them  when  he  came 
to  Clause  4,  enabling  a  notice  to  be 
Berved  on  the  tenant  and  constituting  him 
a  caretaker,  instead  of  actual  evic- 
tion. The  part  of  the  Bill  which  dealt 
with  this  subject  had  beea  described 
by  Uie  hon.  Uember  for  East  Mayo 
as  being  eviction  made  easy.  Now, 
he  would  be  willing  to  do  almost  any- 
thingto  stop  unjust  or  harsh  evictions, 
and  that  very  feeling  induced  him  to 
support  this  4th  clause.  They  had  heard 
a  good  deal  about  evictions,  and  he  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  analyze  the  Evic- 
tion Returne  for  the  first  six  months 
of  the  year  1886.  There  wore  2,007 
oases  in  that  period,  and  as  to  1,233 
of  these  he  had  obtained  the  facts. 
No  doubt,  every  man    in  that    House 


could  be  further  from  the  truth.  He 
found  that  191  of  them  were  were  not 
agricultural  evictions  at  all,  but  evic- 
tions from  houses  in  towns  or  villages ; 
2)  were  evictions  from  town  parke,  on 
which  there  were  no  buildings ;  HI  were 
evictions  whore  the  tenant  did  not  reside 
on  the  land  ;  and  out  of  the  remainder, 
876  in  number,  the  tenants  in  250  cases 
were  reinstated  as  tenants,  and  in  371 
were  put  back  as  caretakers,  with  power 
to  redeem  within  six  months.  Now,  as 
matters  stood,  it  was  necessary  that  these 
latter  families  should  be  actually  turned 
out  by  the  Sheriff  before  they  could  be 
re-admitted  as  caretakers.  Under  the 
Bill  that  would  not  be  the  case.  The 
clause  would  prevent  all  these  needless 
evictions,  for,  by  the  serving  of  a  legal 
notice  on  a  tenant  who  was  in  arrear 
with  his  rent,  he  would  become  a  care- 
taker. The  clause  would,  no  doubt,  put 
an  end  to  certain  political  theatrictus  ; 
but  it  would  keep  people  in  their  hold- 
ings. It  would,  he  believed,  prevent 
one-fourth  of  the  actual  evictions  that 
now  took  place,  and  confine  tho  extreme 
remedy  of  eviction  to  the  worst  and  most 
hopeless  cases.  He,  therefore,  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  clause  ought 
to  be  supported,  and  he  should  accord- 
ingly support  it.  No  one  found  serious 
fault  with  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the 
Bill ;  but  it  was  said  that  enough  was 
not  done  for  the  purchasers  of  glebe 
lands,  with  whom  he  had  the  warmest 
sympathy,  and  who  were  originally  not 
allowed  to  come  under  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act  unless  they  paid  their 
arrears,  which  some  were  unaole  to  do. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
explained  that  it  was  lutended  they 
should  by  the  Bill  come  in  Lard  Ash- 
boume'e  Acton  paying  half  their  arrears. 
[Mr.  Dillon:  They  cannot  pay  half.] 
Although  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  desired  that  those  who  were  in 
arrear  should  be  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  those  who  were  not  in  arrear  at 
all,  there  were  many  objections  to  such  a 
proposal,  and  ho  could  not  think  that  it 
would  be  right  to  take  a  course  which 
would  positively  bold  out  a  premium 
upon  falling  into  arrears.  The  question, 
however,  was  surrounded  by  difficulties, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  make  allowances ; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  repudiate 


thought  at  the  time  that  in  every  one  of  the  clause.    The  same  might  be  said  of 

these  l,'i33  cases  a  family  was  turned  the  Bright  purchasers  under  the  Act  of 

out  of  home  upon  the  roadside.  Nothing  1670.  Would  hon.  Members  vote  against 
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thesecood  rsading  of  r  Bill  with  all  thesa 
^nerouB  propos&lB  in  it  ?  He  should 
judc^a  them  by  their  action  on  the  second 
raadiog.  Probably  there  would  be  a 
solemn  march  out,  but  that  theatrical 
display  would  not  be  veiy  effective.  The 
question  of  appeals  next  demanded  atten- 
tion. With  regard  to  tbia  point,  he  quite 
agreed  with  t£e  hoD.  Hfember  for  East 
Mayo,  and  he  would  remind  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  delay  in  hearinj;  appeals 
wasTeryseriouatothetenant.  Whatwas 
^ing  to  be  the  polic;f  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  the  conetitutioD  of  the  second 
Court  of  Appeal  ?  Would  the  Govem- 
ment  name  the  new  Oommissioners  in 
the  Bill  7  It  was  not  to  be  denied  that 
recent  appointments  in  connection  with 
the  Land  Courts  bad  filled  the  tenants 
with  fear  and  dread.  If  the  Government 
were  goinj;  to  set  up  a  new  Court,  then 
he  implored  them  to  take  the  appoint- 
ments into  their  own  hands,  not  leaving 
them  to  the  underlings  of  Dublin  Castle, 
who  were  fit  to  wreck  Uie  best  Government 
in  the  world.  Anew  Court  should  have 
for  its  head  a  man  of  experience,  and 
to  preserve  continuity  no  hotter  head 
could  be  bad  than  Mr.  Litton.  He 
hoped  that  these  appointments  would 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Cabinet,  and  that 
the  names  of  the  Commissionera  would 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill.  He  separated 
Clause  S2  entirely  from  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses,  and  regarded  it  as  very  admir- 
able so  far  aa  it  went.  Xt  provided  that 
when  a  tenant  was  in  arrear,  and  an 
ejectment  process  was  served  on  him, 
he  might  go  into  the  County  Court,  and 
if  he  could  convince  the  County  Court 
Judge  that  he  bad  got  into  difficulties 
through  no  fault  of  hisonn,  then  the 
Judge  was  given  power  to  do  one  of 
three  things — give  him  time,  arrange 
the  instalments  to  be  paid,  or,  with  the 
consent  of  the  landlord,  effect  a  compo- 
sition. This  clanse  in  itself  was  quite 
snfflcient  to  prevent  unjust  evic- 
tions. But  the  Bill  did  not  provide 
against  what  was  almost  as  great  an 
evil ;  for  while  it  closed  the  front  door, 
it  left  open  the  back  door,  and  here  it 
was  that  the  harsh  and  unjust  landlord 
would  find  an  entrance.  He  appreciated 
the  difficulties  the  Government  found. 
They  proposed  that  where  a  Judge  con- 
sidered that  a  tenant  was  unduly 
weighted,  the  landlord  should  not  have 
his  usual  right  of  eviction.  But  a  land- 
lord need  not  prooeed  by  way  of  eviction, 
TOL,  OGOXVU.    \jta.zxD  bbbieb,  \ 


if  the  debt  were  £20 ;  he  could  get  an 
ordinary  decree  for  debt  from  a  County 
Court  Judge;  and  remove  that  by  etr- 
tiorari  io  a  Superior  Court,  and  then  pro- 
ceed by  writ  of  ihri  facia*.  The  Sheriff 
would  ^o  down,  would  seize  and  sell 
everything  An  the  farm,  and  leave  the 
tenant  ruined  and  helpless,  though  still 
in  his  holding,  and  without  the  means 
of  oultivnting  it.  If  the  debt  was  so 
unjust  that  the  right  of  the  landlord  was 
to  be  fettered,  so  that  be  could  not  evict 
in  certain  cases  where  the  tenant  was  in 
difiSculties  through  no  fault  of  his  own, 
why  should  he  be  allowed  in  those  same 
cases  to  proceed  by  writ  of  fi.  fa.  to  sell 
up  his  tenant's  goods  ?  He  hoped  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  prevent  this. 
The  County  Court  should  have  the  same 
power  to  arrest  a  writ  ai  fieri  faeiai  as 
the  Bill  would  give  them  to  arrest  an 
eviction.  To  the  Bankruptcy  Glauses  be 
had  the  greatest  possible  objection,  and 
nothing  would  persuade  him  to  vote  for 
them.  In  view  of  the  demoralized  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  they  were  most  dan- 
gerous in  principle,  and  might  be  used 
as  a  legal  "  Plan  of  Campaign."  His 
great  objection  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  while  it  did  good  to  the  man 
who  was  brought  to  the  wall,  it  did  ab- 
solutely nothing  for  the  solvent  tenant ; 
and  those  whom  he  represented  were  not 
insolvent,  though  they  were  over- rented, 
for  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Oommission 
proved  that  they  were  in  that  condition. 
Was  it  an  answer  to  the  solvent  tenant, 
to  say  that  though  he  was  over-rented, 
that  he  had  made  a  contract  for  Id  years 
and  must  abide  by  it  ?  It  was  ths  State 
that  had  blundered  in  making  the  term 
so  long.  Nor  could  the  case  of  these 
men  be  settled  by  the  promise  of  a  Land 
Purchase  Bill  of  which  they  at  present 
knew  nothing.  They  could  not  live  on 
promises.  Was  it  an  answer  to  admit 
the  injustice,  and  promise  a  remedy  by 
a  scheme  of  purchase?  The  shrewd 
Ulster  tenants  take  this  as  they  take  the 
advice — "Live  horse,  and  you  will  get 
grass."  Nor  was  it  an  answer  to  say  that 
the  case  of  these  tenants  would  he  met 
by  reductions  from  the  landlords.  It  was 
an  answer,  he  thought,  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland,  where  the  landlords 
had  given  abatements,  and  where  in-, 
timidation  had  done  its  work ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  a  scandal  that  this  should 
be  the  case.  Ulster  was  precisely  the 
Province  where  those  dednctione  had  not 
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been  made.  Many  of  the  landlorda 
could  makd  reduotions,  though  many  of 
them,  no  doubt,  were  not  really  the 
ownera  of  their  properties.  Ulster 
would  get  no  benefit  from  the  Bill,  be- 
cause it  was  solvent.  He  thought  that 
neither  the  Oorernment,  nor  the  House, 
had  the  right  to  say  to  them— "You 
have  a  juet  ease;  go  on  till  }'0U  are 
ruined,  then  we  wiU  relieve  yon ;  and 
when  you  have  been  made  a  bankrupt, 

f'ou  will  go  on  again  ou  the  old  round 
ike  a  horse  in  the  bark  mill."  He 
could  be  DO  party  to  that.  This 
brought  him  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  regarding  which  the  TJIeter 
Tenants'  Defence  Committee  had  writ- 
ten to  him.  That  Eesolutios  would 
do  nothing  for  them;  but  it  would 
wreck  the  Bill,  which  would  do  some- 
thing. At  the  worst,  what  would  the 
Bill  do  7  It  would  admit  a  certain  num- 
ber of  leaseholders.  It  changed  the 
rules  of  procedure,  by  which  the  judicial 
rent  was  payable  from  the  day  judgment 
was  given,  to  the  gale  day  next  to  the 
service  of  the  originating  notice.  It 
gave  some  conoesaians  aa  regards  town 
parks.  It  improved  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Purchase  Act,  and  it  did  a  good  deal 
for  the  Bright  purchasers  and  the  glebe 
land  purchaaerH  ;  and,  in  bis  opinion, 
it  erected  a  barrier  against  unjust  evic- 
tions. With  these  things  in  it,  he,  as 
representing  Booth  Tyrone,  could  not  and 
would  not  take  the  responsibility  of  not 
voting  for  the  second  reading.  The 
main  qnwtion  with  him  was  this — was 
the  Government  open  to  reasonable 
Amendments?  If  so,  the  Bill  could  be 
made  a  great  boon  to  the  tenant  farmers 
of  Ireland,  and  he  could  not  throw  away 
all  this  for  any  empty  Beaolution.  With 
regard  to  the  position  in  Ulster,  theOo- 
vemment  had  had  no  more  unflinching 
supporter  of  the  Crimes  Bill  than  he  had 
been.  It  was  the  least  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  to  restore  the  sovereignty 
of  law.  The  Government  had  now  got 
their  power  to  deal  with  the  combina- 
tions to  which  the  Cowper  Commission 
had  referred,  and  to  enforce  the  law.  It 
was  their  absolute  duty  to  see  that  the 
law  was  scrupulously  joat.  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  this  Land  Question  was 
at  the  root  of  the  whole  Irish  trouble. 
The  history  of  Ireland  showed  that  no 
mere  political  movement  had  ever  pros- 
pored  in  Ireland.  That  was  to  be  seen 
Jfr.  T.  W.  ^tuult 


in  the  oases  of  O'Oonnell,  of  the  Toung 
Ireland  Party,  the  Fenian  movement, 
and  that  headed  by  Mr.  Butt,  and  even 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
had  not  ventured  to  hoist  the  National 
flag  until  he  had  founded  the  Land 
League.  A  Bill  such  as  this  was  no 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question ;  it  did 
not  pretend  to  be  a  settlement  of  it.  He 
Mr.  T.  W.  KuBsell)  believed  that  there 
was  no  solution  of  it  save  in  the  abolition 
of  the  dual  ownership,  which  many 
people  thought  the  Act  of  18BI  had 
created,  hut  which,  in  fact,  it  had  only 
legalized.  He  was  a  strong  supporter 
of  the  Union,  and  he  could  conceive  no 
greater  calamity  to  Ireland  than  that  the 
Union  should  be  dissolved  or  impaired  ; 
but  he  was  the  true  tXnioniat  who 
pointed  out  the  dangers  ahead.  The 
Government  and  the  Party  which  took 
up  and  radically  settled  this  great 
Irish  Land  Question  might  laugh  (o 
scorn  alL  the  efforts  of  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  talked  about  main- 
taining the  Union  by  a  process  of  dis- 
solving it.  They  might  as  well  talk 
about  strengthening  the  marriage  tie  by 
a  decree  of  judicial  separation.  The 
Ulster  tenants  were  a  patient  race,  but 

fiatience  did  not  last  for  ever.  In  Ire- 
and  the  land  was  the  life.  Let  them 
not  drive  the  Ulster  tenants  to  despair. 
If  they  did,  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that  there  were  plenty  of  men  ready  to 
go  to  Ulster  as  well  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo,  and,  like  Job's  wife, 
to  whisper  into  the  ears  of  the  Ulster 
tenants,  not  "  curse  God  and  die,"  but 
curse  England  and  live. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton)  said,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  necessary  for  him  to  waste  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  Members  by  discussing 
seriously  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  on  the  previous  day  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Stirling  District  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man).  Not  one  word  had  been  stated 
that  evening  in  support  of  that  Amend- 
ment by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  DilloQ),  and,  as  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  could  gather  from  the  admissiou 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
previous  night,  it  had  never  been  in- 
tended to  be  seriously  argued,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  stated 
that  he  submitted  no  plan.  Her  Ma- 
jesty'a  Govemmeat  bad  now  to  deal  with 
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ft  ntaation  of  oonaiderabJe  difficulty  in 
Ireland,  and  the;  bad  devised,  with  as 
mach  care  as  they  oould,  a  measure  which 
would  amend  imminent  difficulties  and 
misohiefB  which  were  obvious  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Irish  Land  Act.  It 
was  remarkable  that  in  the  Bill  intro- 
dueed  last  autumn  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Ur.  Parnell]  there  had  been  no 
propssition  whatever  put  forward  by  him 
— although  he  had  stated  that  the  time 
was  one  of  a  crisis  affecting  the  safety 
and  prosperity  of  Irish  tenants — that 
there  shoutd  be  any  general  revision  of 
rents.  The  hon.  Member  had  felt  that 
it  was  necessary  to  deal  with  the  im- 
mediate question  of  evictions,  because  he 
had  been  well  aware  that  a  general  re- 
viaion  of  rente  would  be  idle  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  unfair  or  unjust 
evictions.  It  had  been  pointed  out  by 
the  ngbt  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph 
Chamberlain)  that  it  was  a  principle  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  QenUeman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothan  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Qladatone)  that  there  should  be  no 
^neral  revision  of  rents  when  bo  had 
introduced  hia  Land  Purohase  Bill  in 
1666.  Xot  only  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  it  down  aa  a  cardinal 
principle  of  the  Bill  that  the  normal  rate 
of  purchase  should  be  20  years'  purohase 
on  the  judicial  rent,  but  be  had  distinctly 
provided  in  the  5 1  at  section  of  his  Bill 
that  no  action  of  the  Irish  Legislature 
should  prejudice  or  impair  the   obli* 

fltions  come  to  under  judicial  decision, 
he  result  of  that  Bill  would  have  been 
that  no  alteration  could  have  been  made 
in  the  judicial  rents  once  they  had  been 
fixed  by  the  Court.  That  was  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  it  had 
apparently  been  the  fixed  policy  of  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman's  Government 
down  to  the  time  he  bad  gone  out  of 
Office,  and  if  there  had  been  any  change 
this  Amendment  would  have  been  moved 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
last  been  Cliie[8eoretaryforIreland(Mr. 
JohnMorloy),  and  who  up  to  last  autumn 
had  been  in  a  position  to  know  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  tenants.  Now,  the 
question  was  an  immediate  and  pressing 
one.  What  the  Government  offered  was 
not  a  reconstruction  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881, but  a  means  by  which  admitted  and 
uwmt  difficulties  could  be  dealt  with, 
and  which  would  be  reoognized  as  show- 


ing an  earnest  and  a  sincere  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  deal 
fairly  and  justly  with  the  Irish  tenants. 
He  felt  much  sympathy  with  the  object 
and  language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  had  just 
sat  down.  However  much  he  might 
disagree  with  some  of  the  views  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed,  it 
was  plain  from  the  language  of  the  hon. 
Memoer  that  he  waa  perfaotl;  alive  to 
the  boUowness  and  insincerity  of  the 
Amendment,  and  was  deternuaed  not  to 
abandon  the  generous  and  reasonable 
proposals  of  the  Government  in  order  to 
deprive  bis  oonstituents  of  benefits  which 
they  most  assuredly  would  reap  if  this 
meaaure  passed  into  law.  Now,  as  to 
the  1st  section  of  the  Bill,  which  in- 
cluded the  leaseholders,  the  question 
was  what  form  the  admission  of  the 
leaseholders  to  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
should  take.  Were  all  the  leases  in  Ire- 
land for  the  purpose  of  this  Act  to  come 
to  an  end  at  a  given  periodof  time?  The 
Government,  looking  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  brought  in  last  autumn  by 
the  hoc.  Member  for  Cork,  thought  bis 
solution  was  perhaps  the  best — namely, 
to  accelerate  the  expiration  of  the  leases 
coming  within  the  Act  of  1881,  and  at  a 
given  time,  to  which  landlord  and  tenant 
could  both  look  forward,  say  that  these 
leases  were  determined  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act.  But  it  was  essential  that 
the  House  should  understand  that  the 
determination  of  a  lease  was  practically 
only  a  formal  expression,  because  all  the 
obligations  of  the  lease  bound  both  land- 
lord and  tenant  after  its  termination  in 
exactly  the  same  way  as  before  the  lease 
had  run  out.  The  position  of  the  yearly 
tenant  after  his  lease  had  expired  under 
Section  21  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Act  was  that  he  was  bound  by  all  the 


rights  which  he  did  not  have  when 
lease  waa  in  force— the  right  to  perpe- 
tuity of  tenure,  the  right  to  have  the  rent 
gxed,  and  the  right  of  tree  sale.  The 
right  hon.  GenUeman  who  moved  the 
Amendment  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner  man) 
declared  that  the  effect  of  the  drafting 
of  the  Bill  waa  such  as  to  leave  every 
tenant  who  held  under  a  lease  at  the 
mercy  of  hb  landlord  who  wanted  to 
raise  the  rent,  but  he  did  not  appear  to 
have  read  the  Bill,  becauae  it  distinctly 
provided  that  if  consideration  had  been 
given  for  the  lease,  in  such  a  case  it 
I  3  |&MiiiAtf<U.i 


.y  Co  Ogle 


Ul 


Irith  land 


law  Sill. 


553 


shonld  be  itnpoMible  for  the  landlord  to 
bre^  the  lease.  He  could  quite  under- 
■taad  that  it  would  be  a  hardship  if  there 
waa  a  beneficial  lease  that  that  lease 
should  be  in  the  paver  of  the  landlord ; 
but  the  proviaion  of  the  BUI  was  &  more 
generous  and  equitable  provision  than 
was  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
had  made  some'obserrations  with  regard 
to  perpetuity  grants.  Now,  the  draft- 
ing of  the  Bill  in  this  regard  was  an 
amplification  of  the  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
Usntleman.  Where  leases  were  then 
in  existence  which  would  come  to  an 
end  within  60  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  at  their  expiration  the  tenant 
would  be  entitled  to  the  status  of  a 
preaent  tenant,  with  all  the  great  boons 
whidi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
ferred. The  QoTomment  had  amplified 
and  extended  that  principle,  but  they 
had  not  altered  the  class  of  tenants  to 
which  that  legislation  extended,  and 
under  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  there  was  no  extension  beyond  the 
dasB  that  came  under  the  scope  of  the 
the  Act  of  1681.  Accordingly,  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  followed  that  principle. 
Now,  the  first  secdon  waa  the  only  one 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
had  marked  with  his  approval.  But  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  could  hardly 
have  been  in  earnest.  Was  the  House 
aware  that  the  second  clause,  which 
enabled  the  judicial  rent  to  be  dated  not 
&om  the  gale  day  following  the  decision 
of  the  Court,  but  from  the  gale  day  fol- 
lowing the  application,  was  one  which 
waa  included  in  a  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  although  then  rejected 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  7  That  was  a  great  boon  worth 
many  thousands  of  pounds  to  the  Iriah 
tenants,  and  one  that  would  be  appre- 
asted  in  the  North  as  well  as  in  the 
South.  He  was  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  did  not  name  one  single  provision 
of  the  Bill  which  met  with  his  approval, 
and  made  no  reference  whatever  to  Sec- 
tion 2,  which  he  must  have  known  was 
a  boon,  and  though  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman announced  that  he  would  only 
make  a  fair  and  candid  criticism,  yet  he 
did  not  lapse  one  moment  into  the  for- 
getfulnesH  of  saying  the  smallest  word 
of  the  faintest  praise.  The  second 
clause,  as  he  aaid,  repreaented  a  benefit 
of  large  mercantile  value.  At  the  pte> 
2fr.  eOwn 


aent  moment  there  were  about  500,000 
tenants  in  Ireland ;  100,000  were  lease- 
holders ;  200,000  bad  had  judicial  rents 
fixed,  leaving  200,000  who  had  had  no 
judicial  rents  fixed  at  all.  A  large 
number  of  these  200,000  teuants  would 
the  benefit  of  thia  clause,  and 
that  foot  that  they  had  not  yet 
coQie  into  Court  alone  ought  to  supply 
a  strong  argument  to  ^ow  that  the 
Irish  landlords  were  not  the  rapacioue 
and  unreasonable  body  they  were  some- 
timea  represented  to  be.  The  section 
relatingtoejectmenthadbeen  denounced, 
not  only  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  who  said  it  was  an  infamous  and 
atrocious  proposal,  but  he  gathered  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling 
district  also  joined  in  tho  condemnation 
of  it.  It  was  amerciful  provision tothe 
tenant  and  to  the  landlord.  It  gave  each 
an  opportunity  during  the  eix  months  of 
redemption  of  coming  to  terms,  and  pre- 
vented it  being  necessary  for  the  Sheriff 
toresortto thelastdireextremity.  What 
wee  the  law  on  thia  subject  in  Ireland? 
When  an  ejectment  was  brought  for  non- 
payment ol  rent  the  tenancy  was  not 
forfeitadnntil  the  judgment  was  actually 
executed  by  process  of  law,  and  the 
period  of  equitable  redemption  in  the 
tenancy  did  not  begin  to  run  until  that 
execution.  The  result  was  that  land- 
lords had  to  resort  to  two  evictions,  the 
first  for  the  purpose  of  causing  the  ex- 
piration of  the  tenancy  and  making  the 
period  of  redemption  begin  to  run ;  and 
the  second  eviction,  when  the  caretaker 
was  put  out.  Statistics  had  been  quoted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  T.  Balfour) 
which  showed  that  of  these  preliminary 
evictions  not  more  than  a  fourth  or  a 
fifth  were  consummated  by  ultimate 
eviction  in  the  long  run.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  Oovemment  by  this 
measure  to  save  the  tenants  from  the 
hardships  and  risks  to  which  they  were 
exposed,  &om  the  danger  of  quarrel  and 
□f  settlement  being  impossible,  by  this 

fireliminary  eviction,  and  to  enable  tho 
andlord  to  serve  his  notice  on  the  pre- 
mises to  determine  the  tenancy.  He 
colled  attention  to  the  circumstance  that 
the  Government  in  this  provision  had 
mercifully  enlarged  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Cowper  GommisHion.  The 
next  provision  was  that  dealing  frith 
town  parks.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  I^ne  (Mr.  1.  W.  Bns- 
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eell)  could  not  have  giren  sufficient 
attention  to  the  proviaiona  of  this  sec- 
tion. What  was  the  existing  law  ?  It 
was  that  a  holding  which  was  held  by 
a  peTaon  living  in  a  town  for  acocommo- 
dation  purposes  should  not  be  the  sub- 
ject of  fixed  rent  under  Act  of  Farlia> 
ment.  The  Qovemment,  however,  were 
aware  that  in  many  cases  those  town- 
park  holdings  were  really  in  their 
essence  and  character  not  aooommoda- 
tion  lands  of  the  ordinary  town-park 
oharacter,  but  in  the  nature  of  agricul- 
tural holdings.  Without  laying  down 
a  hard  and  nist  line,  therefore,  the  Qo- 
vemment had  propoaed  that  where  the 
holding  waa  in  its  ordinary  character 
an  agricultural  one  it  should  become 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  and  constitute  a  present 
tenancy.  Then,  aa  to  the  Purchase 
Olanaea  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell) 
stated  that  no  one  opposed  those 
olanses.  He,  however,  distinctly  caught 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Stirling  Ks- 
triot  saying  that  he  was  always  opposed 
to  Purchase  Olanses,  and  would  oppose 
these. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  Ac.) ;  No,  no.  X  raised  no 
objection  to  the  Purchase  Clauses  at  all. 
I  referred  to  any  further  extension  of 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  whethor  he  waa 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  had  not  considered  the  Purchases 
Clausea  of  the  Bill,  or  whether  he  had 
not  formed  an  opinion  as  to  supporting 
them  or  not?  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
appeared  to  decline  to  express  an  opi- 
nion in  one  way  or  another  at  present. 
But  he  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  "another  place"  a  suggsation  was 
made  as  to  not  continuing  those  clauses 
in  the  Bill,  and  a  representation  was 
made  by  a  noble  Lord  to  the  effect  that 
those  with  whom  he  acted  would  pro- 
bably offer  no  opposition  to  those 
clauses.  He  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  might  have  bad  some 
communication  with  that  noble  Ixird. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
I  do  not  wish  to  alarm  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Qontloman;  but  I  must 
mention  that  the  noble  Lord  to  whom 
ho  raters  aud  that  he  could  only  apeak 
for  himself,  and  as  to  hia  own  expecta- 
tions, and  waa  not  able  to  bind  any  one 
else. 


Mb.  QIBSON  said,  the  expectation  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  of  great  e£Boacy, 
speaking,  as  he  did,  from  his  high  poei< 
tion.  The  next  provision  was  that  of 
appeal.  The  Qovernmont  recognized 
the  great  importanco  of  having  a  strong 
and  efficient  Oonrt  of  Appeal.  The 
matter,  however,  would  no  doubt  be 
fully  discussed  in  Committee.  The 
bon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  referred 
to  the  provisions  dealing  with  the  re- 
mission of  local  rates.  He  waa  un- 
able to  understand  what  the  hon. 
Member  meant  when  he  said  that  it 
was  a  premium  on  evictions.  He  could 
not  understand  how  a  provision  which 
limited  the  landlord's  right  to  a  case 
where  the  land  could  not  be  let  in  con- 
sequence of  intimidation  waa  asanmed 
to  be  a  case  in  which  the  landlord  was 
in  possession  of  the  holding  &om  which 
tbe  tenant  had  been  unjuatly  and  harshly 
evicted.  The  next  provision  waa  that 
of  equitable  jurisdiction.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  broadly  apeakiog, 
there  were  two  classes  of  tenants  in  the 
community— the  class  of  tenants  who 
were  solvent,  but  who  might  have  griev- 
ances, and  who  occupied  a  hard  position, 
and  tenants  who  were  wholly  unable  to 
pay  not  only  the  landlord  but  their  other 
creditors.  The  view  of  the  Qovemment 
was  that,  in  an  individual  case  of  hard- 
abip  it  should  be  competent  for  tbe 
Court  to  intervene  between  the  aolvent 
tenant  and  the  landlord,  who  had,  per- 
haps, harahly  enforced  bis  legal  rights, 
Bo  as  to  give  a  stay  of  execution  to  the 
tenant.  That  was  a  very  large  conces- 
sion, which  he  was  not  aware  had  pre- 
viously been  found  in  any  Government 
measure,  and  there  waa  no  doubt  that 
theviewa  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  and  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  were  perfectly  well 
founded  when  they  eaid  that  such  a  pro- 
viaion  was  a  complete  answer  to  the 
possibility  of  oapricioua  eviction  on  the 
part  of  any  landlord.  But  it  had  been 
said  that  this  was  only  tbe  &ont  door, 
and  the  back  door  remained  opes — that 
a  landlord,  if  he  choae,  might  get  a  writ 
of  Jieri  facial.  That  waa  no  doubt  a 
possibility,  but  he  would  call  attention 
to  one  or  two  circumstances  in  order  to 
show  that  wise  landlords  rarely  resorted 
to  this  particular  expedient.  [OriM  of 
"  Oh,  oh ! "]  He  knew  that  it  had  been 
resorted  to  in  aome  cases,  but,  aa  a  rule, 
it  was  not  reaorted  to  by  any  landlord 
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wbo  bad  a  wise  oouneeUor,  A  wiee 
landlord  would  not  ueually  resort  to  this 
method  of  execution,  because  if  a  tenancy 
hftd  been  mortgaged,  settled,  or  had 
outstanding  interests  attached,  no  exe- 
cution against  the  man  who  was  paying 
the  rent  would  be  effective  in  eoabling 
the  landlord  to  acquire  that  interest; 
and,  as  bo  bad  seen  again  and  again, 
ejectments  which  bad  been  broagbt 
failed  because  tbe  interests  could  not  be 
legally  seized  nuder  a  writ  ot  fieri  faeia». 
Tbe  method  of  recovery  in  Ireland  was 
tbe  statutory  remedy.  But  there  were 
difficulties  in  the  landlord's  way.  If  a 
landlord  brought  an  action  for  rent  in  a 
superior  court  against  the  small  tenant 
under  £20,  he  must  pay  the  attorney 
and  all  law  costs  himself,  the  result 
being  that  the  landlords  did  not  care  to 
go  to  this  luxury  at  their  own  expense. 
'Ibese  and  other  circumstances  made  the 
eoforcement  of  this  remedy  rare.  Still, 
he  admitted  that  it  was  legally  possible 
for  the  thing  to  occur,  and  the  House 
had  to  consider  and  suggest  an  expedient 
by  which  such  a  difficulty  could  be 
avoided.  He  bad  heard  a  most  thought- 
ful speech  in  tbe  other  House  from  the 
late  Lord  Obaucellor,  but  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord  offered  no  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  It  was  hard  to  see  where 
they  were  to  draw  the  line.  Was  the 
landlord  to  look  on  while  an  execution 
creditor  swooped  down  and  carried  off 
everything  from  the  farm  ?  If  the  writ 
oi  fieri  factat  on  the  part  of  the  landlord 
was  suspended,  what  was  the  landlord 
to  do  ?  The  tenant  might  be  making 
away  with  his  crops ;  he  might  give 
them  away  to  favoured  creditors. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
There  was  a  provision  of  the  kind  in  the 
Act  of  ISttl,  and  you  threw  it  out  in  tbe 
House  of  Lords. 

Ub.  OIBSON  said,  be  did  not  know 
to  what  provision  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred. No  doubt  by  the  Statute  of 
Anne,  where  a  Sheriff  seized  in  execu- 
tion and  a  year's  rent  was  due,  he  had 
to  make  a  provision  for  a  year's  rent. 
That  was  the  law  of  both  countries  ;  but 
he  was  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
they  would  be  making  a  sharp  and 
marked  distinction  between  the  landlord 
and  other  creditors  by  adopting  tbe  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  thrown  out.  The 
matter  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  of 
enormous  difficulty,  and  he  would  have 
been  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
Mr.  Gibton 


opposite  bad  been  good  enough  to  indi- 
cate what  should  be  tbe  particular  mode 
ofobviating  the  difficulty  withoutflagrant 
and  manifest  injustice.  By  that  section 
as  it  stood  they  dealt  with  tbe  difficult 
which  existed  in  some  parts  of  Ireland, 
and  was  recognized  in  previous  legisla- 
tion; and  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  precedent  in  the  Act  of  1870  or  in 
other  legislation  which  altered  tbe  posi- 
tion of  the  landlord  as  compared  with 
that  of  other  creditors.  He  next  came  to 
tbe  bankruptcy  section,  as  to  which  tbe 
House  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  criti- 
ciam.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs  seemed  to  think  that  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  that  a  reasonable 
rent  might  be  fixed  by  tbe  Bankruptcy 
Court  during  the  IS  months  placed  tbe 
Oovemment  in  a  dilemma  as  to  the  rea- 
sonableness or  fairness  of  the  judicial 
rent  which  had  been  previously  fixed. 
In  constructing  his  dilemma,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  suffi- 
ciently consider  that  they  were  dealing 
with  proceedings  in  tbe  Oourt  of  Bank- 
ruptcy to  which  tbe  landlord  was  a  con- 
senting party.  The  tenant,  nnder  tbe 
Bill,  to  get  into  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
must  go  as  a  tree  agent  and  with  the 
sanction  of  the  landlord,  who  was  sab- 
ject  to  a  penalty  if  his  refusal  was  un- 
reasonable. While  the  tenant  was  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Court,  relieved  of  tbe 
claims  of  the  other  creditors  who  were 
each  trying  to  pull  some  of  his  assets 
from  him,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
clause  that  during  that  period  the  land- 
lord and  all  the  other  creditors  sbonld 
make  as  it  were  a  common  subscription 
together.  The  landlord  allowed  his  land 
to  be  used  for  the  IS  months  by  permis- 
sion of  the  Court,  and  tbe  rent  which 
the  tenant  was  to  pay  was  not  that  which 
be  would  pay  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, but  such  as  he  could  be 
fairly  expected  to  pay  under  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  without  injustice  to 
the  landlord  and  without  undue  prefer- 
ence to  any  other  of  the  creditors.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Stirling  said 
that  the  clause  "  was  saturated  with  the 
spirit  of  exdusivenesB  and  reeked  with 
the  worst  spirit  of  landlordism."  Why 
did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  say  that 
of  a  clause  which  was  probably  more 
disliked  by  landlords  than  any  other 
clause  in  tbe  Bill?  Tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  there  was  no  proviBion  that 
the  landlord  should  be  made  a  bankrupt. 
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Tho  Buggestton  Beemed  to  be  that  where 
tbo  tenant  coald  not  pay  hia  debts,  and 
became  a  bankrupt,  it  was  a  hardship  to 
him  if  the  landlord  did  not  aesume  the 
same  mantle  and  accompany  him  into 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  as  a  kind  of  twin. 
The  bon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  bad 
referred  to  the  arrears  of  rent  on  the 
holding  being  made  a  first  charge  to  the 
extent  of  one  year,  and  said  the  intention 
of  that  vaB  to  plunder  the  creditors 
forthebenefitof thelandlord.  Theesist- 
ing  Law  of  Bankruptcy  was  that  eTary 
landlord  was  entitled  to  a  diBtraint  to 
the  extent  of  Biz  monthB'  rent ;  but 
inasmach  as  the  Landlord  was  to  be  put 
out  from  bis  power  of  bringing  any 
action  of  ejectment,  and  was  to  be  tied 
up  during  that  period  altogether,  the 
GoTemment  thought  it  fair  that  the 
landlord,  who  might  hare  many  years 
of  arrears  due  to  him,  should  receive 
that  Bmall  consideration  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  objected.  When  the 
bon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  said  that 
creditors  were  deprived  of  all  remedy, 
he  forgot  that  all  the  creditors  in  bank- 
ruptcy were  entitled  to  an  equal  right 
of  proof,  except  in  so  far  as  a  preferen- 
tial right  of  proof  was  given  to  any 
particular  creditor.  In  conclusion,  that 
Bill  was  not  put  forward  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  as  a  re-conBtructiou  of  tho  Act  of 
18S1 ;  but  as  a  generous  attempt  to  meet 
a  real  difBculty  which  all  honest  and 
candid  men  in  that  House  must  admit 
to  exist.  Last  Session  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oork  introduced  a  Bill  proposing 
a  stay  of  execution  against  tenants 
whose  rents  were  judicially  fixed  before 
1884.  What  they  now  proposed  under 
that  proTision  was  that,  in  cases  where 
there  might  be  a  harsh  eviction,  whe- 
ther the  rents  were  judicial  rents  or  not, 
the  Court  should  have  a  power  to  inter- 
vene. That  would  be  a  great  benefit  to 
tenants  in  difficulties,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  District  was  an 
illusory  Amendment,  not  supported  by 
any  real  plan  or  intelligible  proposition, 
and  that  it  would  be  an  unwise  and  a 
dangerous  thing  to  throw  away  the  real 
advantages  of  that  Bill,  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  MAHONT  (Meath,  N.)  said,  he 
expected  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)  would 
hare  given  the  Hooae  some  information 


as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
The  importance  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
reticence  could  only  be  fully  realized  by 
a  consideration  of  what  the  position  of 
the  Government  really  was.  It  was 
well  known  that  they  were  in  Office, 
and  that  they  were  not  in  power.  They 
occupied  the  Ministerial  Benches  by  the 
votes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House ;  and,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Bill  had  been 
subjected  to  the  most  hostile  criticism  by 
two  of  their  supporters  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  the  seriousness  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  silence  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  Government  could 
hardly  be  over-estimated.  In  intro- 
ducing this  Bill,  he  believed  the  Govern- 
ment were  actuated  alt  through  bs  men 
who  were  enemies  to  the  principle  of  the 
Act  which  they  now  proposed  to  amend. 
Thatspiritseemedtohimto  animate  every 
proposal  they  made.  The  great  principle 
of  ^e  Act  of  1885  could  only  be  de- 
fended on  the  ground  that  freedom  of 
contract  between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland  had  never  existed.  The  only 
reason  he  could  see  for  admitting  lease- 
holders to  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881 
was  that  they  were  not  free  to  contract 
at  the  time  of  taking  over  their  leases. 
They  took  their  leases,  in  many  cases, 
to  avoid  the  evils  wbicb  were  pressing 
stronglyupoathem,  and  of  which  subse- 

Juent  legislation  relieved  other  tenants  in 
reland  to  a  certain  extent.  They  were, 
in  many  instances,  forced  into  their  leases 
because  they  held  under  extra  harsh 
landlords.  There  was  no  possible  argu- 
ment to  justify  them  in  ulowing  land- 
lords to  break  those  leases  which  the 
tenants  did  not  want  to  have  broken, 
because  there  could  be  no  pretence  that 
the  landlords  had  been  coerced  into 
granting  the  leases.  The  Bankruptcy 
Clauses,  as  they  stood  at  preaent,  were 
a  mere  sham,  and  they  had  been  so  de- 
scribed in  the  Upper  House  by  Lord 
Fitzgerald.  The  Ttmn  newspaper,  that 
eminently  fair  and  judicial  journal,  in 
its  report  of  Lord  Fitzgerald's  speech, 
had  entirely  omitted  the  words  "merest 
sham,"  which  only  appeared  in  Th» 
Daily  Ifitm.  But  he  had  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald's own  authority  for  saying  that 
he  used  the  word  Bham.  As  regards  the 
written  notice  substituted  in  the  action 
for  ejectment,  that  was  a  clause  render- 
ing evictions  easy  and  unjust — evictions 
were  always  easy  eoongh.     The  land- 
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lords  woald  serve  their  notice  b;  post 
on  tbe  da;  the;  got  the  decree,  and 
this  would,  of  course,  shorten  the 
time  for  redemption  quite  as  much 
as  the  reoommendation  of  tbe  Oom- 
missionora.  To  argue  on  the  basis 
that  tenants  were  re-admitted  as  care- 
takers was  quite  erroneous,  because  tbe; 
had  no  record  of  what  happened — those 
caretakers  at  the  end  of  the  six  months' 
period  of  redemption.  It  was  coDceded 
all  round  that  thejudicial  rents  were  too 
high,  and  last  night  the  right  hon.Qen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Ur.  A.J.  Balfour)  told  them  that  if  the 
Irish  landlords  would  take  his  advice 
the;  would  make  reductions  on  the  ju- 
dicial rents.  With  reference  to  middle- 
men, he  would  ask  what  was  to  become 
of  middlemen  whose  rents  to  the  land- 
lords just  equalled  the  judicial  rents  of 
their  tenants  ?  The;  could  not  make  a 
reduction  to  their  tenants  without  loss, 
and  ;et  under  this  Bill  the;  could  not 
surrender.  However,  as  middlemen 
were  practical!;  landlorda,  he  had  no 
doubt  this  matter  would  be  careful!; 
attended  to  b;  the  House,  The  provi- 
sions  for  the  remianon  of  rates  to  land- 
lorda were  ver;  peculiar  in  a  Bill  which 
was  brought  forward  with  suoh  profes- 
sions as  this  Bill,  for  it  was  certainl;  a 
novel  wa;  of  relieving  over-rented  ten- 
ants to  throw  upon  them  the  burden  of 
extra  rates.  With  regard  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Count;  Court,  it  was 
Jrett;  certain  that  the  Count;  Court 
udge  would  not  be  unfriendl;  to  tbe 
Irish  landlords.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who  was 
the  adviser  of  the  Government  on  this 
matter,  had  assured  the  House  that  the 

Eowet  of  fieri  faeiai  was  not  much  used 
;  the  landlords  now.  Would  the  House 
believe  that  the  Beturns  showed  that 
this  power  in  the  ;ear  1886  was  used  in 
no  loss  than  G,5&0  cases.  The  Commis- 
sion had  reported  that  the  price  and 
produce  combined  had  fallen  lt<  per 
cent,  but  in  realit;  the;  had  fallen  a 
great  deal  more,  because,  in  the  first 
place,  the;  based  their  calculation  on  a 
rate  of  produce  ^hich  existed  only  in 
the  mind  of  the  Registrar  General,  and 
becaune  they  took  their  estimate  of 
prices  from  the  only  source  available  to 
them — namely,  the  Iriih  farmert'  Oa- 
»«tte.  This  gare  the  prices  of  the  great 
towns— Belfast,  Cork,  and  Dublin — and 
these  were  different  from  the  prices  in 
Ur.  Mahont 


the  country,  nod  besides  it  was  the  best 
produce  wh<oh  was  sent  to  the  great 
towns.  Bat  even  taking  the  ful  in 
prices  as  20  per  cent,  and  he  believed  it 
to  be  much  more,  it  was  ludicrous  to 
sa;  that  a  20  per  cent  fall  could  be  met 
bv  a  20  pOT  cent  reduction — as  a  matter 
of  fact  it  could  not  be  met  by  less  than 
a  GO  per  cent  reduction.  There  was 
great  danger  of  the  whole  Bill  being 
strangled  b;  a  hostile  Court  of  Appeal. 
He  admitted  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners vere  nving  effect  to  a  certain 
extent  to  the  ndl  in  prices,  even  now  the 
rents  were  not  being  fixed  low  enough, 
and  those  who  rested  their  hopes  upon 
the  present  action  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners would  find  their  hope  very  delu- 
sive indeed.  The  Government  ought  to 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  their  own 
Commissioners,  aud  reduce  the  term  of 
years  during  which  the  judicial  rents 
should  run  from  15  to  five  years.  The 
Commissioners  themselves  said  that  the 
term  of  15  years  was  too  long  for  the 
poorer  class  of  tenant.  If  a  term  of 
15  years  were  fixed  tbe  fluctuations  in 
prices  would  naturally  be  allowed  for; 
but  the  Commissioners  never  allowed  for 
the  present  depression,  though  the;  did 
make  allowance  for  good  years  which 
would  enable  a  tenant  to  tide  over  bad 
years,  and  they  fixed  tbe  rents  believing 
that  things  would  improve.     Instead  of 

? rices  rising,  th^  had  gone  down  far 
elow  what  the  dommissioners  believed 
to  be  the  bottom  of  the  fall.  When  the 
Act  of  1881  was  before  the  House,  it 
was  distiQctly  stated  in  the  House  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  no  rent  should  be  charged  on  ten- 
ants' improvements.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  knew  that  that  had 
been  overridden  by  the  Courts  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  wished  to  ask  him  if  he 
would  introduce  some  provision  into  this 
Bill  to  secure  that  to  the  tenant.  Lord 
iSaliebury  told  them  last  Session  that 
any  scheme  of  land  purchase  would  be 
based  on  the  present  judicial  rents  ;  but 
now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  admitted  that  an;  echeme  of 
purchase  must  be  based  on  what  were 
fair  rents  at  the  time  of  the  purohaso. 
If  the  Government  were  in  earnest  in 
their  promise  to  bring  in  a  Bill  next 
Session  to  carry  out  a  scheme  of  land 
purchase  based  on  fair  rents  at  tbe 
time,  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  net  st  once  set  to  work  to  revise 
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the  judicial  rente  which  they  admitted 
were  unfair.  There  were  many  hundred 
tenants  ia  Ireland  Buffering  under  a  rent 
which  it  waa  impoestble  for  them  to  pay, 
hut  the  GoTemment  did  not  interfere  to 
relieve  theae  people,  but  only  consented 
to  deal  with  a  few  qneetions  where  the 
landlorda  had  puahed  their  rights  to  Buch 
dire  extremes  that  the  tenants  were  re- 
duced to  a  Btate  of  bankruptcy ;  in  foot, 
the  only  clauaea  of  the  Bill  which  made 
any  pretence  of  giriog  a  remedy  to  the 
tenant  were  the  equitable  jurisdiction 
and  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  the  Bill, 
which,  in  their  present  shape,  were  a 
mere  sham.  The  OoTemment  might 
find  a  Bufhcient  number  of  men  in  that 
House  to  support  their  policy ;  but  the 
recent  elections  at  Spalding  and  Coven- 
try showed  that  their  action  was  not  ap- 
proved of  by  the  country. 

Mb,  ELTON  (Somerset,  Wellington) 
(uud,  that  the  ground  had  now  oeen 
pretty  well  cleared  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill.  The  Hoase  had  had  apeeches 
of  many  different  kinds,  one  of  which, 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Division 
(Mr.  Gampbell-Bannerman),  who  pro- 
posed the  Amendment,  he  was  very  glad 
to  hear,  for  this  reason — that  if  there 
was  nothing  more  to  he  said  againat  it, 
the  Bill,  he  diought,  was  tolerably 
secure.  Whether  it  waa  from  hia  native 
caution,  or  from  the  merits  of  the  caae, 
the  right  bon.  Qentleman  took  care  not 
to  fire  very  damaging  shota  against  a 
measure  which  he  wished  tc  wound,  but 
not  to  kill.  From  Ministers  the  House 
had  statomeDta  which  more  clearly  re- 
vealed the  real  nature  and  eoope  of  the 
Bill  than  had  been  done  before.  Then 
there  was  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain), 
which  was  full  of  the  most  striding 
auggeBtione.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  marked  by  a  lone  of 
too  general  benevotonce.  He  had  a 
reform  to  auggeat  for  every  evil,  and  hia 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  subject  per- 
haps too  closely  resembled  that  of  on 
Eastern  Cadi.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  gave 
the  House  a  good  deal  of  oritioism  on 
every  clause  of  the  Bill ;  but  what  it  all 
came  to  was  this — that  the  Government 
ought  to  have  done  something  quite 
different.  With  regard  to  frequent 
revision  of  rente,  to  carry  out  such  a 


policy  would  be  to  sanctify  the  system  of 
dual  ownership.  It  might  have  been  an 
extremely  good  thing  to  legalize  the 
tenant-right  interest  in  1881  ;  but,  of 
course,  the  fixing  of  it  for  a  certain  term 
of  years  was  sure  to  lead  to  the  difficul- 
ties which  had  come  to  pase.  This  mnat 
be  regarded  as  a  step  towards  a  plan  by 
which  dual  ownership  would  pass  away, 
and  single  ownership  would  be  eatab- 
lished  by  means  of  a  purchase  scheme. 
Dual  ownerabip,  he  was  convinced,  was 
not  a  good  thing  aa  a  permanent  system. 
It  was  a  had  thing  in  itself,  except 
where  the  rent  was  very  small.  It  was 
only  tolerable  when  the  rent  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  ground-rent  or  small  charge. 
It  might  be  said  that  we  had  been 
accustomed  to  dual  ownership  in  Eng- 
land for  many  generations ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  it  had  been  disliked,  and  that 
efforts  had  been  made  to  abolish  it.  In 
his  opinion,  a  continual  revision  of  rents 
would  be  most  inconvenient  and  irri- 
table, and  even  an  automatic  change 
must  lead  to  the  idea  that  the  rent 
would  he  a  tribute  rather  than  the  result 
of  a  contract.  The  Bill  contained  a 
great  number  of  provisions  deaUng  with 
a  large  number  of  subjects,  and  he 
thought  that  it  was  intended  to  prepare 
the  way  for  purchase  by  defining  and 
ascertaining  the  state  of  the  tenants,  ' 
and  to  make  it  dear,  more  than  the  Act 
of  18B1  did,  what  were  the  interests  of 
the  owner  and  the  tenant  in  the  land. 
The  Bill  ahonld  prevent  any  diapoa- 
aession  of  the  tenant  until  the  Arrears 
Bill  was  brought  in.  In  that  caae,  if 
what  be  considered  was  the  principle 
of  Clause  22  was  carried  out,  tbe  Bank- 
ruptcy Clauaea  would  not  be  wanted 
at  all,  because  oil  coses  would  be 
met  except  those  of  undeserving  ten- 
ants. With  regard  to  Section  4  of  the 
Bill,  he  thought  that  those  who  were 
engaged  in  the  adminiatration  of  Ire- 
land were  right  in  attempting  to 
reduce  those  horrors  which  had  made 
their  blood  run  cold.  The  Government, 
in  his  opinion,  had  made  an  honest  and 
strenuous  effort  to  avert  those  horrors. 
He  thonght  that  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man who  bad  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment bad  spoken  somewhat  ooyijud 
cynically  of  tha  efforts  oi  I 
ment  to  do  away  with  t* 
Burronnded  eviotioB] 
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Oovernment  to  do  all  that  in  them  lay 
to  put  down  the  occurrence  of  the  terrible 
events  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
wholesale  evictions  of  which  they  had 
heard.  They  had  been  told  that  this 
clause  would  reduce  the  number  of 
evictions  by  one-half,  and  that  waa 
something.  Alt  he  naked  was  that  this 
Bill  ehould  be  received  aa  a  contribution 
which  all  parties  would  try  to  make  iuto 
something  good.  He  was  sure  that  it 
would  not  be  received  in  an  irrecon- 
cilable way.  After  all,  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
DUIod)  had  not  been  so  very  irrecon- 
cilable, since  he  had  found  that  every- 
thing in  the  Bill  had  been  advised  at 
some  previous  period  by  himself  and  his 
Party.  At  the  same  time,  whether  or 
not  there  might  be  practical  details  in 
it  which  could  bo  altered  in  Committee, 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  House,  after 
considering  it,  would  refuse  to  assent  to 
the  proposition  that  this  was  an  honest 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  difficulty,  not 
from  any  base  motives  which  might 
have  been  suggested,  but  with  an 
anxiety  to  do  justice  between  all  parties, 
and  in  a  generous  spirit  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  prevent  those  unfortunate 
events  occurring  again.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  tbecharges  on  estates, 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
wished  to  be  abated  proportionally,  he 
thought  that  those  family  charges  and 
other  charges  on  landlords  pressed  very 
hard  in  Ireland,  as  they  did  in  Eng- 
land, upon  people  whose  rents  were  da- 
Eressad  below  the  margin  of  subsistence ; 
ut  were  they  to  put  an  Incumbered 
Estates  Bill  into  what  was  really  a  Fro- 
visional  Arrears  Bill  ?  Let  them  think 
what  tremendous  principles  were  in- 
volved. Suppose  some  of  a  family  had 
alienated  their  charges  on  a  property. 
A  very  large  proportion  of  family 
charges  were  assigned  to  other  people 
for  money.  Were  they  going  to  reduce 
charges  in  the  hands  of  soUcitors  and 
Insurance  Companies  ?  That  would  be 
a  very  large  undertaking  to  put  into  an 
Arrears  Bill.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
would  be  hard  and  obviously  unfair  to 
reduce  them  only  when  they  were  in  the 
family.  Then,  again,  what  was  there 
that  was  sacred  in  a  charge  held  by  re- 
lations as  compared  with  an  ordinary 
mortgagee's  charge  ?  Why  should  not 
the  usurer  he  cut  down  too  1  He  thought 
Mr.mtm 


that  these  questions  were  too  large  to  be 
treated  in  what  was  merely  an  Arrears 
Bill,  which  was  to  act  until  the  Pur- 
chase Bill  came  down.  With  regard  to 
the  surrender  of  his  estate  by  the 
middleman,  he  thought  that  it  was 
guarded  in  every  way  by  the  provisions 
of  the  clause.  Ail  Parties  were  agreed 
that  the  leaseholder  ought  to  be  ad- 
mitted tothebenefitsof  the  Actof  1881, 
and  ought  to  obtain  the  immediate  en- 
joyment of  the  rights  of  a  statutory 
tenant,  which  at  present  he  had  only  in 
reversion  at  the  end  of  hie  lease.  There 
was  no  use  in  saying  that  this  right 
ought  to  have  been  given  iu  1681,  and 
little  advantage  in  the  minute  criticism 
which  had  been  passed  upon  this  part  of 
the  Bill.  With  respect  to  improvements, 
there  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
some  of  the  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mission to  treat  them  as  though  they 
constituted  a  sort  of  separate  interest 
from  the  land.  This  seemed  to  be  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Proviso  to  the  1st 
clause,  according  to  which  the  Court 
was  to  disallow  an  application  by  a 
leaseholder  for  a  judicial  rent  in  cases 
where  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors 
had  made  improvements,  the  unex- 
hausted value  of  which  was  four  times 
the  rent  of  the  holding.  In  cases  of 
main  or  arterial  drainage,  he  had  some- 
times heard  this  view  expressed.  But 
his  view  was  that  the  general  rule  should 
be  followed,  that  the  accessory  follows 
the  principal,  and  that,  as  the  lease- 
holders were  to  be  enfranchised,  no 
condition  of  this  kind  should  be  attached 
to  their  enfranchisement. 

Mh.  SHAW  LEFEVKE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said,  that  no  Bill  ever  intro- 
duced into  the  House  had  been  mauled 
as  this  Bill  had  been.  It  had  been 
riddled  with  shot  from  stem  to  stern,  and 
had  not  received  any  commendation  from 
any  quarter  except  the  MinisterialBench. 
Hostile  criticism  had  not  been  confined 
to  the  opponents  of  the  Government.  Of 
the  able  and  exhaustive  apeechea  made 
against  the  Bill,  two  of  the  most 
damaging  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell).  Though  both  Gentlemen  pro- 
mised to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  both  were  unsparing  in  their 
criticism  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and 
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tfaers  WBB  aoarcelf  a  olause  of  the  Bill  of 
which  tliey  were  able  unreaerredly  to 
approve.  The  moat  damaging  speech 
against  the  Bill  was  that  of  the  right 
hoo,  Qentlemaa  the  Member  for  West 
Birminghani,  more  eBpecially  when  the 
House  considered  his  dose  relations  with 
the  OoTemment,  and  the  fact  that  he 
had  been  generall;  credited  with  the 
authorship  of  one  portion  of  the  Bill. 
Under  these  circumstances,  they  might 
certainly  have  expected  that  when  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
forlrelandroseto  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
Qorernment,  he  would  be  prepared  to 
announce  some  concessions  to  the  almost 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  against 
the  Bill.  But  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
there  was  no  promise  of  amendment  on 
the  part  of  the  GoTemment,  and  no  con- 
cession of  any  Hnd.  He  asked  the 
Liberal  Unionists  what  would  have 
been  the  effect  upon  the  Oovemment 
if  they  had  promised  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  instead  of  against  it  ? 
Would  it  not  have  had  the  effect  of 
bringing  the  Qovemment  to  its  bear- 
ings npon  this  subject  ?  The  answer 
to  the  course  they  had  taken  was  that 
no  concession  had  been  made,  and  this 
fact  justified  his  right  hon.  ^end  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Campbell -Bannerman)  in  the  Amend- 
ment he  now  placed  before  the  House. 
Therighthon.  Member  for  WestBirming- 
ham  made  a  severe  and,  as  he  thought, 
a  rather  unfair  attack  upon  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  He  told  him  that  his 
object  was  to  defeat  and  destroy  the  Bill, 
and  throw  matters  in  Ireland  into  greater 
confusion,  and  deprive  the  Irish  tenants 
of  any  remedy  for  a  year,  or  two  years, 
or  a  longer  period  to  come.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  that  deacriptioa  of  the 
Tight  hon.  Qentleman'a  object  was 
wholly  incorrect;  there  was  nothing 
that  hon.  Members  on  his  aide  of  the 
House  would  not  do  to  alleviate  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  tenantry ;  and  if 
the  Gorerument  would  but  consent  to 
amend  the  measure  they  would  receive 
ooidial  assistance  in  making  it  a  real 
remedy  for  the  existing  state  of  things. 
Having  had  some  experience  of  measures 
of  this  kind,  it  was  his  conviction  that, 
with  the  exception  of  the  clauees  relating 
to  leaseholders,  the  other  main  portions 
of  the  Bill  were  nugatory  and  inemoacious 
for  their  purpoae.  They  would  do  more 
harm  than  good.    They  were  not  worth 


the  paper  they  were  written  upon.  They 
furnished  no  real  remedy  for  the  evil 
which  existed.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
although  giving  the  Government  Bill  a 
general  support,  confirmed  in  effect  the 
criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Stirliag  Burghs 
(Ur.  Campbell-Bannerman).  They  all 
admitted  the  value  of  the  clause  relating 
to  leaseholders  so  far  as  it  went.  But 
it  was  hampered  by  restrictions  which 
might  easily  be  removed.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  re- 
ferring to  the  clause  relating  to  eject- 
ments, had  pointed  out  that  although 
the  Bill  provided  a  remedy  in  one  direc- 
tion against  unjust  eviction  it  left  the 
door  open  for  the  landlord  in  another 
direction.  From  the  intimations  they 
had  received  from  Ireland,  it  appeared 
that  a  bad  class  of  landlords  would  take 
advantage  of  the  alternative  process 
which  the  Bill  permitted  and  would  treat 
their  tenants  in  the  future  as  they  had 
in  the  past.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  practically  admitted  the  force  of 
the  argument.  His  only  answer  to  it 
was  that  landlords  in  the  past  had  not 
often  availed  themselves  of  these  pro- 
cesses, on  account  of  the  responsibility 
theyiuTolved.  Therighthon. and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  asked  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  aide  of  the  House  to 
find  a  remedy.  It  was  not  for  the  Oppo- 
sition to  provide  remedies  for  the  defects 
they  pointed  out,  and  which  were  ad- 
mitted by  the  Government.  But  the 
alternative  proposal  set  forth  in  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  to  a  large 
extent  provided  a  remedy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  also  admitted  that  the 
Bankruptcy  Clauses  would  not  meet  the 
case  of  the  solvent  tenant,  and  that  the 
fall  in  agricultural  prices  had  rendered 
the  rents  judicially  fixed  unfair  and  un- 
reasonable. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that  where  landlords  have  been 
unable  or  unwilling  to  make  remissions 
the  tenants  should  have  the  power  to 
apply  to  the  Land  Court  for  temporary 
remission.  That  suggestion  was  rather 
vague  and  hazy.  He  should  prefer  the 
adoption  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Cowper  Commission  upon  this  point, 
believing  that  to  allow  too  frequent  ap- 
plication to  the  Court  for  temporary 
remissions  would  be  unwise.  The  right 
IBtemd  IfigM.'] 
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hos.  Member  for  Woat  Birmiagliam  had 
argued  tliat  much  of  the  esieting  dif- 
ficulty was  caused  b;  the  embarrase- 
ments  of  landlords,  who  had  heavy 
chafes  aud  mortgagee  upon  their  pro- 
perty, and  who  were  in  conaeqnenoe 
unable  to  grant  remissione.  This,  no 
doubt,  was  the  explanation  of  the  un- 
willingness of  some  landlords  to  make 
reduotione ;  but  it  vas  no  real  answer 
to  the  complaints  of  the  tenants.  Xhe 
tenants  were  either  entitled  to  remis- 
aions  ia  CQnsequencu  of  their  peculiar 
position  as  ca -proprietors,  or  tbey  were 
not.  If  they  were,  the  embarrasaed 
position  of  landlords  oould  not  affect 
their  right.  As  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Glauses,  the  Gorernment  oould  not 
do  batter  than  take  the  advice  of 
the  right  hen.  Gentleman  and  abandon 
them.  He  could  not  refrain  from  eajing 
that  never  before  had  such  foolish — 
aye,  idiotic  proposals  been  laid  before 
Parliament.  They  would  not  benefit  a 
single  tenant  in  ibeland,  and  be  of  nee 
only  to  landlords.  Any  tenant  who 
took  advantage  of  them  would  emerge 
from  the  Bankruptcy  Court  a  beggar. 
Under  the  oiroumstances,  therefore,  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  to  drop  this  part  of 
the  Bill  was  good.  The  Bill,  as  amended 
according  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
would  be  a  totally  different  measure.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  difficult  to  recognize  it, 
for  almost  every  clause  would  have  under- 
gone a  change  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling  Bui^s. 
He  desired  to  know  whether  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  proposed  to  follow  np 
hie  advice  by  action  ?  They  had  also  a 
right  to  know  from  the  Liberal  UnionistB 
whether  the  Amendments  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  represented  their 
viewe  as  well  ae  his.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Member  prepared  to  stand  by  hie  pro- 
posals ?  Was  he  prepared  to  ineiBt  upon 
them ;  or  was  he  going  to  do  what  he 
had  done  on  previous  occasions — namely, 
apeak  in  one  sense  and  vote  in  another, 
for  fear  of  defeating  the  Qovernment  ? 
If  the  Government  elected  to  stand  or 
fall  by  their  Bills,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  not  be  able  to  insist  upon  any  of 
his  Amendments  without  the  risk  of 
turning  out  the  Government,  and  this 
he  was  not  prepared  to  do.  It  was  to 
be  regretted  that  the  right  hon.  QenUe- 
Hr.  SAow  Lffivn 


did  not  produce  these  proposals  last 
autumn  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  pressing  upon  the  Garnmment 
of  the  day  the  necessity  of  finding  some 
remedy  for  the  state  of  affairs  which  was 
likely  to  arise  in  Ireland  during  the 
winter.  It  was  a  pity  hie  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not,  in  concert  with  the 
Liberal  Party,  seek  to  devise  a  remedy 
in  the  direction  he  now  proposed.  If 
he  had  done  so  there  need  have  been  no 
evictions,  no  Flan  of  Campaign,  and  he 
ventured  to  think  there  would  have  been 
no  Coercion  Bill  this  year.  It  was  also 
remarkable  that  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  should  not  have  made  a  better 
bargain  with  the  Qovernment  in  return 
for  his  supporting  against  his  natural 
instincts  their  Coercion  Bill.  But  there 
was  afundamental  error  running  through 
the  whole  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  If  he  had  given  free  ecope 
to  what  he  could  not  but  think  was  the 
instinct  of  his  own  mind  —  namely, 
against  coercion,  he  would  have  placed 
the  Government  in  a  position  in  which 
they  would  have  been  compelled  to  give 
him  better  terms  in  order  to  muzzle 
him.  There  was  another  error  running 
through  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman— namely,  that  he  hoped  to 
settle  the  Irish  Land  Question  without 
consultation  with  the  Irish  Members. 
He  thought  that  was  an  unatatesmanlike 
and  an  unwise  method  of  approaching 
this  question  ;  but  it  was  a  similar  atti- 
tude to  that  taken  up  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  regard 
to  Home  ftule.  The  attempt  to  le^late 
on  either  the  Land  Question  or  on 
that  of  local  government  without  con- 
cert with  the  Irish  Members  would 
only  lead  to  further  difficulties.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  twitted  the  Irish 
Members  with  the  action  they  took  on 
the  Bill  of  IB81,  and  be  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lef  evre)  considered  at  that  time  that  the 
Irish  Members  wereunneceasarilyhostile 
in  their  criticism ;  but  now,  looking  back 
at  this  period,  with  the  knowledge  that 
he  had  subsequently  acquired,  he  had 
long  felt  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  on 
the  part  of  the  Qovernment  of  that  day, 
and  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  not  to 
have  come  to  terms  at  that  time  with 
the  Irish  Members.  Their  failure  to  do 
so  was  the  main  defect  of  the  Irish  Bill 
of  ItlSl,  and  he  was  free  to  confess  that 
if  the  oiitioieau  of  the  Irish  Members 
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had  been  more  reapected,  ntan;  of  the 
mistakes  of  tte  Bill  would  have  been 
avoided.  Moat  of  the  hostile  criticism 
of  the  Irish  Members  bad  turned  out  to 
be  correct,  with  the  result  that  further 
legislation  was  now  required.  If  the 
Qoverainent  of  the  day  attempted  to 
settle  this  queation  without  concert  or 
consultation  with  the  Irish  Memberx, 
they  would  fall  into  the  same  difficulty. 
It  had  been  said  that  this  measure  was 
only  a  stopgap  in  view  of  a  coming 
Boheme  of  land  purchase.  But  bearing 
in  mind  the  storm  of  opposition  raised 
to  the  last  land  purchase  scheme  of  the 
light  ho n.  Qentfeman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
be  did  not  think  that  the  prospects  of 
any  sweeping  scheme  for  converting 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  into  owners 
were  very  bright.  Ke  was  himself 
opposed  to  any  universal  measure  of 
this  kind.  This  Bill  could  not  really 
be  regarded  as  a  stopgap.  It  was  a 
Bill  which  provided  the  tenants  with 
the  only  remedy  they  would  have  for  the 
next  three  or  four  years  at  least.  But 
the  great  objection  that  was  entertained 
to  this  Bill  was  that  it  did  nothing  what- 
ever for  the  struggling  and  industrious 
solvent  tenant,  who  was  called  upon  to 
pay  too  high  a  rent.  No  explanation 
of  this  bad  been  given  in  this  House, 
but  the  proceedings  in  the  other  House 
threw  some  light  on  the  subject.  Lord 
Salisbury  never  opened  his  mouth  on 
this  subject  without  showing  how 
greatly  he  misconceived  the  meaning  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881.  Lord  Salisbury 
defended  the  Qovemment  for  not  deal- 
ing with  the  case  of  the  solvent  tenants 
on  the  ground  that  these  tenants  were 
hound  by  contract  to  their  landlord,  and 
he  went  on  to  denounce  the  Land  Act  as 
establishing  dual  ownership  in  land. 
But  since  the  Land  Act  of  1881  estab- 
lished dual  ownership,  it  abrogated 
the  old  relation  of  contract  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  system  of 
judicial  rents  was  not  a  necessary  inci- 
dent of  dual  ownership,  because  dual 
ownership  was  created  in  cases  in  which 
tenants  did  not  apply  to  the  Land 
Court.  It  was  B.  misnomer  now  to  speak 
of  the  two  parties  as  landlord  and  ten- 
ant ;  they  were  not  such  in  the  English 
sense  of  the  term,  but  thev  were  co- 


1B81  the  Land  Oommiasioners  had  fixed 
180,000  judicial  rents,  making  an 
average  reduction  of  18  per  cent.  It 
wag  claimed  that  many  of  the  rents  so 
fixed  hod  ceased  to  be  just  owing  to  the 
fall  in  prices,  and  in  the  Report  of  the 
Cowper  Oommission  there  was  over- 
whelming proof  that  the  average  values 
of  produce  had  fallen  in  the  last  three 
years  no  less  than  1 B  per  cent ;  and,  in 
addition,  that  t  here  had  o  sen  a  great  dete- 
rioration in  the  value  of  the  land  of  Ire- 
land since  1879,  owing  to  a  successioa 
oF  wet  seasons.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  later  reductions 
were  not  more  than  from  10  to  14  per 
cent.  The  average  reduction  of  the  last 
three  years,  as  compared  with  previous 
years,  was  no  lees  than  30  per  cent ; 
and  this  was  shown  by  comparing  the 
rents  in  both  cases  with  Griffith's  valua- 
tion. In  view  of  that  depreciation,  was 
it  fair  that  the  whole  loss  should  fall  on 
one  of  the  co-owners — that  the  tenant 
should  bear  the  whole  of  this  great  de- 
preciation in  values  ?  As  the  condition 
had  completely  changed  ainoe  1681  it 
was  not  only  fair  and  right,  but  it  was 
in  accordance  with  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1881  that  judicial  rents  should 
be  revised.  The  case  might  be  illus- 
trated in  this  way — Suppose  two  tenants 
— A  and  B— of  adjoining  farms  of  the 
same  siie  and  value,  A  holding  under  a 
rack-renting  landlord,  and  B  holding  at 
a  fair  rent  20  per  cent  less  than  A  ;  and 
suppose  that  three  years  ago  A  went  to 
the  Land  Court  and  had  hie  rent  reduced 
to  B's  level ;  it  was  not  thus  necessary 
for  B  to  go  into  the  Land  Court,  for  hia 
rent  was  a  moderate  one  ;  but  now,  when 
prices  are  gone  down  and  when  the  Laud 
Court  is  making  much  larger  reduc- 
tions, B  goes  into  Court  and  obtains  a 
reduction  of  bia  rent  30  per  cent  lower 
than  A's  judicial  rent.  How  is  it  pos- 
sible to  defend  the  difference  which 
now  again  exists  between  the  rent 
of  A  and  B.  Leaseholders  would  get 
reductions  of  30  per  cent  more  than 
those  who  had  their  rente  fixed  more 
than  three  years  ago;  and  such  in- 
equalities must  give  rise  to  the  gravest 
disaatiafaction.  Unless  such  cases  were 
dealt  with  by  a  general  rule  there  could 
not  be  contentment,  and  the  measure 
rsfore,  implored  the 
)nsider  tlus  part  of 
re  was  no  remedy 
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uoder  tlie  Bill  for  the  inequality  until  a 
manwoaontheTergeofbaukruptoy,  and 
tlie  equity  clauaes  would  not  give  satisfac- 
tion or  work  justly.  Arrears  were  to  be 
spread  over  future  years,  and  this  would 
xevive  the  worst  practice  of  tbe  worst 
landlords  in  Ireland— namely,  that  of 
allowing  arrears  of  rent  to  accumulate 
ronnd  the  neoks  of  tenants  until  they 
were  reduced  to  the  position  of  slaves. 
Instead  of  reducing  rents,  landlords 
would  point  to  these  clauses  of  the  Bill 
as  indicating  tbe  course  they  ought  to 
pursue;  tenants  would  be  enoumbered 
with  arrears  until  there  was  no  recourse 
but  bankruptcy ;  and  then  it  would 
he  said  the  Bill  provided  a  remedy. 
He  hoped  that  some  Member  of  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  get  up  and 
say  that  they  were  willing  to  make  a 
concession  in  the  direction  pointed  out 
in  the  Amendment.  If  the  Oovernment 
were  jirepared  to  do  so,  he  did  not  think 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  proceed 
further  vrith  his  Amendment,  and  all 
Parties  would  endeavour  to  make  the 
best  of  the  Bill.  He  reminded  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  had  fallen  far  short 
of  the  reoommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion. The  recommendations  urged  upon 
the  Government  were  made  by  a  Com- 
mission of  their  owa  selection,  and  no 
Member  of  which  represented  the  Na- 
tional Party  of  Ireland.  The  Members 
were  warm  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  would  scRi-cely  have  reported 
as  they  had  done  unless  they  had  rea- 
sons to  suppose  chat  their  recommenda- 
tions would  be  acceptable  to  the  Govern- 
ment. He  ventured  the  suggestion  that 
these  recommendations  were  in  aocord- 
anco  with  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the 
right  hon.  Baroneb  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  who,  while  expressing  hie  objeo- 
tioGS  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  last  year,  showed  some  sympathy 
with  its  object,  and  during  the  winter 
used  his  best  efforts  to  induce  landlords 
to  reduce  their  rents,  and  had  indicated 
that  the  Government  were  prepared 
with  large  proposals.  He  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  regretted  the  causes  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  resignation,  and 
could  not  forbear  expressing  his  opinion 
that  perhaps  there  might  have  been  an- 
other cause  for  his  resignation  than  hie 
unfortunate  illness.  At  all  events,  it 
was  quite  certain  that  since  his  resigna- 
tion a  change  had  come  over  the  policy 
Ur,  Shaa  Lifmrt 


of  the  Goveroment.  They  had  never 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  any  single 
recommendation  to  the  landlords  to  be 
lenient,  and  until  last  night  there  never 
escaped  from  his  lips  a  single  word  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  suffering  Irish  tenants. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IKE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouu)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  Tou  are  entirely  in  error. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFETItE  said,  he  was 
very  happy  to  hear  that  correction,  but 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  ex* 
hibited  the  same  standard  of  good  feel- 
ing towards  the  Irish  tenants  as  his 
Predecessor  had  done.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  had  thrown  himself  with  great 
zest  into  the  poli<^  of  coercion.  Tha 
House  had  now  before  them  the  whole 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
Ireland— on  the  one  hand  a  Ooeroton 
Bill,  the  most  severe  and  the  most 
stringent  ever  passed  in  this  country. 
[OiM  of  "No,  no!"l  Well,  he  had 
studied  every  one  of  the  Coercion  Aots 
sinoe  the  Union,  aad  be  said,  with- 
out hesitation,  that  this  Bill  was  the 
most  stringent  of  any  that  had  ever 
been  passed  in  this  respect.  It  was 
aimed  chiefly  at  combination  among  ten- 
ants, and  he  did  not  believe  any  pre- 
vious Acts  had  gone  that  length.  The 
hon.  and  learaed  Attorney  General  had 
said  that  this  Bill  was  directed  only 
against  orime,  but  in  the  end  of  the 
debate  on  Friday  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  GoBchen)  had  let  the  oat  out 
of  the  bag,  and  had  told  the  House  that 
the  Bill  was  directed  against  combina- 
tions. They  had  now  a  supplement  of 
that  policy  in  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
which,  he  ventured  to  say,  was  insuffi- 
cient for  its  purpose,  unworthy  in  its 
workings,  and  would  not  give  satisfac- 
tion to  tbe  tenants  of  Ireland.  Looking 
at  the  policy  as  a  whole,  he  said  it  was 
an  unwise  policy.  It  would  aggravate 
the  evils  it  was  intended  to  cure,  and  it 
would  widen  the  gulf  between  landlords 
and  tenants,  whidi  it  should  have  beon 
the  wise  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  bridge  over  and  eETace. 

The  under  8ECEETAET  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobst) 
(Chatham)  said,  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre)  would  allow  a  humble 
Member  of  the  Government  to  thank  him 
for  the  assistance  he  had  promised  to 
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gire  them,  sad  to  eipresa  a  hope  that  it 
would  be  of  a  more  eETective  character 
than  he  had  (firen  b;  his  apeeoh  on  the 
■eoond  reading.  He  (Sir  John  Oorst) 
did  not  complaia  eo  much  of  the  cri> 
tiotsma  of  the  right  hoD.  Qentleman, 
bscanse  he  had  scoroely  said  an^fthiog 
which  had  not  been  urged  already  ;  but 
he  did  complain  of  the  Joy  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  expressed 
because,  as  he  said,  the  Bill  had  received 
auob  a  mauling  and  had  been  riddled  bj 
shot  from  stem  to  stem.  The  Govern- 
ment had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  way 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  re- 
viewed the  remaris  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  apparently  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that,  while  he  agreed  ia  all 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  had  said,  be  disagreed  with 
him  in  this — that  he  had  made  up  his 
mind  not  to  vote  for  the  Amendment,  and 
so  wreck  the  Bill  upon  the  second 
reading.  The  Qovernment  had  also  a 
right  to  complaia  that  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman,  after  dragging  in  the  Grimes 
Bill  and  endeavouring  to  persuade  the 
House  that  that  Bill  and  the  Bill  before 
the  House  disclosed  the  whole  policy  of 
the  Oovernmatit,  had  omitted  all  re- 
ference to  the  Purchase  Bill  which  had 
been  repeatedly  stated  by  the  Qovern- 
ment to  be  the  supplement  of  their  other 
measures.  He  (Sir  John  Qorst)  thought 
the  Government  had  some  right  to  the 
candid  and  generous  support  not  only  of 
tlie  right  hon.  GentlemaD,  but  of  his  late 
Colle^ues,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  former  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  John  Morley),  because  the  Qovern- 
ment were  engaged  in  endeavouring  to 
alleviate  soma  of  the  evil  consequences 
of  the  land  legislation  of  1870  and  1881. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  pointed  out 
the  evils  and  anomalies  inseparable  from 
the  fixing  of  judicial  rents  for  a  term  of 
years  which  had  directly  arisen  from 
that  legislation,  and  he  (Sir  John  Qorst) 
thought  an  attempt  to  meet  some  of  Che 
evil  conaequences  which  we  should  have 
to  deal  with  for  some  years  to  oome, 
many  of  which  had  not  been  foreseen, 


and  ex-ofRoials  had  to  make  from  time  to 
time  in  that  House,  and  to  consider  for 
a  short  lime  two  remarkable  speeches 
which  those  who  were  present  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  evening  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  bearing  from  two  Gentlemen 
each  of  whom  professed  to  represent  the 
farmers  of  Ireland — the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillou)  and  the  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell). 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  was  one  of  those  speeches  cal- 
culated to  make  every  Englishman  who 
was  sincerely  desirous  of  redressing  the 
grievances  of  the  Irish  tenants  despair. 
He(SirJohaGor8t)  could  not  understand, 
aftet  such  a  speech,  how  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  could 
seriouslyurgethatHorMajesty'sGovem- 
ment  ought  totake  the  Bepresentatives  of 
Ireland,  who  sat  below  the  Gangway, 
into  their  confidence,  and  endeavour  to 
pass  any  measure  which  would  satisfy 
them.  He  might  be  very  simple;  but  ' 
he  always  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  East  Mayo  represented  the  Irish 
tenants,  with  a  sincere  desire  to  benefit 
their  condition,  and  not,  like  some  of 
bis  Colleagues,  with  a  desire  to  make 
capital  out  of  the  difficulties  of  their 
coudition  and  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  \^FamelUte  erieg  of 
"Withdraw  !  "]  He  did  not  withdraw 
his  statement,  although,  perhaps,  his 
idea  mi^bt  be  due  to  perversity  of  mind, 
or  to  his  being  too  prone  to  suspicion. 
The  hon.  Member,  though  he  stated  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  that  this  Bill 
contained  most  of  the  propositions  which 
\n  1881  had  been  unsuccessfully  pro- 
posed by  those  who  were  now  his  Col- 
leagues, denounced  the  Bill  root  and 
branch,  and  stated  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  take  the  responsibility  of  voting 
with  the  right  boo.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stirling  Burghs,  and  desb^oy 
the  measure  on  the  second  reading. 
There  was  one  clause  which  the  hon. 
Member  ventured  to  except  from  the 
universal  condemnation,  and  that  was 
the  1st  clause,  extending  the  benefit  of 
the  Land  Act  to  leaseholders.  He  (Sir 
John  Qorst)  could  not  understand  now 
d  reconcile  to  him- 
.he  benefits  of  that 
le  leaseholders  of 
te  which  he  was 
would  deprive  the 
aefit  of  that  clause 
).  The  bon.  Mem- 
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bei  also  forgot  to  add  Clauae  2,  because  '  the  Bankruptcy  Glaiiaea,   bo   gave  the 


it  was  another  of  the  propositions  which 
the  hon.  Uomber  and  his  Colleagues 
had  urged  on  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1881,  and  which,  at  least,  deserved  as 
great  an  amount  of  approbation  from 
those  who  represented  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  as  Clause  1.  But  it  was  quite 
evident,  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that,  whatever  might  have 
been  the  motives  which  animated  that 
epeech,  he  was  determined  to  see  no 
good  in  any  of  the  suggestions  which 
emanated  from  the  Government.  In- 
Btead  of  advocating  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  endeavouring  to  im- 
prove it  in  Committee,  by  adding  those 
5 arts  which  were  lacking,  it  waa  evi- 
ent  that  the  hon.  Member  was  deter- 
mined to  oppose  the  Bill  and  denounce 
it  in  every  clause.  He  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  waa  particularly  struck  with  the 
hon.  Member's  observations  regarding 
Clause  4,  which  substituted  a  written 
notice  for  the  execution  of  an  ejectment. 
That  clause  certainly  did  away  with  a 
considerable  amount  of  suffering,  and 
he  should  have  thought  that  a  proposal 
of  that  kind  did  not  deserve  the  epithet 
of  "infamous"  applied  to  it  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
£ast  Mayo  dealt  with  Clause  6.  As  far 
as  he  could  make  out  from  attention  to 
the  debates,  and  from  a  perusal  of  the 
Bill,  there  waa  no  difference  in  principle 
between  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  and  the  Government  on  the 
question  of  town  parks.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion of  definition  and  of  detail  which 
ought  not  to  be  imported  into  a  debate 
on  the  second  reading.  As  to  Clause  '22 
giving  the  County  Court  power  to  stay 
evictions,  be  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  might  at  least  have  ap- 
mitted  that,  as  far  as  the  clause  went, 
it  was  beneficial  and  was  conceived  in 
the  interests  of  the  tenant ;  certainly  it 
did  not  deserve  the  general  denuncia- 
tion with  which  he  treated  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  also  stated  that  the  relief 
which  was  given  to  the  glebe  tenants  was 
inadequate ;  but  he  thought  the  criti- 
oism  of  that  clause  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  was,  at  least,  more 
sensible,  and  he  should  hope  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  represented  more  truly 
the  feeling  of  the  Irish  tenante.  H!e 
could  not  help  noticing  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Maya  spoke  of 
Str  Jihn  Qortt 


House  to  understand  that  they  were 
framed  in  the  interests  of  the  landlords- 
rather  singular,  however,  that 
the  same  clauses  should  have  been  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  an  a  different  ground.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  thought  that 
they  would  prove  too  strong  a  temptation 
for  the  insolvent  tenant ;  that  they  were 
BO  advantageous  to  him  and  so  dis- 
advantageous to  the  commnnily  at  large, 
that  it  was  a  pity  to  hold  out  such  a 
temptation  to  him.  But  turning  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bast 
Mayo  to  tbe  speech  of  the  other  Eepre- 
seutative  of  the  Irish  tenants,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  indulged  in 
any  unreasonable  eulogy  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bill.  There  was  this  difference  in 
the  two  speeches  to  be  noted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  made  tbe 
speech  of  a  man  who  was  desirous  of 
helping  the  Government  to  frame  a  very 
satisfactory  measure.  The  hon.  Member 
had  made  a  large  number  of  able  and 
most  important  criticisms  on  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  He  (Sir  John  Gorat), 
however,  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  to  have  any 
rooted  objection  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  or  any  objection  to  it  which  would 
justify  him  in  destroying  the  measure  on 
the  second  reading ;  and,  therefore,  the 
answer  which  could  be  given  to  the 
whole  of  his  observations  was  that, 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  the 
various  points  which  he  had  brought 
forward  could  be  fairly  considered,  and 
Amendments  carrying  out  his  views  could 
be  framed  either  by  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  or  by  others,  and  tbo  House 
would  then  be  able  to  decide  whether 
any  of  those  Amendments  were  so  capable 
of  being  carried  into  effect  as  to  deserve 
insertion  in  the  Bill,  [^Laughttr.']  He 
did  not  understand  the  derision  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  was 
a  Member  of  the  Government  which 
began,  in  18SI,  a  revolution  in  the  land 
system  of  Ireland  of  which  they  had  not 
yet  seen  the  end.  That  measure,  he 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  thought,  was  passed  by 
the  Government  of  the  day,  not  only 
without  making  provision  for  the  conse- 
quences of  the  revolution  which  they 
initiated,  but  even  without  foreseeing  a 
great  many  of  those  consequences.  They 
had  ghiuiged  that  single  ownership  of. 
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land,  whiot  had  been  the  syBtem  of 
Great  firitaiii  and  Ireland  for  many 
years,  into  a  Bystem  of  dual  ovnerehip ; 
and  they  never  seemed  to  have  con- 
sidered or  provided  for  all  the  difficulties 
and  complication B  which  had  arisen,  and 
vhich  would  arise  in  future  years,  from 
that  change.  An  attempt  was  to  he  made 
by  the  Qovemment  next  year  to  undo  the 
effect  of  the  legislation  of  1B81  in  that 
direclion,  hy  restoring  the  single  owner- 
ship of  land.  [Zaughler.']  The  hon. 
Member  laughed,  and  he  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  dared  say  that  such  an  attempt 
might  not  succeed ;  but,  whether  it  suc- 
ceeded or  not,  the  dual  ownership  of 
land  would  continue  in  Ireland  for  very 
many  years  to  come ;  for  it  would 
not  be  until  a  great  many  yearly  instal- 
ments of  money  had  been  paid,  if  they 
ever  were  paid,  that  the  dual  ownership 
of  land  would  end.  What  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was,  that  the  existence  of  that 
dual  ownership  of  land  entailed  a  con- 
siderable number  of  difficulties  and  com- 
plications which  were  not  provided  for, 
but  which  would  have  to  be  provided 
for  by  legislation  from  year  to  year. 
There  was  nothing  impossible  in  dual 
ownership  of  land.  Single  ownership 
was  what  they  were  accustomed  to  in 
this  country ;  hut  dual  ownership  pre- 
vailed in  many  other  communities  and 
States  and  was  found  more  advantageous 
than  single   ownership.     Over  a  great 

Sart  of  India  the  ownership  of  land  was 
ual ;  and  the  cultivators  of  the  soil 
were  very  much  in  the  same  position  as 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  were  in  now. 
They  had  rents  fixed  for  considerable 
'  periods,  and  the  landlord  was  the  State 
itself.  But  in  that  case,  an  immense 
amount  of  legislation  and  an  infinite 
number  of  provisions  had  to  be  made  in 
order  to  enable  that  system  to  work 
equitably.  The  State  fixed  the  rents, 
and  not  only  so,  but  from  time  to  time, 
when  the  tenants  were  unable  to  pay  it, 
had  to  make  considerable  remissions 
from  those  rents  to  enable  them  to  keep 
themselves  on  the  land ;  and  it  was  pro- 
bable that  the  House,  if  the  dual  owner- 
ship of  land  in  Ireland  continued  to  pre- 
vail, would  have  to  engage  in  a  great 
deal  of  agrarian  legislation  which  it  had 
not  yet  dreamt  of,  and  would  have  to 
consider  many  matters  which  had 
hitherto  been  strange  to  it.  Although 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  what  were  called  the  Bauk- 
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niptcy  Glauses  of  that  Bill  had  been  re- 
ceived by  thoughtless  persons  with  a 
considerable  amount  of  derision,  there 
was  in  existence  in  India  and  at  work 
for  many  yoATS  post  in  the  Deooan,  a 
system  which  bore  a  most  singular  re- 
semblance to  the  clauses  of  that  Bill. 
The  condition  of  the  ryots  in  the  Deocaa 
was  very  similar  to  that  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ants at  the  present  moment.  They  were 
unable  to  pay  their  rents,  and  had  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  the  money  lenders,  and 
many  of  them  were  on  the  verge  of  bank- 
ruptcy. An  Act  was  passed  temporarily, 
which  had  been  renewed  from  time  to 
time,  which  gave  the  Courts  much 
greater  power  than  was  given  to  the 
Courts  by  this  Bill.  It  gave  the  Gourts, 
among  other  things,  power  to  call  upon 
all  the  creditors  of  the  tenants  for  ac- 
counts ;  it  gave  power  to  suspend  all 
process  so  as  to  give  the  tenant  time  to 
pay  his  debts ;  it  gave  power  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  tenant's  indebtedness 
by  enforcing  a  compo^tion  on  all  the 
creditors ;  and,  finally  it  gave  that  very 
power  which  hod  been  made  an  object 
of  derision  that  evening — namely,  to  put 
in  a  trustee  to  carry  on  the  farm  for  a 
time  for  the  benefit  of  all  concerned. 
And  that  Act  had  now  been  at  work  for 
many  years  and  it  had  saved  thousands 
of  tenants  from  the  evictions  to  which 
they  would  otherwise  have  been  sub- 
jectod.  The  Government  had  been 
taunted  with  not  having  stated,  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  what  modi- 
fications they  were  prepared  to  assent 
to ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
had  challenged  them  to  say  whether  it 
was  the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced 
that  was  to  be  read  a  second  time,  or 
the  Bill  which  had  been  shadowed  out 
by  the  right  boo.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. There  could  be  but  one  an- 
swer to  that  question.  The  House  could 
only  read  a  second  time  the  Bill  which 
the  Oovernment  had  introduced.  The 
forms  of  the  House  would  not  allow  of 
any  other  course  being  taken ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  quite  unrensonable  to  ask 
the  Government,  even  before  any  definite 
Amendments  had  been  put  upon  the 
Paper,  to  say  whether  they  were  ready 
to  adopt  them  or  not.  All  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  do  was  that  they  wonld 
be  prepared  to  consider  favourably  any 
Amendments  which  were  suggested  to 
them  by  Memheia  of  the  House  who 
were  sincere  in  their  support  of  the  Bill. 
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They  must,  hofferer,  be  euapicious  re- 
garding AmendmeatB  suggested  bj  those 
who  had  praviousl;  announced  their  la- 
tent ion  to  destroy  the  Biil  if  theypoasibl; 
oould.  The  principles  of  the  Bill  had 
been  rety  dearly  enunciated  by  the  Qo- 
vemment.  It  was  a  temporary  measure, 
vhioh  was  intended  to  afford  relief  to 
the  clasB  of  leaseholders  who  suffered 
hardships  under  the  Aot  of  1681.  It  was 
also  intended  to  oheotc  harsh  and  cruel 
evictions,  and  it  was  intended  to  provide 
for  the  interval  before  the  introduction 
of  a  measure  which,  it  was  hoped,  would 
soIto  those  difficulties  which  a  judicial 
rent  had  failed  tq  meet.  He  put  it  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  had  passed  the 
Aot  of  1881,  whether  it  was  generous  to 
meet  such  a  Bill  in  a  Party  spirit  liki 
that  which  had  been  displayed  by  thi 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  and  the  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
He  was  convinced  that  it  would  be  more 
in  a^cordanoe  with  a  calm  and  philoso- 
phical spirit,  if  they  passed  this  measure 
and  reheved  the  Irish  tenants  &om 
suffering. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I 
confess  I  was  genuinely  alarmed  during 
a  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  (Sir  John 
Qorst),  lest  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  should 
call  him  to  Order  for  travelling  into  a 
very  interesting  description  of  a  Biil 
which  ia  not  oefore  Vaa  House,  but 
which,  he  said,  would  probably  come 
before  us  next  year.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  relieved  us  from  that 
fear,  when  he  suddenly  reverted  to 
a  defence  of  the  Bill,  or,  at  least, 
the  Sanbruptoy  Clauses  of  the  Bill 
before  ns,  basing  his  JuetiScation  of 
them  on  his  Indian  experience,  and 
eepeoially  on  certain  legislation  which 
is  known  as  the  Deccan  land  legislation. 
He  told  us  that  the  particular  provi- 
sion he  wished  to  justify  bore  a  remark- 
able likeness  to  some  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Deooan  land  legislation.  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  little  let  the 
cat  out  of  the  bag  as  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  of  this  Bill,  which,  perhaps, 
under  his  advice  has  been  copied  from 
what  he  describes  as  the  Deccan  land  le- 
gislation. But,  Sir,  the  real  difficulty  in 
discussing  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
called  the  principles  of  this  Bill  is  the 
very  lema^able  manner  in  which  the 
measure  has  come  before  Parliament.  I 
do  not  think  that  upon  any  ocoaaion 
Sir  John  GorsC 


a  measure  has  been  proposed  to  Parlia- 
ment which  has  gone  through,  before 
its  first  discussion  in.  this  House,  the 
number  of  changes  to  which  this  Bill 
has  been  aubjected.  It  was  brought  in 
in  the  House  of  Lords  early  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  —  in  fulfilment  of  the 
promise  made  last  year  before  the 
appointment  of  the  Bo^al  Oommia- 
sion.  The  Bill  as  then  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords  we  had  an  oppor- 
tuni^  of  seeing,  and  the  country  also 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing,  and  I 
think  anyone  who  remembers  the  outcry 
at  that  time  will  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that  from  landlord  and  from  tenant 
the  original  Bill  met  with  almost  uni- 
versal opposition.  Well,  Sir,  what 
happened  then?  The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  was  committed  jiro  formd,  and,  after 
committal  the  Bill  emerged  under  the 
authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  tally  differing  from  the  first  edition.  We 
then  had  an  interesting  discussion  in  the 
other  House  on  the  Bill  as  altered,  and 
when  it  came  from  the  final  Commit- 
tee stage  in  the  House  of  Lords  it  was 
again  entirely  altered.  Many  of  its  pro- 
visions were  either  entirely  struck  out, 
or  changed,  Asit  passed  the  Committee, 
the  measure  was  not  like  the  first  Bill 
or  the  second  Bill,  but  was  in  many  re- 
spects an  entirely  new  measure.  Finally, 
on  Eeport,  the  Bill  was  materially 
changed  again,  and  it  has  come  down  to 
this  House  as  a  fourth  Bill,  not  in  the 
least  like  the  first,  very  little  like  the 
second,  in  many  respects  differing  from 
the  third ;  but  it  is  presented  to  us  as 
the  deliberate  view  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment take  of  the  solution  of  this 
great  problem,  with  regard  to  which 
they  had  not  in  the  least  made  up  their 
minds  in  March,  as  to  which  they  had 
adapted  several  material  changes  be> 
tween  the  month  of  March  and  the 
month  of  Jane,  and  which  the  House  ia 
now  told  it  ia  to  accept  as  expressing  the 
principles — to  use  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken— of  the 
Government  on  this  moat  important 
subject.  Sir,  it  must  have  occurred  to 
everybody  to  ask  those  who  offer  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  dealing  with  these  important 
interests,  and  which  has  been  so  fre- 
quently changed  during  the  last  two  or 
three  months — it  must  have  occurred  to 
everybody  to  ask  whether  it  is  safe  even 
now  to  accept  what  w?  l^av^  to  discuss 
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u  the  final  view  of  Her  Ifajesty'e  Qo- 
vernment.  It  oertamlv  is  not,  in  many 
respeote,beoaaM  yesterday  we  heard  trom. 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  of  two  more  Amend- 
ments which  it  IB  propoBed  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill,  greatly  altering  its  con- 
■tmotion.  Therefore,  as  I  said  before,  ate 
we  to  tahe  this  Bill  as  a  final  and  deter- 
mined proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  or  is  it  put  on  the  Table,  sub- 

J'ect  tovery  great  amendment,  still  open 
or  disouBsion  ?  And  what  is,  I  think, 
more  important,  may  we  expect  to  have 
soon  the  judgment  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
ment  on  the  main  questions  which  have 
already  been  discussed  for  two  days  in 
the  House,  and  which  I  think  raise 
almost  throughout  the  Bill  questions  of 
the  greatest  importance?  Now,  Sir, 
will  the  House  allow  me  to  refer  to  tbe 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  3. 
Chamberlain)  yesterday  7  That  speech, 
no  one  could  call  a  speech  hostile  ta 
the  Government.  It  was  a  very  care- 
fully delivered  speech,  and  following  it 
very  closely  and  studiously,  as  I  did  horn 
first  to  last,  I  could  not  help  observiDg 
the  anxiety  which  was  shown  an  the 
faces  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  to  the  extent  of  the  criti- 
oiBm  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  was 
ofiisring,  and  as  to  tbe  extent  to  which 
they  wonld  have  to  yield  or  not  to  yield 
to  that  criticism.  Sir,  I  may,  perhaps,  bo 
allowed  to  point  out  to  the  Houae  what 
were,notthesuggestions,toitheywerefar 
more  than  that,  but  what  were  the  criti- 
cisms which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
offered  on  the  BiU,  and  in  what  respects 
he  invited  Qia  House  to  alter  its  provi- 
done.  Sir,  there  were  no  less  than 
six  importuit  changes  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  said  be  should  require 
to  be  made  in  the  BiU  in  Com- 
mittee, and  without  which  alterations, 
he  spoke  of  the  Bill  as  an  altogether 
impwfeot  and  unsatisfactory  measure  ; 
Rnd  the  qnestion  which  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  Uie  Government  is  this— will 
they  state  to  the  House  on  Thursday, 
when  it  is  understood  that  this  debate  is 
to  come  to  a  close — will  they  state  to  the 
House,  before  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  is  taken,  in  what  way  they  have 
received  the  criticiams  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 


ham, and  whether  we  may  or  may  not 
expect  that  the  ohaages  which  he  has  so 
strongly  urged  on  Uie  House  will  be 
incorporated  in  the  Bill?  Now,  Sir, 
I  will  venture  lo  re-state  to  the 
House,  in  the  words  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  not  in  my  own  wotus,  what 
it  is  that  he  thihke  the  Bill  should  con- 
tain which  it  does  not  contain  now,  and 
what  should  be  omitted  trom  the  Bill 
which  it  does  now  contain.  I  will  pass 
by  the  amaller  criticisms  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  will  apply  myself  only 
to  the  large  points  as  to  which  he  en- 
deavoured last  night  strongly  to  impress 
his  opinion  upon  the  House  and  the 
Government.  I  will  take  the  points  in 
the  order  not  of  the  Bill,  but  of  the 
statemeut  of  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  and 
I  will  again  say  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Government  are  oound — I  do 
not  say  to-night,  but  betore  this  debate 
closes — to  state  clearly  to  the  House 
how  it  is  proposed  to  meet  the  criticisms 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend — to  state  whe- 
ther they  wiU,  or  will  not,  make  the 
changes  in  the  Bill  which  he  has  urged 
upon  them.  In  the  first  place,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  put  it  very  dearly  to  the 
House  that  the  relief  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  give  to  Irish  tenants  who  are 
not  in  a  position,  owing  to  the  fall  of 
prices,  or  for  other  reasons  beyond  their 
control,  to  continue  under  the  obligation  s 
which  they  have  been  under  as  to  rent, 
that  the  relief  which  is  proposed  to  be 
given  in  tbe  Bill  is  altogether  inade- 
quate, and  that  a  very  much  larger 
relief  should  be  given,  and  that,  too,  to 
olaaees  of  tenants  who  ore  altogether 
unprovided  for  in  the  structuTe  of  the 
Bill.  My  right  hon.  Friend  impressed 
on  the  House— and  no  one  reading  the 
Bill  can  fail  to  see  that  he  was  right — 
that  nobody  can  be  relieved  under  tbe 
provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands  unless 
be  first  has  failed  to  pay  his  rent ;  and, 
next,  unless  proceedings  have  been  taken 
against  him  to  bring  about  his  eviction 
from  his  holding.  What  my  right  hon. 
Friend  pointed  outwas  this — that  those 
who  have  so  failed  to  pay  their  rents  are 
only  a  fraction  of  those  who  are  unable 
to  pay  their  present  rents  out  of  their 
earnings,  and  that  as  much  regard,  or 
even  more  regard,  ought  to  be  had  to 
those  tenants  who  have  paid  their  rents, 
amd  who  have  done  so  perhaps  at  great 
saerifice,  who  may  have  been  obliged  to 
spend  their  little  capital  in  the  strict  ful- 
V  i  [Stmilfifht.'] 
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filment  of  their  pecuniary  obliffations, 
and  who,  therefore,  will  practically,  per- 
haps, be  unable  in  the  future  to  carry 
on  their  business — that  far  more  regiard 
is  due  to  them  than  to  those  who  have 
at  once  refused  to  pay  their  rents,  aod 
who  hara  been  brought  under  the  ope- 
ratioDS  of  actdoDS  through  the  Oourts, 
and  for  whom  the  22nd,  2ird,  24th,  and 
2dtfa.  clauses  provide.  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  insisted  upon  that,  saying — I 
quote  his  exact  words — that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, relief  should  be  given  by  way  of 
reduction  of  rent  to  solvent  tenants  wh 
are  paying  rents  which  are  not  now  fail 
and  who  are  unable  to  obtain  reasonable 
abatements.  These  are  more  deserving 
of  the  sympathy  of  the  House  than  any 
other  class  of  tenants.  They  should 
have  the  liberty  of  going,  too,  into 
Court,  and  of  having  their  position 
reviewed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  the  Attorney  Qeueral  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Gibson)  will,  I  feel  certain, 
confirm  what  I  say,  when  I  state  that  no 
relief  is  offered  to  solvent  tenants  under 
the  present  Bill — that  the  only  tenants 
to  whom  relief  is  offered  are  those  who 
are  not  solvent  and  who  have  been 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the 
Law  of  Ejectment.  We  have  heard 
to-night  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qsnttemau  die  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ire- 
land, and  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke  (Sir  John  Gorst),  a  good  deal 
about  the  proposals  which  have  been 
made  during  the  debate ;  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  this  most 
crucial  and  important  proposal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  not  been  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gibson),  or  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  who  last  spoke.  Therefore,  I  hold 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  order 
to  the  efficient  carrying  on  of  this  de- 
bate, that,  considering  the  important 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
care  with  which  this  part  of  it  was 
elaborated — for  he  repeated  these  points 
two  or  three  times  in  the  course  of  his 
address — I  say  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
re^Iy  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Fnend,  and  particularly  upon  this 
point,  before  the  debate  closes.  It 
has  been  absolutely  unnoticed,  and, 
considering  the  official  position  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  I  think 
hat  it  ought  to  have  been  noticed  by 
Ifr,  Childtrt 


him ;  but  he  made  no  reference  to  it 
whatever,  Well,  now  I  will  take  the 
second  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  the  second 
place,  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  relief 
should  be  g^ven  to  landlords  who  are 
suffering  from  the  burden  of  family 
ohargBH  created  under  the  former  land 
system.  Well,  to  that  also  not  a  single 
word  in  the  shape  of  reply  has  been 
^ven  by  either  of  the  Members  of  the 
Government  who  have  addressed  us.  It 
is  a  subjentwhich  isven'much  treated 
of  in  the  Beport  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion. It  is  referred  to  at  great  length  in 
the  evidence,  and  it  is  referred  to  ^so  in 
the  Heport  itself.  It  is  a  subject  on  which 
the  Government  cannot  pretend  that 
they  do  not  understand  the  arguments 
which  have  been  adduced  why  such  relief 
should  be  extended  to  the  landowner. 
But  the  Government  have  treated  this 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  with 
precisoly  the  same  silence  with  which 
tbey  treated  his  former  proposal.  Now 
I  go  to  his  third  point.  My  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  reference  to  the  1st  clause, 
said  that  perpetuity  tenants  should  have 
the  right  of  going  into  Court  for  relief. 
Well,  I  cannot  say  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  entirely  passed  by  that  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  distiuotly  negatived  it. 
He  gave  reasons  that  were  satisfactory, 
to  his  mind,  why  no  snoh  relief  should 
be  given.  He  did  not  argue  the  matter 
at  any  length,  but  merely  passed  it  by 
lightly,  refraining,  however,  from  sub- 
mitting to  the  House  any  proposal  on 
the  subject.  My  right  hon.  Friend  then 
took  a  fourth  objection  to  a  very  im- 
portant clause  in  the  Bill.  He  objected 
strongly  to  the  Proviso  under  which  ten- 
ants under  lease  can  receive  no  relief  if 
the  improvements  of  the  landlord  have 
been  unexhausted  to  the  extent  of  four 
times  the  rent.  To  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham attached  great  importance, 
and  ne  pressed  it  on  the  Qovemment  as 
an  Amendment  that  ought  to  he  ad- 
mitted ;  hut  here  again  we  have  abso- 
lute silence  on  the  part  of  one  Member 
of  the  Government,  whilst  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  we  have  it 
contended  that  no  such  concession  can 
be  made,  but  only  because  leases  on 
this  condition  had  been  granted  on 
the  Engliafa— not  on  the  mail  system. 
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Then  the  fifth  proposal  of  m;  right 
hon.  Friend  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance indeed.  It  has  been  referred 
to  \>j  everjrone  who  has  spoken ;  and  it 
is  the  question  of  the  front  door  and  the 
back  door.  I  think  I  shall  not  be  mis- 
nnderstood  when  I  ubg  these  words,  as 
the  simile  has  been  used  and  accepted  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  pressed  upon  the  QoTemment  this 
principle — that  the  same  relief  should 
be  given  to  tenants  sued  for  rent  and 
liable  to  lose  their  holdingB  under/,  fa. 
as  is  given  where  notice  of  ejectment  has 
been  served.  Now  to  this  proposal  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentlemon  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  did  not  offer 
quite  such  an  absolute  negative  as  he 
did  to  the  other  proposal ;  but  he  put 
this  question — "  Show  us  how  the  tbing 
is  to  be  done?"  I  think  be  said— 
"Formulate,  if  you  can,  an  Amendment 
which  will  carry  out  tbat  proposal."  He 
could  not  dispute  the  justice  of  the  pro- 
posal, because  it  is  evident  that  ii  the 
landlord  has  two  ways  of  ousting  his 
tenant  from  his  holding,  and  only 
one  way  is  barred  by  tliis  Bill,  it 
leaves  tbe  other  untouched,  and  if 
eventually  only  one  way  is  closed,  the 
harsh  landlord,  who  up  to  that  timo 
has  availed  himself  of  that  way,  will 
have  no  hesitation  in  adopting  the  other. 
He  may  have  adopted  the  former  method 
simply  because  it  was  more  convenient, 
and  may  be  content  to  adopt  the  less 
convenient  one  when  he  finds  that  it  is 


of  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  P 
"Oh,"  he  said,  "what  have  you  to 
•uggest  as  the  method  of  carrying  out 
what  I  consider  to  be  virtually  an  im- 
practicable proposal  ?"  Now,  what  are 
the  words  at  the  beginning  of  the  22ud 
clause  f    They  are — 

"  In  any  proceedings  for  the  recoTsry  o(  • 
lioIdiDg  to  which  this  Mction  applieo,  tor  tho 
ikOD-pitvmant  of  reat,  if  the  Court  m  which  the 

SiocwdiDgs  are  pendiag  ia  Batisfied  by  the  cvi- 
ence  before  it  tliat  the  tenant  of  the  holding  ia 
anable  to  utiBf;  by  an  immediate  payment  ia 
full  the  tuidlord'i  cUim  for  airean  of  rent  for 
which  the  proreediDgs  are  bronght  and  for 
coats,  and  that  sach  inability  doea  not  ariaa 
from  hia  oirn  conduct,  act,  or  default,  and  there 
ia  reaaonable  ground  for  believing  that,  haviog 
regard  to  the  intereata  of  both  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  an  eiteiuioQ  of  time  to  pay  ought  to  be 
granted,  the  Court  may  put  a  itay  upon  the 
execution  of  the  jadgment  of  the  Court  lor  auch 
time  as  the  Court  thinka  Tsaaonable." 

I  suggest  to  the  Attorney  General  that 


the  best  method  of  carrying  out  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  suggestion  would  be 
to  leave  ont  in  tbe  first  line  of  the  sec- 
tion the  words  "  for  the  recovery  of  a 
holding,"  and  to  make  tbe  necessary 
consequential  Amendments  later  on. 
The  clause,  if  these  words  were  left  out, 
would  run  —  "In  any  proceedings  to 
which  this  section  applies  for  the  non- 
payment of  rent,  &o."  You  have  only 
to  give  the  same  facilities  for  putting  a 
stay  on  the  proceedings  in  an  action  for 
debt  followed  by  Ji.  fa.,  as  is  proposed 
for  putting  a  stay  on  the  execution  of 
judgment  for  eviction.  Therefore, 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman really  and  serioudy  asks  us  to 
suggest  a  manner  in  which  this  can 
be  carried  out,  I  would  say  to  him  at 
once  omit  the  words — "For  tbe  recovery 
of  a  holding."  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  impracticable  to  do  this,  and  upon 
this  point  I  have  consulted  a  lawyer  who 
has  great  experience  in  these  matters, 
and  who  agrees  with  me  that  such  a 
provision  would  be  perfectly  easy  to 
work.  If  that  is  so,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  difficulty  is  solved.  If  the 
Government  have  any  difficulty  about 
these  words,  they  will  be  able  to  raise 
it  in  Committee.  That  is  the  fifth  pro- 
posal of  my  right  boo.  Friend.  Now  I 
come  to  the  siith.  My  right  bon. 
Friend,  in  spite  of  his  sympathy  with 
the  Law  of  Bankruptcy — a  sympathy 
that  is  very  natural,  considering  that  hia 
was  tbe  successful  task  of  re-modelling 
bankruptcy  in  this  country — after  well 
weighing  the  effect  in  Ireland  of  making 
hauKruptcy  the  only  door  through  which 
a  tenant  con  pass  to  obtain  rehef  from 
the  payment  of  his  tent,  came  to  tbe 
conclusion  that  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses 
should  be  omitted  altogether.  He  said 
if  they  wore  so  omitted,  and  if  relief 
were  given  in  the  way  he  suggested, 
where  the  tenants  were  solvent,  and  bad 
not  been  subjected  to  legal  proceedings, 
andhadnot  become  insolvent, theproblem 
would  bo  solved.  Now,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, whose  authority  in  this  matter 
and  whose  weight  with  the  Government 
are  very  great — because  without  him 
just  now  they  would  be  in  a  very  poor 
plight — is  not  the  only  Member  who 
during  this  debate  has  taken  exception 
to  these  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Almost 
exactly  the  same  provisions  have  been 
taken  exception  to,  and  almost  exactly  the 
{S*fimi  Night  1 
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same  omiesiona  have  been  sug^gested  by 
Ihe  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Kussell),  who  made  a  most  power- 
ful speech,  witb  some  of  wbich  I  did  not 
Agreo,  but  with  the  greater  part  of  whose 
criticism  of  the  Tsrious  points  of  this 
Bill  I  most  heartily  agree.  The  hoD. 
Hember  took  five  out  of  the  six  objeo- 
tions  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham.  He  omitted 
one  of  least  importance;  but  out  of  the 
a\x  objections  I  have  just  explained  to 
the  House  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  raised  five,  almost  in  the  same 
words,  and  using  almost  the  same  lan- 
guage, as  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Now, 
neither  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  nor  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  bare  been  acting 
with  us  during  the  present  Parliament, 
and  therefore  I  can  quote  them  with 
perfect  impartiality ;  but  what  I  want 
to  insist  on,  and  to  urge  upon  the  House, 
is  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  give  ue  promptly,  before 
this  debate  closes,  an  answer  to  these 
six  objections  of  m^  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  these  five  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  I  trust  they 
will  do  that ;  they  will,  if  they  desire 
the  country  to  see  what  are  their  real 
proposals.  If  they  leave  the  matter 
alone,  and  if  we  go  into  Committee  with- 
out knowing  what  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  is,  except  on  small  points 
of  detail— and  I  will  not  allude  to  any 
of  these,  for  though  they  may  be  of 
importance,  they  are  still,  relatively 
speaking,  only  small  points — I  say  if 
they  do  not  tell  ua  what  is  their  view 
upon  these  large  qneetions,  then,  Sir, 
the  second  reading  of  the  BUI  will  be  a 
mockeiy.  It  will  really  express  nothing. 
It  will  say — "  Yes;  we  have  changed  our 
minds  three  or  four  times ;  and  onr 
strongest  Friends  have  pressed  further 
changes  upon  us,  and  we  decline  alto- 
gelher  to  say  whether  we  accept  these 
changes,  or  whether  we  decline  them." 
Under  those  circumstances,  lean,  there- 
fore, only  say  that  this  debate  will  be 
altogether  inconsequential,  and  that  the 
country  will  not  be  satisfied  as  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government-  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stir- 
ling Burgba  (Mr.  OampheU-Banneiman) 
has  brought  forward  a  Motion  per- 
fectly sound  io  itself,  but  as  to  which 
we  ahall  have  great  difiScult^  in  know- 
ing in  what  position  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
2fr.  Childert 


vemment  is  placed,  unless  they  will 
&ankly  and  simply  answer  these  six 
questions.  I  can  only  say  that  it 
they  do  answer  these  six  questions  in  a 
manner  satisfactory  to  the  objects  of 
those  who  have  put  them,  the  strongest 
arguments  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  will  have  fallen  to  the  ground. 
No  one.  Sir,  can  accuse  me  of  having  put 
theae  matters  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  in  a  factious  or  a  Party  way.  I  am 
strictly  and  literally  adopting  the  argu- 
menta,  and  almost  the  words,  of  two  im- 
portant supporters  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  pointing  out  the  faults 
of  the  Bill ;  and  that  being  so,  I  trust 
I  shall  not  be  met  by  any  statement  to 
the  effect  that  I  have  treated  the  matter 
in  an  unfair  spirit  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  If  the  Government  de- 
cline to  meet  these  simple  questions  in 
the  spirit  which  we  are  entitled  to  ex- 
pect from  them,  I  hold  that  there  will 
have  taken  place  a  circumstance  of  great 
misfortune — a  want  of  attention  to  those 
Parliamentary  Bules  which  are  perfectly 
well  understood  in  Debate— and  that  the 
progress  of  this  Bill  is  not  likely  to  be 
OB  satisfactory  as  either  side  of  the  House 
ODuld  wish. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "Thatthe 
Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Lord 
Randolph  CAureAill,)—fnt,  and  ^tmiI  to. 

Beh&te  fwt/ier  adjouriwd  till  liunday. 

DISTRESSED    UNIONS    (IRELAND) 

[SALARY,  ADVANCES,  4o.] 

resolhtioh. 

[ADJOnBNBD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [1 1th  July],  "  That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  said  Besolution :  " — 

"  Tbat  it  IE  expcdieat  to  autborise  Ibe  pay. 
ment,  out  of  moneys  to  1)0  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  salary,  remuneration,  and  allow- 
ances of  any  Commisrionera  that  may  be 
appointed  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session,  to  make  better  proTision  for 
the  administration  of  the  Acta  relating  to  the 
relief  of  the  destitute  poor  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland,  to  authoriae  the  Commiasioners  of 
Public  Worka  in  Ireland  to  maks  loana,  and 
the  Treasury  to  uiake  a  free  grant,  to  the  Board 
of  Quardiana  or  Commiasioners  of  any  disaolved 
r  altered  Union  under  the  provisiona  of  the 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  returned. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
There  muet  be  some  misundsTstandinf^ 
about  this.  It  was  anderatood  that  the 
Besolution  would  be  taken  on  the  same 
daj  as  the  Distreesed  Unions  Bill,  and 
therefore  it  has  not  been  blocked.  I 
maintain  that  it  cannot  be  proceeded 
with  until  we  go  on  with  the  Bill,  and  I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  ex- 
plain how  it  is  that  this  Order  is  now 
being  taken  1 

The  FIEST  LOBD  of  the  TEEA- 
8UBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weatminster) :  I  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  unless 
the  Hesolution  is  taken  first,  the  Bill 
oanuot  be  proceeded  with.  No  harm 
can  poaaiblj  be  done  by  taking  thia 
Beeolution  now,  beoauae  if  the  Bill  is 
not  proceeded  with  this  Resolution  will 
fall  to  the  ground. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Very  woU. 

Besolution  agrud  to. 

PRI80N(OFFICERS'8DPEKANKUAT10N) 

(SCX>TLAND)  BILL.— [Bill  333.1 

{Tht  l«rd  Adtotate,  Mr,   Solieitor   Qtmral  for 

ScetUmi,  Sir  SerUrt  Maxmtt.) 

BEOOnn    BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  LOKD  ADVOOATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodoitald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  UniTersitiea),  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said :  This  Bill  ia  for  a  very  simple  pur- 
pose. Before  the  year  1677,  there  were 
a  large  number  of  local  prisons  in 
Scotland  under  separate  management  in 
dlEFerent  counties,  and  when  these  pri- 
flons  were  abolished,  arrangements  were 
made  for  the  superannuation  of  the  offi- 
cera.  It  has  been  found  highly  inccm- 
renient,  where  two  or  more  LooaJ  Autho- 
rities have  had  to  pay  a  share  of  the 
pensions  of  these  officers,  that  the 
amounts  should  be  annually  collected 
separately.  The  object,  and  the  one 
object  of  this  Bill,  is  to  enable  the 
authoridea  to  commute  the  amounts  of 
the  annual  payments  they  retjuire  to 
make.  I  think  I  need  say  no  more  in 
reoommending  this  Bill  to  the  Houae. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  J.  R.  A.  Maedonald.) 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  position  of  Scotland  in  the  matter 
of  the  superannuation  of  prison  officers 
is  somewhat  remarkable,  and  I  wish  to 
know  why  an  exceptional  position  ia 
taken  up  ae  to  that  country,  and  why, 
when  a  Bill  ia  pending  for  Ireland,  Her 
Majeaty'a  Qovemment,  in  that  meaaure, 
should  propose  to  deal  with  the  subject 
in  an  entirely  different  way  ?  I  do  not 
Ba,y  that  the  Government  are  not  dealing 
with  this  Scotch  question  in  an  admir- 
able manner;  but  I  complain  that  ao  far 
aa  Ireland  ia  concerned,  the  Oovemment 
propose  to  abolish  the  Eichmond  Prison 
without  consulting  the  Lublin  Corpo- 
ration, and  to  throw  upou  them  the  whole 
burden  of  the  charge.  Ofcourae  it  would 
be  irrelevant,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  dis- 
cuss the  Irish  Question ;  but  1  think  it 
is  a  remarkable  thing  that  thia  Bill  haa 
been  brought  in  to  deal  with  the  Scotch 
question  in  such  a  very  different  manner 
from  the  way  it  is  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  Irish  Question.  As  I  understand  it, 
the  proposal  affecting  Ireland  ia  that  an 
entire  block  of  buildinga  shall  be  done 
away  with,  and  that  the  Dublin  Corpo- 
ration shall  pay  the  expenses  of  com* 
muting  the  superannuation  allowances 
and  other  expenses,  without  any  con- 
sideration being  given  to  this  Local  Au- 
thority, The  proposal  in  the  present 
Bill  seema  to  me  to  bo  of  an  entirely 
different  character.  It  aeems  to  ahow 
that,  in  dealing  with  a  Sootch  question, 
the  Government  are  willing  to  give  the 
Local  Authorities  some  consideration.  I 
think  that  is  a  proper  thing  to  do.  We 
have  asked  for  that  in  our  case,  but  have 
never  got  it,  nor  have  the  Oovernment 
ever  said  that  they  will  consult  the  Local 
Authorities  before  doing  away  with  the 
block  of  buildinga  I  have  referred  to. 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Bill  read  a  aeoond  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

8HEBIPF8  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL. 

[torA.] 

(afr.  Solicilor  Gmtral.) 

[bill  262.]      SBOOND  READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  80LI0IT0B  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clabkk]  (Plymouth):  I  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Consolidation  Bill,  the  object 
of  which  is  to  gather  into  one  Statute  a 
number  of  provisions    that  are    now 
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Bcatterod  over  the  Statute  Book  in 
groat  many  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
which  are,  of  couree,  very  inconvenient 
for  the  purpose  of  reference.  If  there 
were  any  objection  to  the  Bill,  I  should 
not  now  Eoeh  to  go  on  with  the  second 
reading.  I  have  not  heard  of  any  ob- 
jection, and  I  therefor©  trust  that  the 
How^s  will  allow  the  measure  to  be  read 
a  second  time.  I  will  not  put  down  the 
Oommittee  stage  for  a  week,  so  that  if 
in  the  meantime  any  objection  is  raised, 
I  may  know  the  nature  of  such  objec- 
tion, and  may  endeavour  to  meet  it. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  Longford,  N.) : 
Why  does  not  this  Bill  apply  to  Ireland  1 

8iB  EDWAED  CLARKE:  I  will 
deal  with  that  question  upon  the  Motion 
to  go  into  Committee  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  desires  it. 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.}:  What 
change  in  the  law  does  the  measure 
effect? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Ifr.  Solicitor  General.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  This  matter  has 
evidently  come  upon  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself  by  surprise; 
for,  judging  from  hie  manner  of  moving 
it,  he  does  not  appear  to  have  been  able 
to  give  the  smallest  study  to  its  provi- 
aioDS.  I  have  gone  over  the  Bill  with 
great  curiosity.  It  was  delivered  to  me 
with  some  documents  relating  to  friendly 
societies.  It  seems  a  very  admirable 
Bill,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  oppose 
the  second  reading.  It  involres  an  im- 
portant change  in  the  law.  I  do  not 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  second  reading ; 
but  I  do  desire  to  have  some  informa- 
tion. The  Bill  deals  with  a  subject  of 
even  more  antiquity  then  the  question 
of  Coroner's  Law,  or  than  any  other 
proposal  for  oodificatiuu  possibly  can 
do.  As  I  BAv,  I  believe  It  to  be  a  de- 
sirable Bill ;  but  I  fail  to  see  why,  when 
we  are  simply  dealing  with  a  matter  of 
construction  and  arrangement,  you 
should  leave  Ireland  out  of  this  codifi- 
cation and  improvement  of  the  law. 
Now,  as  the  Irish  Office  has  very  little 
to  do,  except  to  answer  Questicns — a 
function  which  is  bo  admirably  per- 
formed by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet(CulonslKiDg-Harman  ) — I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  that  they  should 
go  into  this  matter,  and  should  extend 
Sir  Edward  ClarU 


this  Bill  to  our  country.  It  will  not  ex- 
tend to  Ireland  as  it  is  now  drafted, 
because  a  great  many  provisions  differ- 
ing from  Irish  Law  could  not  be  made 
to  apply.  I  do  maintain,  however,  that 
the  law  affecting  the  Sheriffs  is  in  our 
country  in  tho  same  state  of  entangle- 
ment as  it  seems  to  be  in  Scotland, 
and  ought  to  be  elucidated.  I  will  give 
the  Government  a  venr  substantial  rea- 
son for  doing  this,  and  it  is  that  when- 
ever you  in  England  come  into  conflict 
with  the  Sheriffs,  you  do  so  upon  a 
question  of  debt;  but  that,  so  far  as 
Ireland  is  concerned,  it  is  not  only  in 
matters  of  debt  that  you  come  into  con- 
flict with  the  Sheriff,  but  also  as  regards 
the  land  struggle  in  that  country ;  there 
is  not  a  day,  there  is  hardly  an  hour  in 
which  in  some  form  or  other  you  are  not 
brought  into  collision  with  this  official. 
Anyone  who  possesasB  any  sort  of  know- 
ledge upon  this  matter  knows  that  there 
are  actions  pending  with  the  Sheriffs 
in  almost  every  county,  and  the  only 
wonder  is  that  there  ate  not  a  great 
many  more.  I  appeal  to  the  two  legal 
Hepresentativea  of  England  in  this  mat- 
ter. Certainly,  no  Conservative  Go- 
vernment was  ever  represented  by  two 
Gentlemen  more  courteous  or  better  in- 
formed, or  more  capable  of  discharging 
their  duty.  We  would  submit  to  them 
that  when  passing  measures  of  this  kind 
for  their  country,  they  should  remember 
that  it  is  their  constant  boast  that  they 
are  dealing  with  a  united  Kingdom.  If 
we  are  a  united  Kinf^om,  surely  Irish 
law  should  be  taken  into  oonsideration 
when  Buch  measures  as  this  are  before 
the  House.  The  Irish  Law  Officers,  I 
venture  to  say,  would  only  be  too  glad 
to  look  into  this  matter,  and  give  the 
Government  the  benefit  of  their  advice. 
What  I  complain  of  is  this,  that  while 
in  England  you  have  what  I  may  call  a 
scientific  study  of  ancient  laws,  with  a 
desire  to  codify  and  improve  them,  the 
Irish  Law  Officers  apply  themselves  to 
nothing  but  the  development  of  th« 
criminal  side  of  the  law  against  the 
people,  with  no  desire  whatever  to  make 
any  improvement  in  that  law,  and  to 
prevent  friction  and  anything  of  that 
kind,  which,  in  a  well-ordered  com- 
munity, should  be  the  first  duty  of  the 
governing  body  of  the  country,  and 
especially  of  the  Executive  officers,  who 
have  the  most  onerous  duties  cast  upon 
them  to  attend  to. 
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The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  (Sir 
BicHAsQ  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
oannot,  of  course,  diECues  with  the  hon. 
Uember  at  tbia  moment  whether  or  not 
any  particular  Bills  should  be  passed  for 
Ireland.  This  is  a  Bill  to  consolidate 
the  law  with  re^rd  to  Sheriffs  in  Scot- 
land. Of  course,  laeree  that  it  is  de- 
sirable to  assimilate  toe  law  of  Ireland 
to  that  of  England  and  Scotland ;  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  Irish  Law  Officers 
will  be  willing  to  promote  that  object, 
and  when  I  am  appealed  to  on  the  sub- 
ject I  shall  be  quite  read;  to  give  mj  co- 
operation. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  commiUed 
for  Tuetday  next. 

CBIMINAL   LAW  [SCOTLAND)   PROCE- 
DURE (No.  2)  BILL.-LB1LI.  186.] 
{Thl  f^rd  AdfBcBte,   Mr.  Seerclary  MnUhnot, 
Mr.  Selieiler  Qintraifor  SinUand.) 


Bill,  as  amended,  eontidered. 

Mr.  FEASES-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
TcmesB-shire) :  In  the  absence  of  m; 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  his  name. 

Me.  speaker  :  It  is  not  competent 
to  move  a  clause  standing  in  the  name 
of  another  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  hunter  {Aberdeen,  N.):  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Dr.  Gaueeok  at  this  point  entering 
the  House — 

Mk.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member's 
clause  has  been  reached  in  his  absence; 
but  perhaps  the  House  will  now  altow  it 
to  be  moved. 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
The  reasonsin  favour  of  the  clause  which 
I  rise  to  move  were  explained  on  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  At  present, 
the  position  of  an  untried  prisoner  in 
Scotland  is  much  harder  than  it  ieinthis 
oountr;,  and  it  is  to  remove  in  some  de- 
nee  the  distinotion  that  I  propose  the 
wauae  standing  in  my  name.  One  of  the 
witnesses  who  came  before  the  Boyal 
Commission  was  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Hacdonald],  and  the 
right  hoa.  and  learned  Gentleman  gave 
the  strongest  evidence  in  favour  of  a 


change  in  the  law  such  as  is  now  pro- 
posed. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  at  the  last  stage  of  the  Bill, 
however,  argued  against  my  proposal; 
but  it  seemed  to  me  that  iu  his  argument 
be  only  showed  that,  like  Hudibras,  he 
could  "oneveiyhand  confute,  change 
hands,  and  still  confute."  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  arguments  which  he  used 
on  the  Front  Bench  are  quite  difierout 
from  those  used  by  him  before  the  Boyal 
Commission.  Every  objection  was  ut^d 
when  the  question  was  before  the  Royal 
Commission,  against  the  proposal  which 
he  made,  that  prisoners  should  have 
access  to  their  agents  and  other  assist- 
aoce  of  the  kind ;  but  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  at  the  time  met 
every  one  of  those  arguments  with  the 
most  perfect  success.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  carry 
out  what  were  then,  and  what  I  believe 
are  still,  his  opinions  on  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemaa 
now  says  that  he  must  be  guided  by 
public  opinion,  and  that  this  is  not  ripe 
for  the  change  which  I  propose  in  the 
law.  But  I  deny  that  altogether.  I  say 
that  public  opinion  is  as  ripe  with  refer* 
ence  to  this  proposal  as  it  ever  was  for 
any  Bill  ever  brought  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  carrying  out  his  opinion 
on  the  question  of  procedure  reform  in 
Scotland,  on  which  he  is  perfectly  com- 
petent to  pronounce  an  opinion,  and  I 
ask  him  to  carry  out  in  favour  of  pri- 
soners and  in  the  interests  of  justice  an- 
other alteration  of  the  law,  the  justice  of 
which  he  has  himself  defended  and  him- 
self acknowledged.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  proposed  when 
the  Bill  was  last  before  the  House  to 
introduce  a  clause  giving  untried  pri- 
soners in  Scotland  under  Statute  the 
right  which  they  possess  under  the  pre- 
sent rules;  but  1  suppose  he  has  found  it 
difficult  to  embody  in  a  clause  provisiona 
such  as  he  spoke  of.  It  was  on  hearing 
that  proposal  that  I  did  not  move  thu 
clause  in  Committee,  and  it  is  because 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  not  pnt  down  Ms  Amendment  that 
I  move  my  clause  on  the  Report  stage. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  carries  out,  very 
much  better  than  the  clause  referred  to, 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  before  the  Boyal 
Commission;  it  carries  out  literally 
whatheprpposed.    The  right  hon.  and 
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eon  access  to  hie  frieads  or  law  agent 
nntil  ho  has  been  beiore  the  magiatrate. 
In  that  opinion  the  other  Judges  agreed. 
I  do  not  want  to  weary  the  House  at 
this  hour  with  further  arguments  in 
support  of  the  contention  that,  in  the 
interests  of  right  and  justice,  a  person 
when  once  arrested  should  be  allowed  to 
consult  his  friends  and  legal  adviser.  I 
think  that  words  onght  to  be  inserted  to 
include  advocates  as  well  as  law  agents. 
As  I  have  said,  our  procedure  is  much 
harder  in  this  respect  than  it  is  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  ends  of  justice  require  that  such 
inequalitiea  should  exist. 

l^B  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodobald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  M;  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Olasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  seems  to  have 
more  confidence  in  my  judgment  when 
I  was  a  young  man  than  he  has  now. 
I  can  assure  him  that  the  Koyat  Com- 
missioners, who  had  before  them  those 
very  able  and  t«lling  arguments,  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred, 
were  totally  unconvinced  by  them  and 
absolutely  refused  to  accept  them.  I 
was  then  a  very  young  man;  but  am 
now  not  quite  eo  confident  in  my  opinion 
as  I  was  at  that  time.  If  I  believed 
that  public  opinion  was  with  us  I  should 
be  in  favour  of  this  clause ;  but  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to 
this,  that  I  have  proposed  to  give  the 
prisoner  the  power  of  using  the  declara- 
tion as  evidence  of  the  statement  he  made 
when  first  charged  with  the  offence, 
which  to  an  innocent  person  will  be  a 
most  valuable  thing,  and  which  he  could 
but  have  if  the  statement  were  made  by 
the  advice  of  the  law  agent.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  can  very  well  recognize 
that,  if  this  Amendment  be  passed  at  all, 
it  cannot  be  passed  in  the  form  in  which 
it  stands.  I  shall  be  extremely  moderate 
in  my  opposition  to  the  clause,  holding 
the  views  which  I  do  on  the  subject ; 
and  if  my  hon.  Friend  presses  the 
Amendment,  I,  for  one,  must  feel  that  I 
cannot  properly  resist  hie  proposal.  I 
hope  be  wiU  rooogniEe  that,  in  accepting 
the  clause,  there  will  be  need  on  my 
part  to  take  care,  by  the  addition  of 
words,  that  there  shall  be  no  difficulty 
-Sout  it  elsewhere. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
merely  intervene  to  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Dr.  Cameron)  that  the  Ilepresenta- 


learned  Qentleman  argued  in  favour  of 
the  principle  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
eion,  and  he  said  that  there  waa  no  rea- 
son why  the  prisoner  should  not  have 
at  his  elbow  legal  assistance  at  the  time 
of  emitting  his  declaration.  I  remind 
the  House  that  in  Scotland  a  prisoner 
may  be  arrested  and  kept  in  prison  for 
a  week  before  committed,  during  the 
whole  of  which  time  he  may  be  refused 
Bcceee  to  bis  friends  and  legal  adviser, 
and  that  he  wonld  be  subject  to  an 
examination  the  result  of  which  can  be 
adduced  against  him  to  prove  his  guilt, 
but  which  cannot  be  used  in  hts  favour 
if  it  oontaina  anything  to  his  advantage. 
The  clause  which  I  propose  has  for  its 
object  to  remedy  these  hardships,  and  I 
now  propose  that  it  be  inserted  in  the 
BUI. 

New  Clause, — 
(Frisonert  before  committal  to  be  allowed  sccmb 
U)  Uw  Bgents.) 

"  Where  anj  peTBon  has  boen  amuted  on 
any  criminal  cbarge,  such  peraon  Bhall  be  en- 
titled immediately  upon  eucb  arrest  to  obtain 
the  advice  and  agsisUnce  of  any  properly  quali- 
fied law  agent,  whom  ha  may  employ,  and  such 
law  agent  ahnll  also  he  entitled  to  bo  present, 
when  auch  accuaed  peraon  ig  being;  'examined 
bv,  OT  is  emitting  an^  declanitioD,  before  the 
Sneriff,  or  other  magirtnite," — (Dr.  Canunm,) 
—brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  said 
Olauee  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  a.  B.  D.  ELLIOTT  (Eoxburgh) : 
I  rise  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron).  I  have  always 
thought  that  the  Scotch  procedure,  al- 
though satisfactory  to  the  Scotch  people, 
is  extremely  hard  upon  the  prisoner,  as 
between  the  arrest  and  the  committal 
the  aooused  person  has  no  oppor- 
tunity of  conanlting  his  legal  ad- 
viser. I  think  that  it  would  be  con- 
aidered  intolerable  in  England  that  encb 
a  state  of  things  should  exist.  The 
EngUsh  law  aasumea  a  man  to  be  inno- 
cent until  he  is  proved  to  be  guilty,  and 
I  cannot  understand  why  that  view 
should  not  also  be  taken  in  Scotland. 
In  addition  to  what  has  been  said  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that,  when  evidence  was  taken  be- 
fore the  Sojal  Commission,  a  Scotch 
Judge  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  it  was 
unfair  in  itself,  though  required  by  the 
ends  of  justice,  to  deny  an  accused  per- 
J)r.  Cauieron 
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tivea  of  Irisb.  conatitnencieB  liad  seTfiral 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  carrv  out 
tbis  principle  in  the  Coercion  Bifl  for 
Ireland.  Our  endearonrs  were,  how- 
ever, defeated,  and  we  hare  now  in  the 
Itiab  Coercion  Bill  a  principle  which 
this  House  wUI  not  tolerate  with  refer- 
ence to  Scotland. 

Hb.  ASHEB  (Elgin,  &o.)  :  I  think  my 
right  hou.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
AdTocate  has  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  practically  assenting  to  this  clause, 
though  I  beliere  he  underestimates  the 
amount  of  feeling  in  Scotland  on  the 
subject,  beoause  I  have  no  doubt  the 
general  opinion  is  that  it  is  some- 
what hard  for  a  prisoner  to  be  ex- 
cluded so  long  from  profeasional  advice 
as  is  the  case>under  the  present  sys- 
tem in  Scotland.  The  present  rule 
was  originally  intended  in  the  inte- 
rest of  Uie  prisoner.  The  declaration 
which  is  taken  from  the  prisoner  has  un- 
doubtedly been  regarded  as  a  privilege 
to  him.  What  happens  is  that  the  pri- 
soner is  taken  before  the  magistrate  and 
dul^  warned  that  he  is  not  under  any 
obligation  to  answer  questions,  and  that 
if  he  does  answer  his  statement  may  bo 
used  against  him.  Of  course,  the  state- 
ment may  be  of  advantage  to  the  pri- 
soner by  enabling  the  Public  Prosecutor 
to  see  if  there  has  been  a  mistake  in 
the  charge,  and  where  that  is  the 
cose  bringing  about  the  discharge  of 
the  prisoner  without '  further  int^uiry. 
That,  I  think,  undoubtedly  constitutes 
an  advantage  to  the  prisoner ;  hut,on  the 
other  hand,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  is 
a  great  hardship  for  him  to  bs  excluded 
from  professional  advice  for  so  long  a 
perioa  as  obtains  under  the  present 
system.  I  think  the  advantage  the  pri- 
soner will  derive  from  having  profes- 
sional adrice  is  greater  than  that  which 
he  derives  under  the  present  system, 
and  therefore  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  allow  the 
clause  to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Sollox)  :  Under  the  present  system  the 
prisoner  may  be  seven  days  in  prison, 
and  be  committed  to  trial  before  he  can 
receive  adrioe  from  the  law  agent.  I 
would,  therefore,  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  that  in 
framing  an  addition  to  this  clause  it 
would  oe  useful  also  to  confirm  to  the 
prisoner  the  right  at  giring  bail,  be- 
oause the  object  of  the   seven   days' 


2,  18871        Proeeitire  {ifo.  2)  Biil.      598 

imprisonment  before  he  can  see  his  law 
agent  was  to  give  to  the  prosecution 
ample  time  to  discover  the  facts  of  the 
case. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Da.  CAMERON  {Glasgow,  Oolle^), 
who  had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Bail  to  be  competent  before  comiuitt&l  for 
trial.) 

"  Any  poraon  accused  of  ft  crime  which  is  by 
law  bailable  shall  be  eatitled  immediatoly  upon 


liberation  on  bia  finding  c  

form  to  appear  at  any  diet  or  diets  which  the 
court  may  fix  for  taking  his  declaration,  and 
also  for  bis  appearing  and  aoswering  to  aoy 

'ftys. 

led  and  his  cautioner  at  the 
domicile  for  citation,  as  set  forth  on  the  bail 
bond  on  which  he  is  liberated,  of  all  diets  ap- 
pointed by  the  court  either  for  taking  the  de- 


said :  The  next  clause  which  I  propose 
for  the  acceptance  of  the  Committee  has 
for  its  object  to  allow  the  prisoner  the 
right  of  being  bailed  before  he  is  com- 
mitted to  trial.  At  the  present  time  a 
prisoner  may  be  kept  for  seven  days  in 

faol,  and  during  which  time,  and  until 
e  has  been  committed  for  trial,  he  can- 
not he  bailed.  Now,  it  appears  to  me 
that,  before  there  is  such  evidence  as 
will  justify  his  committal,  he  should  he 
at  least  iu  as  good  a  position  as  he  is 
placed  in  b^  the  law  if  a  sutBoient 
amount  of  evidence  is  given  against  him 
to  justify  his  committal  for  trial.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
says  he  intends  to  deal  with  the  whole 
question  of  bail  in  a  short  measure.  I 
will  not  deay  that  the  law  of  Scotland 
on  the  subject  of  bul  is  such  as  demands 
a  revision  ;  but  such  as  it  is  it  confers 
important  rights  on  prisoners.  Bail  in 
Scotland  is  not  a  matter  at  the  option  of 
the  magistrate ;  it  is  a  convenience 
which  the  prisoner  is  entitled  to  demand 
of  right,  and  the  rates  of  boil  ore  fixed 
so  as  to  meet  the  condition  of  men 
belonging  to  various  classes  of  society. 
Now,  Sir,  it  may  be  said  that  the  subject 
of  bail  requires  revision,  and  that  this  is 


prisoners.     I  cannot  admit 
that  argument.    It  appears  to  me  that 
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whatever  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Bail  in 
Scotland  ia,  its  oooditioii  is  sltoh  that  it 
has  been  allowed  to  go  on  for  mauj 
years  past  without  complaint;  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  uncommitted  pri- 
soners should  enjoy  at  least  as  many 
aafegnards  for  their  liberty  and  con- 
Tenience  as  prisoners  who  have  been 
committed.  I  simply  ask  this  House  to 
place  uncommitted  prisoners  in  the 
matter  of  bail  in  the  same  positioa  as 
committed  prisoners,  and  that  when  the 
right  hen.  and  learned  QeoUeman  the 
Lord  Advocate  comes  to  effect  a  general 
revision  of  the  lav  on  the  subject,  he  will 
place  the  Law  of  Bail  in  Scotland  in  a 
position  satisfactory  to  himself.  When 
he  does  so,  the  law  will  be  equally  satis- 
factory in  the  oase  of  uncommitted  and 
committed  prisoners.  We  are  told  that 
a  prisoner  getting  out  upon  bail  will 
make  it  his  business  to  destroy  evidence 
which  may  he  brought  against  him,  if  it 
is  possible ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
any  prisoner  who  gets  out  on  bail  may 
do  that.  There  can  be  no  more  difficulty 
in  compelling  a  prisoner  who  has  been 
admitted  to  bail  to  re-appear  for  his  ex- 
amination than  there  can  be  to  compel  a 
prisoner  to  come  up  for  trial.  Without 
elaborating  the  subject  at  this  hour  of 
the  night,  I  must  say  I  can  see  no  sound 
reason,  in  fact,  quite  the  contrary,  why 
an  uncommitted  prisoner  in  the  matter 
of  bail  should  be  in  a  worse  position 
than  one  who  has  been  committed.  I 
therefore  beg  to  move  this  new  clause : 
"  Bail  to  be  competent  before  committal 
for  trial." 

Clause  (Bail  to  be  competent  before 
committal  for  trial,)— {J?r.  Cameron,) 
brought  np,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  said 
Clauee  be  read  a  second  time." 


Tea  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Uaodoitau}}  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  UniTorsities) :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  add  these 
words  —  "Provided  always,  That  the 
Court  shall  be  entitled  in  its  discretion 
to  refuse  bail  until  the  person  accused 
has  been  committed  for  trial,"  I  should 
have  Qo  objection  to  the  clause.  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  in  this 
conntiy  ma^tratee  frequently  refuse 
bail  on  representation  being  made  by 
the  prosecutor.  It  is  done,  of  course,  to 
prevent  evidence  being  destroyed,  or 
witnesses  being  got  out  of  the  way. 
Dr.  Cameron 


Such  a.  course  obviously  is  calculated  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice  altogether. 

Dh.  CAMERON :  I  understand  that 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qen tie- 
man  says  is  the  practice  in  England; 
therefore  I  will  accept  his  proposal. 

Mk.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  ;  I  am 
sorry  to  intervene  in  this  matter;  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  in  this  country, 
in  preliminary  proceedings  for  misde- 
meanour, the  magistrates  have  no  right 
to  detain  persons  in  custody  when  re- 
presented by  counsel  or  solicitor  if  appli- 
cation is  made  for  bail.  I  understand 
that  the  statement  of  the  law  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  is 
that  a  man  is  absolutely  of  right  en- 
titled to  bail  on  committal  for  such 
oOences  as  misdemeanour,  but  is  not 
entitled  to  it  before  his  guilt  has  been 
primd  facie  admitted  by  the  Bench  of 
Magistoates.  I  hope  this  Amendment 
will  not  be  admitted  without  having  a 
clear  statement  as  to  what  is  the  law  of 
England  and  Ireland  on  this  subject. 

QuestJOD  pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  now 
move  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  add  at  tbe  end  of  tiie  proposed  oew  CIbdm — 
"  Provided  always  that  the  Conrt  sball  "be  en- 
titled ia  its  discietioD  to  refuse  bail  aatil  a 
person  accused  hss  been  comtnittfid  for  trial." 
—  (Mr.  J,  H,  A.  Maedonald.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Dr.  CAMERON :  There  seems  to  be 
some  difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  is 
the  law  of  England  in  the  matter.  Per- 
haps the  right  boo.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  (Sir  Bichard  Webster) 
will  giro  some  information  upon  the 
point. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edw.kbo  Clabke)  (Plymouth) :  I  under- 
stand the  law  of  this  country  to  be,  that 
if  a  man  is  arrested  and  brought  before 
the  magistrates,  they  may  decline  to 
accept  bail,  if  they  choose. 

Mr.  CHANCE  :  If  he  is  charged 
with  misdemeanour  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE :  Yes. 

Mr.  chance  :  When  he  is  com- 
mitted for  trial  for  misdemeanonr,  he  is 
entitled  to  have  bail. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrtti  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 
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Dr.  GAMEBON  (OlasgOT,  College) : 
The  next  Amendment  I  have  upon  the 
Paper  I  do  notiotendtomove,  namely — 

"  A.t  the  trial  of  tmj  person  accused  of  any 
crime  aggravated  by  such  peraon  having  been 
previously  convicted  of  a  crime  which  may  com- 
petently be  libelled  as  an  aggravation,  it  sbtUI 
not  be  competent  for  the  prosecutor  to  prove 
snch  previoos  conviction  until  the  jury  shall 
hare  returned  a  verdict  convicting  the  accused 
of  the  crime  or  orimsB  with  which  he  is  charged, 
bat  uponsuch  verdict  being  retarDed,tbe  proie- 
cntor  shall  tbea  be  entitled  to  put  in,  and,  if 
necessary,  prove,  the  conviction  or  convictions 
libelled  by  way  of  aggravation." 

Clause  3  (Procedure  on  resignation, 
death,  or  removal  of  Lord  Advocate). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A, 
Haodoitald)  (Ediabu^h  and  8t.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  beg  to  move  in 
page  2,  lines  2S  and  29,  to  leave  out 
"appoint  bis  deputies  without  having 
first  taken  the  oaths  of  office,"  and  in- 
sert— 

"  Take  the  oatbs  of  otBce  before  anjr  Secre- 
tary of  State  or  any  Lord  OommiMiODer  of 
juatioiaiy." 

Amendment  agrted  to. 

Clause  15  ("Money  "  to  include  coin, 
bank  notes,  Ac,  &c.). 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bolloz) :  I  beg  to  move  in  page  5, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  "post  office  orders 
or  postal  orders."  The  Amendment  re- 
fers to  that  part  of  the  clause  dealing 
with  money  or  bank  notes  which  may 
be  mentioned  in  the  indictment.  An 
addition  was  made  to  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee of  these  words  which  I  propose 
to  leave  out.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  hardly  be  a  proper  thing  to  de- 
scribe as  money  poet  office  orders  or 
postal  orders.  It  seems  to  me  that 
where  a  man  is  indicted  for  having 
stolen  a  certain  amount  of  money,  cur- 
rent coin  only  should  be  implied,  and 
that  if  post  office  orders  or  postal  orders 
have  been  the  subject  of  theft  the  fact 
should  be  expressly  stated.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  introduce  under  the 
direct  term  money  articles  which  are  not 
properly  known  as  money,  and  which, 
if  stolen,  the  prosecutor  ought  specifi- 
cally to  describe. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  4,  leave  out  "  post  office  orders  and 
postal  orders. "—(«r.  Caldwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  lie  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause," 


The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's UniverBitiea) :  I  am  not  particu- 
larly wedded  to  these  words  in  the  clause. 
I  put  them  in  the  other  day  on  the  sug- 
gestioQ  of  an  hon.  Member,  and  it  is 
now  suggested  by  another  hon.  Member 
that  they  should  be  struck  out.  No 
doubt,  in  a  strict  way  of  speaking,  post 
office  orders  and  postal  orders  are  not 
correotly  described  as  money,  but  thoy 
might  be  very  easily  understood  as 
coming  under  that  description. 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
These  words  were  put  iu  by  me  at  the 
suggestion  of  one  of  the  legal  societies. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  it  vould  be  a  con- 
venience to  have  these  words  inserted ; 
but  it  is  not  a  matter  of  very  great  im- 
portance. I  do  not,  however,  see  that  a 
prisoner  would  gain  anything  by  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  lugaticed. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Amendment  made,  page  S,  line  7,  by 
leaving  out  "post  office  orders  and 
postal  orders." 

Clause  1?  (Petitions  for  warrants  and 
arrest  thereon). 

THELORDADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  :  As  consequent 
upon  leaving  out  Clause  11,  I  beg  to 
move  in  page  5,  line  21,  to  leave  out 
"  fifteen  and  sixteen,"  and  insert,  "  and 
fifteen." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Sfteon 
and  sixteen,"  and  insert  the  words  "and 
fifteen."— ( Sir.  J,  S.  A.  Sfaedonald.) 

Qaestion,  "That  the  words  'fifteen 
and  sixteen '  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'and 
fifteen '  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rolloz) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  line  29  of 
this  clause,  to  leave  ont  from  "  and  "  to 
the  end  of  the  clause.  I  understand 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  accepts  this 
Amendment. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  :  Agreed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  from  "ana"  to 
the  end  of  Clause." — (J/r.  CaUmU.) 
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Mb.  CALDWELL:  Theul  willmoTe 
it  before  Olatise  64. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  mlhdrawn. 


Queation,  "  That  the  vords  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Olause," 
put,  and  tugatieti. 

Olauie  18  (DeclaratfoDB  and  pterioas 
oonvictiona). 

Hb.  OALDWELL  (Gla^^w, 
SoUox) :  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendmeat 
which  stands  next  on  the  Paper  in  my 
name.  I  nnderetand  that  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate objects  to  the  first  part  of  the 
proposal — namely,  to  the  words — 

"Where  &  judicial  daekmtios  hu  been 
omitted  hj  an  accused,  it  shall  be  competent 
tor  the  accnaed  to  found  upon  that  declanttion 
aa  part  of  hii  defenoe." 

I  will  leave  those  words  out,  and  will 
more  to  iaeert  the  following  after  the 
word  "  used"  in  line  35 — 


refeieuce  be  made  thereto  in  presence  of  the 

£'  ay  before  the  verdict  is  retumed ;  but  nothing 
srein  contained  shall  prevent  the  Public  Fro- 
Mcutor  from  layina;  befoie  the  jury  avidence  of 
such  previoua  couvtctioni  where  by  the  eiistiag 
law,  it  is  competent  to  lead  evidence  of  such 
priiviouB  convictions  in  support  of  the  substan- 
tive crime  ohwged." 

Li  Scotland  it  is  competent  where  a 
prisoner  is  charged  with  any  crime,  to 
prove  before  the  jury  that  the  prisoner 
has  been  previously  convicted  of  the 
same  or  a.  similar  crime.  The  effect  of 
that  in  Scotland,  of  course,  is  simply 
this — that  a  prisoner's  character  may  be 
known  to  be  bad  by  the  jury,  so  far  as 
one  of  the  most  important  allegations 
against  him  is  concerned.  If  a  prisoner 
has  once  been  convicted  of  a  crime,  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  him  to  escape  if 
he  is  again  charged,  whatever  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Offence.  We  think  that 
the  practice  in  England  is  more  correct, 
and  that  crime  should  he  proved  upon 
its  merits  without  reference  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  prisoner.  It  is  a  fact  that 
those  caaes  of  conviction  which  I  have 
observed  where  the  evidence  has  been 
particularly  ineffective  have  been  almost 
invariably  cases  where  the  person 
charged  was  a  reputed  thief.  If  the 
Amendment  is  accepted  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  I  will 
say  no  more. 

The  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maooonald)  (Edinhu^h  and  St.  An- 
drew's Univeraitiefl) :  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  this ;  but  I  should  prefer  that  it 
should  not  be  put  in  here,  but  that  it 
should  be  inserted  befoN  Clause  61. 


Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bolioz) :  I  now  move  to  leave  oat 
Clause  30. 

Clause  30  (Procedure  where  accused 
desires  to  plead  guilty). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  to 
leave  out  Clause  30. — (Jfr.  CaldwtU) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BiU."  ^ 

THBLOEDADTO0ATE(Mr.  J.  H.A. 
Mactokalc)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  Aii- 
drew's  Universities) :  The  object  oFthia 
clause  is  to  meet  the  case  of  certain  pri- 
soners who  know  that  they  have  no 
defence.  They  may  he  prepared  for  a 
verdict  of  guilty,  and  they  know  that  it 
that  verdict  is  not  taken,  they  may  he 
kept  for  three  or  four  weeks  whilst  a 
case  is  being  prepared  against  them— 
they  know  that  that  period  will  not  be 
taken  into  account  in  the  sentence  which 
they  will  receive.  The  object  of  the 
clause  will  be  effected  on  the  application 
of  the  prisoner's  counsel.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Certain  objections  only 
competent  at  first  diet). 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bolloz):  I  beg  to  move  the  addition  of 
the  following  Proviso : — 

"  But  no  unreasonable  dels,;  shall  be 
allowed  to  take  place  between  the  time  of  the 
accused  pleading  guilty,  and  his  beiog  brought 
up  tor  sentence. ' 

Amendment  proposed, 


ilay  shall  be  allowed  to  take  place  be- 
tween the  tjme  of  the  accused  pleading  guilt  j 
and  hU  being  bronght  up  tor  Mntenoe." — {Mf. 
CaldatU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

ThbLOEDADVOCATE:  Agreed. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Clause  34  (Supplementary  lists  of 
witnesses). 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox) ;  The  next  Amendment  is  one 
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which  I  shall  feel  bound  to  iiiBist  upon. 
It  is  to  leave  out  Clause  34  in  page  10. 
AcDOrdiog  to  the  law  of  Scotland  at  pre- 
sent, when  an  indiotment  is  served,  the 
Grown  is  bound  to  serve  with  it  a  list  of 
the  witnesses.  I  move  to  omit  this 
olauss,  and  I  think  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  will  consent. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  [Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's TJQiversities):  Agreed. 

Question,  "  That  Clause  34  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negativtd. 

Clause  36  (Written  notice  of  special 
defence). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Advocate, 
the  following  Ameodment  made: — In 
page  1 1,  line  28,  after  "  diet "  insert — 

"  Or  nnlen  cauae  be  Bhoim  to  tbs  Mtistiu:- 
tion  of  the  Coott  for  a  apecial  defence,  not 
baring  been  lodged  till  a  later  day,  which  must 
ID  any  cue  not  be  more  than  tno  clear  days 
before  the  seoood  diet." — [Mr,  J.  S.  A.  Mae- 
Anald.-) 

Clause  39  (Notice  of  peremptory 
challenge  six  days  before  trial). 

Mb.  FEASER-MA0KINT03H  (In- 
Temess-slure}:  I  beg  to  move  to  leave 
out  the  clause.  This  is  an  important 
Amenduient.  The  object  of  the  ouiuse  is 
to  do  away  with  the  right  of  challeng- 
ing juries  at  bar — a  custom  which  has 
existed  in  Scotland  from  time  imme- 
morial— and  I  cannot  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate desires  to  curtMl  the  privileges  of 
the  aceused.  In  place  of  giving  my  own 
opinion  upon  this  matter,  I  refer  the 
Committee  to  a  report  of  the  Faculty  of 
Advocates,  who  may  be  taken  as  the 
defenders  of  all  that  is  right  and  proper 
in  legal  matters  in  ScoUand,  whether 
oivil  or  criminal,  in  which  they  hold 
that  the  challenge  of  jurors  should  stilt 
continue  to  remain  as  at  present. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  to 
leave  out  Clause  39. — {Mr.  Mackintoth.) 

Question  proposed  "That  Clause  39 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  lord  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdosald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  sole  object 
of  this  clause  is  to  save  a  large  number 
of  jurymen  from  being  unnecessarily 
brought  &om  long  distances  as  they 
sometimes  are — it  is  to  relieve  them  by 
Onablin^  them  to  escape  being;  called. 
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It  may  be  objected  to  by  some  people, 
hut  there  are  a  great  many  of  our  coun- 
try people  by  whom  it  will  be  received 
with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction.  The 
only  body  that  has  said  a  word  against 
it  is  a  1x)dy  the  Members  of  vhicn  are 
not  liable  to  serve  on  juries. 

Mb.  A8HEH  (Elgin  &c.):  I  think 
there  is  eome  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  many  persons  as  to  the  eEFect  of 
this  clause.  It  is  described  as  a  clause 
that  would  take  away  the  right  of 
challenge,  but  that  is  not  the  case.  It 
will  require  the  prisoner's  agent  to 
intimate  his  objection  to  a  particular 
juror  a  short  time  before  the  trial,  and 
the  result  will  he  that  that  particular 
juror  will  not  be  required  to  attend. 
The  right  of  challenge  in  Scotland,  as 
everyone  knows,  is  a  right  that  is  rarely 
exercised.  On  those  occasions,  when  in 
consequence  of  popular  excitement,  or 
for  other  causee,  it  would  he  desirable  to 
exercise  the  right  tiiere  would  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  getting  informa- 
tion as  to  who  are  on  the  panel  and 
intimating  the  challenge  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  this  clause.  Desiring  to  - 
see  the  right  of  challenge  preserved  to  a 
prisoner,  I  cannot  share  the  feelings  of 
some  persons  upon  this  matter. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox):  I  can  quite  understand  how 
Lord  Advocates,  present,  past,  or  future, 
may  wish  to  have  the  procedure  as  to 
challenge  curtailed  as  much  as  possible, 
for  tbsy  are  in  the  position  of  prose- 
cutors. The  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire (Mr.  Eraser -Mackintosh)  has 
drawn  attention  to  a  report  of  the 
Faculty  of  Advocates  in  which  they 
unanimously  disapprove  of  the  curtail- 
ment of  the  right  of  challenge  in  the 
case  of  prisoners.  At  present,  the  pri- 
soner may  challenge  the  jury  when  the 
jury  are  being  put  into  the  box.  That 
is  the  present  law,  but  also  according  to 
tbs  present  law  he  is  bound  to  give  no- 
tice nine  days  before  the  trial  takes 
place.  It  is  a  matter  of  importance  whe- 
ther the  prisoner  should  exercise  the 
right  nine  days  before  the  day  of  trial 
or  not.  In  addition  to  the  view  of  the 
Faculty  of  Advocates  I  may  say  that  the 
Sheriffs  have  petitioned  in  connection 
with  this  matter,  and  they  of  course  are 
the  local  justices  in  Scotland.  Theyeay 
that  the  periods  are  too  short,  and  that 
the  present  system  of  ohallenge  should 
be  retained,  because  in  some  particular 
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instances  the  accuseil  miglit  otherwise 
suOer.  Here  you  have  on  the  one  hand 
a  certain  section  asking  for  a  clause 
whioh  shall  limit  the  rights  of  pri- 
soners ia  the  case  of  challenge,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  you  have  the  Faculty  of 
Advocates,  who  are  an  unbiased  body, 
and  who  ore  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
existing  lav.  Here  you  have  indepen- 
dent authorities  saying  "  leave  the  chal- 
lenge ae  at  present,"  and  I  would  point 
out  to  the  Oommittee  that,  according  to 
the  law  as  it  now  stands,  the  prisooet 
nay  challenge  the  jury  on  the  day  of  the 
trial  if  he  has  given  notice  nine  days 
iiefore  the  trial,  but  that  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill  there  must  be  a  notice  of^six 
days.     That  ia  a  moat  important  differ- 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
When  this  clause  came  up  before  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
made  a  concession  by  reducing  the  num- 
ber of  days  for  which  notice  of  the  chal- 
lenge was  necessary.  He  reduced  it  by 
three  days.  That  would  very  much  mtti- 

Sate  the  inconvenience.  There  is  no 
oubt  a  great  inconvenience  to  jurors  in 
being  summoned  when  they  are  not 
wanted.  That  must  be  apparent;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  would  not  minimize 
the  advantage  of  the  right  of  challenge 
to  a  prisoner.  In  one  important  case  in 
the  West  of  Scotland  the  right  of  chal- 
lenge was  exercised  to  my  knowledge 
with  very  great  advantage  recently.  It 
is  not  always  possible  for  the  prisoner 
to  exercise  the  right  of  challenge  within 
a  short  period  when  he  is  brought  up 
from  the  country,  because  be  may  not  in 
a  very  short  period  be  able  to  arrange 
for  his  defence.  It  is  true  that  a  pri- 
soner in  Scotland  is  entitled  to  a  gratui- 
tous defence,  but  a  defence  of  that  kind 
is  often  of  a  very  perfunctory  character, 
and  in  many  cases  the  defence  of  a  pri- 
soner is  not  arranged  until  the  last  mo- 
ment. If  my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a 
Division  on  this  Amendment  I  should 
certainly  support  him. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.) :  When  this  clause  was  in 
Committee  I  advocated  the  restriction  of 
the  period  of  six  days  to  three,  and  that 
havia?  been  ultimately  agreed  to  I 
should  certainly  have  been  disposed  to 
adhere  to  the  arrangement  then  made. 
Since  then,  however,  it  has  been  strongly 
represented  to  me  by  people  who  are 
entitled  to  speak  on  the  subject  that  we 
Mr.  Caldwoli 


really  are    taking  away  an   impoTtant 

privilege  from  prisoners.     As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  state  of  things  is  exactly  ae 
my    hon.  Friend  the  Member    for   the 
College  Division  of  G-laegow  (Dr-  Came- 
ron) has  stated — that  is  to  say,  that  the 
defence  of  a  prisoner  is  frequently  only 
arranged  at  uie  last  moment.     The  pri- 
soner may  not  have  the  advantage   of 
legal  advice  until  perhaps  the  very  day 
of  the  trial,  and  I  think  that  the  experi- 
ence of  everyone  who  has  any  acquain- 
tance either  with  civil  or  criminal  trials 
is  that  the  consideration  whether  ajuror 
is  to  be  challenged  or  not  usually  arisei 
at  the  very  last  moment,  and  sometimes 
it  may  be  a  matter  of  very  considerable 
consequence.     For  that  reason  I  should 
be  very  glad  if  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  reconsider  this  poiat.     I 
sympathize  very  much  with  him   ia  bis 
desire  to  diminish  the  burden  at  present 
imposed  upon  jurors,  and  I  hope  he  will 
adhere   to   all   the    provisions    in   that 
direction.      Still,  however,  I  think  ve 
are  taking  away  a  valuable  right,  which 
at  certain  times  might  be  of  great  oon- 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elpn  and  Naini) : 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  look  upon 
every  Amendment  proposed  —  every 
Amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law — pro- 
posed by  a  Member  of  the  Unioniat 
Party  with  suspicion  in  view  of  the 
course  they  have  taken  in  connecUon 
with  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  to  night  I  find  that 
two  or  three  hon.  Members  of  that  dis- 
tinguished Party  have  entirely  turned 
over  a  new  leaf  and  seem  to  be 
anxious  to  bring  about  areform  of  crimi- 
nal procedure  in  favour  of  the  prisoner. 
I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  that  change 
has  taken  place,  and  I  trust  it  will  go 
on  developmg  until  these  hon.  Members 
became  once  more  real  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
when  I  see  the  attitude  of  hon.  Mem- 
bere  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  I 
am  also  filled  with  suspicion,  because  I 
amtoldbyanold  Parliamentary  hand  that 
theyare  generally  wrong.  Ihavegreat  re- 
spect for  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Elgin  Burghs  (Mr,  Asher)  ;  but  giving 
fuU  weight  to  that  respect  whilst  tistea- 
ing  to  his  argumeuts,!  must  say  I  think 
the  objections  to  this  clause  are  so  great 
that  I  cannot  hut  wonder  at  anyone  in 
this  House  having  any  doubt  upon  the 


>v  Google 


Thici 


{July  12,  1887} 


sm. 


610 


Eoint.  It  is  all  very  welt  for  the  right 
on.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  to  pat 
the  matter  as  aquestion  of  the  convenience 
ofjurora.  That  ia  not  the  question.  The 
important  queetion  ia  the  right  of  chal- 
lenge, and  anyone  who  has  had  experi- 
ence of  triale  knows  that  very  often  the 
right  is  not  exercieed  until  the  moment 
before  the  prisonar  ia  put  upon  his 
trial.  I  tell  the  House  that  the  pro- 
msal  that  the  ri^ht  of  challenge  la  to 
be  put  on  the  footing  of  ais  daya'  notice 
by  post  to  he  aent  by  aome  agent  sis 
daya  before  the  trial  ia,  to  my  mind,  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  things  which 
have  ever  heen  proposed.  And  to  say 
that  this  is  a  proper  hour  of  the  night 
at  which  to  discuss  such  a  question  is  to 
adrauce  a  proposition  I  do  not  agree 
with.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  moat 
important  queation,  involving  aa  it  doea 
the  right  of  challenge  ;  and  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Uember  for  In vem ess- shire 
(M!r.  Fraser-filackintoab].  I  am  satia- 
fied  that  if  the  clause  is  permitted  to 
atand  it  will  have  an  important  effect  in 
limiting  the  right  of  challenge. 

Mb.  a.  It.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh): 
I  would  ^oint  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  a  good  many 
of  ua  have  heen  trying  to  improve  the 
criminal  procedure  in  Scotland  long  be- 
fore the  hon.  Member  had  a  seat  in  thia 
House.  Hon.  Members  do  not  aeem  to 
obaerve  that  what  we  are  dealing  with 
ia  the  right  of  peremptory  challenge 
only.  Everyone  who  reads  the  clause 
to  the  end  will  eee  that  a  prisoner  has  a 
right  of  challenge  as  before  for  cause 
ehown,  when  persona  come  up  to  be 
balloted  for  on  the  jury.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  spoken  represent  the 
views  of  large  places  like  Glasgow  ;  but 
I  can  say  from  my  own  knowledge  that 
in  small  places  the  burden  thrown  on 
jurymen  ia  considerable,  and  iavery  much 
complained  of.  We,  who  are  interested 
in  keeping  up  the  popularity  ot  jury 
triala  without  unneceseary  injustice  to 
the  accused,  must  see  that  no  greater 
burden  is  imposed  upon  jurors  than 
is  necessary.  I  therefore  take  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate's  view 
of  the  matter. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weatminster) :  I  have  no  wish  to  inter- 
vene in  the  diacussion  of  this  measure; 
but  tbere  has  heen  an  understanding 

YOL.  OOOXVII.    [thieo  sEWEa.'] 


entered  into  that  the  Truck  Bill  should 
be  taken  to-night,  and  ae  there  is  every 
probability  of  the  question  now  before 
the  House  occupying  a  considerable 
amount  of  time,  I  am  under  the  neces- 
sity of  moving  that  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  present  measurebe  postponed. 
It  would  not  be  reasonable  for  ua  to  poat- 
pone  the  Truck  Bill  after  having  entered 
into  an  underatanding  that  it  should  be 
taken  now.  Are  boa.  Gentlemen  pre- 
pared to  come  to  a  decision  upon  the 
matter  now  under  discussion  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
ScotlancI)  :  I  would  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  warning  that  aome  of  us  have 
a  very  strong  feeling  upon  this  matter, 
and  that  we  wish  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Then  I  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  he  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  JF.  If.  Smith.) 

Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
It  would  be  much  more  convenient  if  we 
could  divide  upon  the  clause  before 
going  on  with  the  Truck  Bill. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  So  far  aa  I  am 
concerned,  I  should  be  very  ready  to 
agree  to  a  Division  being  taken  upon 
the  point  novr  under  discussion ;  but 
hon.  Gentlemen  helow  the  Gangway 
declare  that  they  want  to  discuss  the 
point  further. 

Da.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Some  of  us 
certainly  desire  to  discuss  the  question 
further,  partiuularly  thoae  of  us  who  are 
interested  in  the  Northern  Counties  ot 
Sootland. 

Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourrud  till  Thuriday. 

TRUCK  BILL.-[Bii,i,  29fl.] 
(Jfr.   Bradlaugh,  Mr.    JFarmiaglon,   Mr.  Jeha 
Ellii,  Mr.   Arthur   Wiltiami,    Mr.    Htuiard 
Yineenl,  Mr.  Bultmimt.) 

O0N8IIIXEATI0H. 

Bill,  aa  amended,  eotuidwtd. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  riae 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  re-oommitted. 
There  are  a  number  of  Amendments 
upon  the  Paper,  some  of  which  are  of  a 
complicated  character;  and  I  assume 
that  their  disoussioa  in  Committee  will 
be  more  satisfactory  than  it  can  be 
before  the  whole  House,  inasmuch  as  it 
will  be  less  formal  and  less  aearching. 
Another  reason  for  the  Motion  I  am 
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aboat  to  make  ia  that  the  Bill,  when  in  : 
Committee,  was  so  mach  altered  as  to 
be  absolutely  unintelligible  to  anyone 
before  it  was  reprinted  ;  and  it  is  on 
that  account  that  the  clauses  now  on  the 
Paper  were  not  proposed  in  Committee. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  re- committed." — 
(Mr.  Chance.) 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  trust  the  hon.  Member  will  not  persist 
in  his  Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bit], 
which  can  only  be  fatal  to  the  measure. 
The  House  has  been  very  indulgent  with 
the  Bill;  we  have  had  it  before  us 
moroiog  after  morning.  Under  the 
circumstancoB  I  hope  he  will  not  press 
his  Motion,  which  I  shall  feel  bound  to 
resist. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABS  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
There  are  three  or  four  reasons,  in  my 
opinion,  why  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
re-committed.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  a  clause  proposed  by  an  hon.  Member 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
payment  of  w^es.  That  subject  has 
already  been  discussed  in  Committee, 
and  t  think  that  if  we  were  again  to  deal 
with  that  matter  in  Committee  it  would 
be  impoBsibls  to  pass  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  There  are  also  two  other 
clanses  relating  to  contracts,  all  of  which 
I  think  can  very  well  be  disposed  of  on 
the  Consideration.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 

Eesa  his  Motion  for  re-committal  of  the 
II. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle) :  I  would  also  add  my 
request  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  press  for  the  re-committal  of  the 
BiU. 

Me.  CHANCE :  I  think  the  sense  of 
the  House  is  against  me  on  this  Motion  ; 
and,  therefore,  as  I  have  no  desire  to 
waste  time,  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  words  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  were  in- 
tended to  have  reference  to  the  clause 
standing  in  my  name ;  but  I  may 
mention  that  my  clause  relates  only  to 
the  weeklv  payment  of  wages.  I  pro- 
pose this  Amendment  on  account  of  the 
Xr,  Chmut 


dangerons  strike  which  ooonrred  in 
Belfast.  As  a  rule,  wages  in  Ireland 
are  paid  weekly ;  but  that  is  not  the  case 
with  all  employers  in  Belfast.  This 
custom  has  produced  great  excitement 
and  social  danger,  which  reached  such  a 
pass  that  none  of  us  could  tell  at  what 
moment  it  might  break  out  into  an 
actual  riot.  I  was  appealed  to  for 
advice  in  the  circumstances,  and  I  gave 
it  that  the  men  should  return  to  work, 
and  petition  Parliament  in  the  belief 
that  they  would  get  redress.  Now  they 
have  petitioned  this  House,  and  have 
stated  that  they  are  obliged,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  practice  at  Belfast,  each 
fortnight  to  resort  to  credit,  by  which 
they  are  subject  to  loss;  thev  have  also 
pointed  out  that  if  the  employers  paid 
them  weekly  it  would  not  throw  upon 
them  any  additional  cost  for  clerks;  they 
ask  that  their  wages  should  be  paid 
weekljr,  as  other  labourers  and  artizans 
are  paid  in  Ireland ;  and  I  have  reason 
to  fear  that  if  they  are  exasperated  by 
refusal  of  their  demands  they  may 
resort  again  to  strike,  from  which  danger 
might  result.  My  own  opinion  on  the 
subject  may  be  gathered  from  the 
Amendment  I  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper.  From  the  other  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  and  from  what  I  am  informed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfaat 
(Mr.  De  Cobain),  whom  I  have  con- 
sulted, and  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  I 
claim  that  there  is  unity  of  feeling  in 
Ireland  on  the  subject  of  weekly  pay- 
ment of  wages ;  so  much  so,  that  I  shall 
be  surprised  if  any  one  Member  for  Ire- 
land raises  any  objection  to  this  proposal. 
I  claim  that  you  should  consider  the 
wishes  of  Irish  Members  in  this  respect, 
and  give  them  the  same  effect  as  they 
would  have  if  we  had  a  Parliament  of 
our  own,  in  which  the  principle  I  ad- 
vocate would  undoubtedly  be  adopted, 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  a  few  days  ago,  whether  the 
clause  would  be  accepted  in  the  event  of 
there  being  a  general  agreement  >ith 
regard  to  it ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  his  accustomed  ingenuity,  in- 
formed me  that,  if  my  facts  were  proved 
and  there  was  unanimity,  it  would  have 
its  effect  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment. For  my  own  part,  I  should  have 
no  objection  to  the  payment  of  the  bulk 
of  the  wages  in  a  week  and  Uie  balance 
at  the  end  of  a  fortnight. 
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New  OlauBs: — In  page  1,  after  Clause 
2,  insert  the  folloving  Clause: — 
(Weekly  pByment  of  wages  in  Ireland.) 

"Where  a  workman  it  employed  in  Ireland 
for  wages  calculated  by  time,  the  period  o(  the 
payment  of  such  wages  shall  be  weekly,"— (^i'. 
Sexlim.) 
—hrougit  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  propoeed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mil.  T.  W.  ETJSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  ventuie  to  think  that,  whatever  hon< 
Members  below  the  Qangwaj'  represent 
in  this  Houae,  the;  have  very  little 
claim  to  be  Hepreseutatives  of  the  com- 
merce of  Ireland ;  but  I  wish  to  put  the 
oase  from  a  commercial  point  of  view. 
I  have  Btudied  this  question  of  strikes  iu 
Belfast,  and  have  looked  at  both  sides 
of  the  oontroversy.  I  think,  on  consi- 
deration, the  HouBo  will  admit  that  the 
shipbuilding  trade  in  Belfast  is  suffi- 
ciently handicapped,  without  having  an 
additional  burden  cast  upon  it.  Ship- 
builders in  Belfast  have  to  import  all 
their  iron  and  coal,  and  pa;  freight, 
which  does  not  fall  upon  English  and 
Scotch  shipbuilders.  The  bon.  Member 
proposes  that  wages  should  be  paid 
weekly.  The  present  practice  is  to  pa; 
the  wages  fortnightl; ;  there  is  what  is 
called  a  blind  Monday  and  a  pa;  Mon- 
day, and  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
the  returns  for  the  blind  Monday  show 
a  very  much  less  number  of  absentees 
than  the  Monday  on  which  wages  are 
paid.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Member. 

Mb.  BEAD  LAUGH  (Northampton): 
When  this  Bill  was  originally  drawn  it 
did  not  regard  the  time  for  payment  of 
wages,  my  notion  of  a  Truck  Bill  being 
that  it  should  provide  simply  for  the 
payment  of  wages  in  cash.  I  have  no 
wish  to  oppose  the  clause  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sexton),  espe- 
cially aa  it  is  generally  supported  b; 
Irish  Members,  and  the  objections  to 
weekly  payments  have  aolely  related  to 
England  and  Wales ;  but  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  it  comes  within  the  limits  of  a 
Truck  Act  to  legislate  on  this  matter. 

Tbb  ATTOIfflEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiOHABD  Wkbstbr)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
I  agree  that,  strictly  speaking,  the  ques- 
tion of  weekly,  fortnightly,  or  other  pay 
ia  not  directly  connected  with  thequestion 
of  truck.  The  principle  of  legislation 
in  respect  of  trace,  as  we  onderstand  it, 


IB  the  due  payment  of  wages  ia  money 
without  deduction  of  an;  kind.  When 
it  waa  pointed  out  that  au  evil  existed 
with  regard  to  the  time  of  payment,  I 
did  my  best  to  frame  a  clause  to  meet 
the  case.  But  I  found  the  greatest  diffi- 
oultyinmyway.  There  are  upon  the  ques* 
tion  of  pay  four  or  five  different  clauses 
bearing  on  the  question  to  be  considered, 
and  Ipoint  out  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Sexton)  that  his  clause  only  refers  to  a 
part  of  a  great  question.  Of  course,  if 
the  House  feels  that  it  is  in  a  position  to 
deal  with  this  isolated  matter  of  the  em* 
ploymeut  of  workmen  or  payment  of 
wages  by  time  in  Ireland,  I  sDall  ofTer 
no  objection.  If  hon.  Members  can  agree 
upon  a  clause  to  be  put  into  the  Bill, 
well  and  good ;  but,  otherwise,  I  think 
the  result  would  be  that  the  Bill  would 
not  become  law.  We  hope,  however, 
that  both  England  and  Ireland  will  gain 
the  advantage  of  the  work  that  has 
already  been  done,  and  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Membernotto  press  this  clause,  un- 
less be  feels  that  he  can  satisfy  the  House 
that  they  ought  to  deal  with  the  par- 
ticular point  which  it  involves.  Of  course, 
the  question  is  much  narrowed  in  the 
clause  b;  its  limitation  to  Ireland ;  but 
I  think,  notwithstanding  that,  it  would 
be  wiser  to  reserve  even  that  part  of  the 
subject  to  a  belter  opportunity,  and  that 
we  should  endeavour  to  pass  the  Bill 
as  it  DOW  stands,  without  reference  to 
the  question  of  wages. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  am 
afrud  the  Attorney  General  has  for- 
gotten the  title  of  the  Bill  which  we  are 
now  discussing.  It  is  a  Bill  not  only 
to  amend,  but  to  extend  the  law  relating 
to  truck.  It  is  clearly  the  object  of  the 
Bill  that  the  workman  should  get  his 
wages  put  into  his  hands  in  the  way 
that  will  most  benefit  him.  By  the  de- 
ferring of  his  wages  the  workman  is 
forced  to  get  credit,  and  he  can  only  get 
credit  at  certain  places,  which  are  pro- 
bably connected  with  the  works  at  which 
he  IB  employed,  and  in  that  way  the 
object  of  the  Act  is  defeated.  We,  on 
these  Benches,  have  been  told  that  we 
have  very  little  claim  to  represent  the 
commerce,of  Ireland ;  but  I  may  remark 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  says  that 
represents  but  a  small  agricultural  con< 
Btituenoy,  whereas  the  Mover  of  this 
Amendment  is  the  Bepreaentatire  of  the 

?;rsat  commercial  oonstituency  of  Bel- 
ast.     I  myself  happen  to  know  some- 
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thing  about  tbe  shipbuilding  trada,  and 
about  Belfast,  where  it  ia  largely  carried 
on.  The  hon.  Gentleman  does  notaeem 
to  be  aware  that  there  are  at  present 
nine  ressela  of  over  3,000  tons  building 
there,  and  that  the  yard  has  aln-ays 
plenty  to  do.  The  hon.  Member  haa 
told  us  that  there  is  a  great  difference 
between  the  attendance  of  workmen  as 
between  the  blind  Monday  and  the  pay 
Monday.  I  think  the  only  logical  coO' 
elusion  that  can  be  drawn  from  the  argu- 
ment of  tbe  bon.  Member  is,  that  it 
TOuld  be  better  not  to  pay  the  workman 
any  money  at  all.  The  definition  of 
"workman"  in  the  Sill  is,  that  it  in- 
oludea  any  workman  as  defined  by  the 
Employers  aud  Workmen's  Act  of  1875 
andl  would  pointout  to  the  House  that  ai 
agricultural  labourer  or  servant  is  not  a 
workman  within  that  definition  ;  and  I 
defy  the  Attorney  General,  or  any  other 
Member  of  this  House,  to  get  up  and  aay 
that  the  definition  of  tbe  term  "  work- 
man" in  this  Bill,  or  the  Truck  Act, 
would  include  agricultural  labourers. 
The  definition  only  includes  men  who  do 
manual  labour.  The  workmen  in  Bel- 
fast are  paid  wages  calculated  by  time, 
and  the  case  of  the  opponents  of  the 
olauae  is  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pay  the  men  every  seven  days.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  opponents  of 
tiie  clause  to  give  a  single  example  of 
workmen  being  paid  in  Ireland,  except 
at  Belfast,  at  a  greater  interval  than  a 
week.  I  also  defy  tbe  opponents  of  the 
clause  to  point  out  a  single  case,  except 
that  of  this  shipbuilding  yard  in  Belfast, 
where  fortnightly  payment  exists,  and 
where  this  clause  would  work  any 
harm.  That  being  so,  and  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Ireland  being  unanimous 
upon  the  point — I  believe  there  is  only 
one  Bepresentative,  and  that  of  an  agri- 
cultural constituency,  who  opposes  this 
clause — why  should  we  not  be  entitled 
to  have  our  way?  There  ia  another 
reason.  It  is  a  simple  reason,  but  still 
an  important  one ;  and  it  is  this — 
6,000  flange  workmen  have  been  out  on 
strike.  They  have  a  considerable  griev- 
ance, and  nothing  could  be  more  satis- 
factory to  them,  especially  at  tbia  period 
of  July,  than  that  a  message  should  go 
from  Uiie  House  to  the  effect  that  their 
reasonable  claim  is  to  bo  dealt  with 
fairly  and  squarely.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  such  a  message  as  tbe  adoption  of 
this  clause  were  sent,  we  should  hear 
Mr.Chatur 


little  of  rioting  by  these  men  during  the 
coming  week.  I  hope  all  these  circum- 
stances will  be  considered,  and  that  for 
tbe  sake  of  fair  play  and  justice  tho 
House  will  agree  to  the  clause. 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kinq-Habman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
I  abould  like  to  say  a  very  few  words  in 
contrndiction  of  the  statement  that  the 
Irish  Members  are  unanimous  in  favour 
of  tbe  clause. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Yon  are  not  an  Irish 
Member. 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
finish  my  sentence.  The  hnn.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir 
James  Oorry),  who  has  more  knowledge, 
perhaps,  of  the  shipbuilding  interest  and 
of  the  commercial  aspect  of  Belfast  than 
any  other  Member,  is  most  distinctly 
opposed  to  the  adoption  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Ho  pays  hia  own 
workmen  weekly. 

OoLONBL  KING-HARMAN:  That 
may  be  so.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr,  DeOobain}  ia  also  in  favour 
of  the  rejection  of  the  clauao.  I  only 
quote  the  opinion  of  two  Members,  who 
certainly  have  more  knowledge,  or  quite 
as  much,  of  the  commercial  concerns  of 
Ireland  as  anyone  else,  to  prove  that  the 
Irish  Representativea  are  not  unanimous 
in  favour  of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  De  Oobain)  is  opposed  to 
my  clause.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  has  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper,  providing 
that  workmen  in  Ireland,  engaged  by 
time,  shall  be  paid  weekly. 

Sm  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Caatle)  ;  The  hon.  and  learned  At< 
tomey  General  opposes  the  discussion  of 
tbe  clause,  or  opposes  the  discussion  of 
tbe  wage  question  at  all,  in  order  to 
simplify  the  Bill,  and  to  secure  its  enact- 
ment. Now,  with  regard  to  the  questioa 
of  wages  I  have  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
perisnce.and  certainly  my  ownview  is  very 
much  in  favour  of  the  payment  of  weekly 
wages.  At  the  same  time,  such  payment 
ia  not  universal.  It  is  universal  in  Ire- 
land except  in  one  or  two  cases.  Are  we 
going  to  pass  this  clause  in  order  to  force 
one  or  two  firms,  who  have  good  reason^ 
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of  their  own  for  paying  fortnightly,  into 
the  plan  which  is  followed  by  everyone 
else?  I  am  afraid  that  if  once  we  get 
into  the  qnestioa  of  the  payment  of 
wages  we  shall  quaeh  my  hon.  Friend's 
Bill  altogether.  1  have  a  clause  which 
relates  to  the  question  of  the  payment 
of  wages  and  the  credit  to  be  given ;  but 
I  am  quite  prepared,  if  it  is  the  wish  of 
the  HooBO  and  of  the  OoTernment,  to 
withdraw  the  clause  altogether.  Let  me 
point  out  that  the  question  of  fortnightly 
wages  is  not  so  much  one  of  credit ;  be- 
cause as  soon  as  a  man  gets  a  sovereign 
there  is  no  question  of  credit  at  all.  The 
advantage  of  weekly  wages  is  that, 
generally  speaking,  it  is  better  for  a  man 
to  have  less  money  in  his  hands  every 
week  than  to  have  double  the  amount 
in  his  hands  every  fortnight.  I  doubt 
whether  it  is  proper  to  discuss  this  ques- 
lioQ  Upon  this  Bill.  I  am  very  much 
afraid  that  the  questioa  would  lead  to 
endless  discussion,  and  that  my  hon. 
Friend's  Bill  would,  in  consequence,  go 
to  the  wall. 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) :  As 
an  employer  of  labour,  I  desire  to  say 
it  is  almost  the  universal  practice  for  the 
employers  of  labour  in  Ireland  to  pay 
their  emploi/h  weekly.  In  almost  every 
trade  with  which  I  am  connected  that  is 
the  practice.  Uy  own  firm  adheres  to 
that  rule,  and,  moreover,  pay  their  em- 
phyi%  on  the  Friday,  instead  of  on  the 
Saturday.  In  no  case  has  it  been  found 
that  an  tmployi  suffered  by  receiving  his 
wages  on  the  Friday.  I  think  it  would 
be  exceedingly  wrong  that  there  should 
be  any  departure  from  the  present 
system  of  payment.  I  believe  that  the 
departure  from  that  system  would  lead 
to  the  demoralization  of  the  people  and 
of  the  poor  workers  of  Ireland ;  for  if 
they  are  obliged  to  wait  for  their  wages 
for  a  fortnight  and  then  get  a  lump  sum, 
they  will  spend  their  earnings  in  a 
manner  wliicii  will,  perhaps,  not  he  bene- 
ficial to  their  households.  I  consider  it 
would  lead  to  the  general  welfare  of  the 
poor  workers  of  Ireland  that  they  should 
be  paid  weekly;  and,  therefore,  I  strongly 
and  firmly  support  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Mb. 'i'OMLINSON (Preston):  Idesi; 
to  urge  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
House  one  point  which  is  of  great  im- 
portance. The  subject-matter  of  the  Bill 
is  not  the  period  for  paying  wages, 
but  solely  the  mode  of  paying  them. 


The  whole  scope  of  the  Bill  is  to 
perfect  the  law  and  place  heavy  penal- 
ties upon  those  who  pay  wages  in 
any  other  way  than  in  the  current 
coin  of  the  realm.  This  clause  is  an 
attempt  to  control  the  making  of  con- 
tracts as  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed. The  questioa  is  one  full  of 
diffloulty,  and  we  are  not  in  a  position 
to  deal  with  it.  We  have  no  evidence 
before  us  to  show  how  it  will  work  in 
different  cases.  I  think  it  is  very  desir- 
able that,  in  general,  wages  should  be 
paid  weekly  ;  out  in  a  great  many  cases 
weekly  wages  may  be  impracticable.  I 
think  that  the  wisest  course  would  be  to 
leave  the  whole  question  of  the  period 
of  payment  over  until  next  Session, 
and  then  let  a  Bill  be  brought  in,  or  let 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  take 
evidence  and  see  what  fair  restrictions 
may  be  imposed.  If  a  Bill  is  brought  in, 
then  let  that  Bill  he  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  I  think  it  is  clear  we  can 
only  deal  with  the  question  effectively 
by  taking  evidence  in  regard  to  it.  Cer- 
tainly, if  the  House  desires  that  this 
Bill  uhould  be  passedduricgthe  present 
Session,  it  is  as  well  that  such  questiouB 
as  these  should  not  be  raised  upon  it. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &o.)i  Ihave 
had  some  experience  in  connection  with 
general  business  in  Belfast ;  and  I  have 
built  ships  with  Messrs.  Harland  and 
Woolf,  whose  shipbuilding  works  have 
been  referred  to.  We  have  always  paid 
wages  weekly,  and  I  have  a  very  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  that  principle  gene- 
rally. But  if  thbre  is  another  practice 
elsewhere,  there  generally  is  a  good 
reason  for  It.  The  reason  I  believe  why 
Messrs.  Harland  and  Woolf  pay  fort- 
nightly and  not  weekly  is  that  the  bulk 
of  the  wages  they  have  to  pay  is  calcu- 
lated upon  piecework.  Now,  piecework 
cannot  be  touched  by  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton).  The  clause  would  have  the 
efi'ect  of  bringing  about  two  difiisrent 
systems  of  payment  in  the  one  establish- 
ment. There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
there  has  been  good  reason  for  fortnightly 
payment  in  the  past,  and  I  believe  we 
would  do  injury  to  this  business  whioh 
has  been  established  in  Belfast,  and 
which  is  now  being  conducted  under 
great  difficulties  there,  if  we  ventured  to 
interfere  by  legislative  action  with  the 
method  of  payment  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  euterprizing  and  able 
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men  at  the  bead  of  this  eatablishment. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Uembei  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  will  not  prese  this 
clause,  simply  for  the  reason  that  he  will 
ba  interfering  with  one  of  the  few  new 
industries  that  have  been  established  in 
Ireland,  and  which  has  dons  something 
in  the  midst  of  the  decay  of  so  many 
other  Irieb  indnetries  to  imprors,  en- 
large, and  advance  its  prosperity. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Sco'Iand):  Myhon.Friend(Ur.Seston) 
is  quite  unable  to  accept  the  suggestion 
that  he  should  withdraw  his  clause. 
There  was  a  strike  in  Belfast,  which 
developed  into  a  disturbance  of  the 
public  peace.  There  were  no  less  than 
6,000  men  thrown  out  of  work,  and  those 
men  appealed  to  my  bon.  I'riend  for  his 
advice.  His  advice  to  them  was  that 
Aey  should  state  their  case  to  the 
House,  and  he  thought  that  it  would 
receive  the  careful  attention  of  bon. 
Members.  The  men  returned  to  their 
work;  but  the  cousideration  upon  which 
they  did  return  was  that  my  hon. 
Friend  would  bring  their  case  before  the 
House,  and  press  it  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen.  Under  these 
circumstances,  my  hon.  Friend  would  be 
guilty  of  nothing  short  of  a  breach  of 
faith  with  these  men  if  he  did  not  press 
this  matter  upon  the  House.  So  far  as 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  is 
concerned,  I  think  I  have  given  a  rea- 
son by  which  my  hon.  Friend  is  entirely 
precluded  from  withdrawing  it.  Now, 
I  must  express  my  gratitude  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Hichard  Webster)  discussed  this 
matter.  So  far  as  I  understood  his  ob- 
servations, they  came  to  this — that  if 
there  was  a  strong  and  particularly 
unanimous  opinion  on  the  part  of  Irish 
Members  in  favour  of  this  proposal,  he 
would  not  persist  in  any  opposition  to 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  [Ur.  Matthews)  replied  prac- 
tically to  the  same  effect,  as  be  said  that 
if  there  was  unanimity  amongst  the 
Irish  Members  on  this  question  the  Go- 
vernment would  favourably  consider  it. 
That  in  Parliamentary  phraseology 
means,  of  course,  that  they  would  ac- 
cede to  our  demand. 

9iE  EIOHAHD  WEBSTER :  What 
I  said  was  that  if  the  House  considered 
it  right  to  deal  with  this  question  I 
would  offer  no  opposition ;  hut  I  added 
that  I  certainly  did  aot  tbink  it  desir- 
Jfr.  Sinclair 


able  to  deal  widi  this  matter  upon  this 
BiU. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  do  not 
think,  after  all,  that  my  interpretation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ob> 
nervations  was  very  unfair.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel 
Eing-Harman)  quoted  the  opinion  of 
two  Irish  Members  in  opposition  to  the 
clause ;  but,  strange  to  say,  one  of  those 
Irish  Members,  as  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sextan)  painted  out,  adopts  the  practice 
which  my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to  make 
universal.  Now.  as  to  the  second  Irish 
Member,  the  statement  of  his  opinion  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  was  tra- 
remed  by  the  fact  that  he  has  actually 
placed  upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment 
to  the  very  effect  of  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  May  1 
be  allowed  to  explain.  I  meant  to  men- 
tion the  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfast, 
and  not  East  Belfast.  It  was  a  slip  of 
the  tongue. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Belfast  pays  his  men  weekly. 

OoLosEL  KINQ-HABMAN:  I  am 
well  aware  of  that,  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber informs  me  that  he  is  against  weekly 
payment  being  made  compulsory. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  think  there 
is,  practically,  unanimity  amongst  the 
Irish  Members  on  this  point.  I  attach 
no  importance  whatever  to  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell).  The  pre- 
tensions of  that  hon.  Gentleman  are  get- 
ting a  Little  too  large.  Why,  he  is  not 
content  to  stand,  as  he  did  this  evening, 
as  a  mighty  minotaw,  threatening  boUi 
the  Government  and  the  Irish  Party; 
but  now  be,  the  Representative  of  a 
rural  coustituenoy,  opposes  the  wishes 
of  the  workers  in  town,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  he  imagines  be  adorns  evei7thicg 
he  touches;  but  I  wish  he  would  leave 
some  slice  of  Irish  affairs  outside  the 
Scotch  purview  of  Ms  psrfervid  elo- 
quence. Another  objection  has  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Sinclair)  ;  but  hia 
objection  is  more  tenable.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  some  acquaintance  with 
the  matter,  while  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  is  absolutely  ignorant 
with  regard  to  it;  but  I  think,  on  con- 
sideration, the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sin- 
clair) will  Gnd  his  objection  cannot  ba 
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Buatained.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  is,  no 
doabt,  well  acquainted  with  the  prac- 
tice in  the  yard  of  UesBra.  Laiid 
Brothers.  The  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  is,  that  there  are  two  classes  of 
labour  in  this  shipbuilding  yard  at  Bel- 
fast ;  that  one  class  of  men  is  paid  by 
piece  and  the  other  class  by  time ;  and 
that  if  we  pass  the  proposal  of  my  hon 
Friend  we  shall  hare  two  systems  of 
payment.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  yard  of  Messts.  Laird 
Brothers  there  are  the  two  classes  of 
workers  and  two  systems  of  payment. 
In  fact,  I  understand  that  wages  are 
paid  weekly  in  the  case  of  time  em- 
ployment, and  fortnightly  in  the  case  of 
piece  employment,  in  most  of  the  ship- 
yards of  the  country.  For  all  these 
reasons  I  hope  the  House  will  accept 
the  clause  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Tub  SECHETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
EAITY  (Mr.  Fohwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  I  cannot  allow  this  question 
to  pass  without  a  few  words.  This 
clause  means  an  interference  with  en- 
gagements made  by  one  firm,  and  one 
firm  only.  We  are  proposing  to  deal 
with  this  firm  without  giving  them  auy 
notice,  or  any  opportunity  of  beiug 
heard  through  any  Member  of  the 
House.  That  firm  employs  a  large 
number  of  men — I  believe  something 
like  6,000.  They  hare  recently  opened 
large  engineering  works.  They  have 
to  compete  in  the  manufacture  of  their 
engines  with  engineers  in  Glasgow,  with 
firms  who  pay  the  men  in  their  employ 
by  the  fortnight.  Why  should  Messrs. 
Harland  and  Woolf,  because  they  live 
in  Belfast,  be  interfered  with,  and  made 
to  pay  their  tmphyii  in  a  different 
manner  to  their  competitors  ?  It  is  true 
that  in  other  firms  the  lower  class  of 
workmen — those,  for  instance,  who  are 
paid  a  guinea  a-week— get  their  money 
sooner;  but  the  men  wIlo  receive  35f. 
and  40».  a-week  get  their  pay  fort- 
nightly. The  clause  says  uiat  the 
period  of  payment  for  such  wages  shall 
DG  weekly.  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  proprietors  of  any  large 
works  to  prepare  a  pay  sheet  for  6,(100 
men,  and  pay  them  the  very  day  after 
the  wages  are  due.  If  this  were  passed, 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  produce 
confusion. 

An  hon.  Mehber  :  As  a  Member  of 
the  Admiral^,  will  the  bon.  Gentleman 


Mb.  FOEWOOD  :  In  the  Dockyards 
they  pay  their  staff  weekly.  The  books 
are  made  up  on  the  Tuesd^,  and  the 
men  are  paid  on  the  Friday  follow- 
ing. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
presume,  as  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
whole  of  his  speech,  we  may  take  it  that 
his  statement  has  been  sent  to  him  by 
Messrs.  Harland  and  Woolf  to  be  read. 

Mb.  FOEWOOD :  I  bad  not  a  word 
of  notes  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  Then  I  was  mistaken. 
I  was  probably  led  into  the  mistake  by 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  kept 
his  eyes  on  the  paper.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  Messrs.  Harland 
and  Woolf  against  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. Though  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Qenetal  said 
that  some  other  persons  were  in  a  simi- 
lar position  to  Messrs.  Harland  and 
Woolf,  he,  personally,  was  not  in  favour 
of  it.  Well,  the  Irish  Members  are 
willing  to  agree  to  anything  that  is 
generally  satisfactory,  and  will  not  do 
auy  injury  to  anyone.  Therefore,  if  the 
Attorney  General  does  not  speak  in  a 
positive  manner,  as  representing  the 
Government,  the  House,  I  trust,  will  bo 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  However  much  we  may 
prefer  to  have  this  clause  for  other 
people  than  those  referred  to,  we  may 
rest  assured  that  it  will  not  prej  udidally 
affect  other  firms.  It  will  do  no  harm 
whatever ;  it  will  not  affect  anything  in 
England ;  and,  that  being  so,  the  matter 
becomes  purely  one  of  Irish  legislation. 
We  have  shown  that  it  ia  the  practice 
throughout  the  wholelengtb  and  breadth 
of  Ireland  to  ^ay  weekly.  Hon. 
Members  who  object  to  it  cannot  point 
to  any  but  a  single  case  in  Ireland 
where  fortnightly  payments  are  made. 
Well  now,  Sir,  the  shipbuilding  yards 
on  the  Tyne  and  elsewhere  pay  weekly 
wages ;  and  I  will  point  out  to  the 
House  the  danger  of  refusing  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
do  it  seriously.  I  quite  admit,  as  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  that  this  trade  baa 
developed  very  largely  in  Ireland,  and 
that  it  is  a  very  important  factor  in  the 
commercial  prospects  of  the  country. 
As  surely  as  this  Amendment  is  refused 
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ivill  thoee  men  go  on  strike  again,  and 
from  information  wbich  has  been  sup- 
plied to  mo  I  am  eonTincod  that  if  they 
ao  the  strike  will  be  much  mote  serious 
than  bon.  Qentlemen  seem  to  consider. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Government  will 
have  to  meet  with  the  excitement  and 
anger  of  people  who  will  think  that  they 
hare  been  tnoked  by  this  House.  They 
may  be  wrong ;  but  they  certainly 
clearly  understood  that  the  answer  of 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  upon  this  subject,  some  time 
ago,  was  an  answer  favourable  to  their 
position.  That  being  so,  these  6,000 
men  will  look  upon  it  that  tbey  have 
been  tricked  by  the  Home  Secretary. 
That  is  the  frame  of  mind  in  which  they 
will  enter  on  a  strike  again.  I  would 
aak  what  was  the  result  of  strikes 
Ireland  in  former  times  ?  Why,  the 
suit  of  strikes  has  been  to  drive  away 
the  whole  of  the  trade  from  the  coun- 
try— it  has  been  driven  away,  and  it  has 
never  come  back.  If  you  refuse  this 
Amendment — which  you  hare  it,  on  the 
authorityofthebon.Qentlemanin  charge 
of  the  Bill,  does  not  affect  orinjure  anyone 
in  the  least  degree — and  when  you  have 
it  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  does 
not  object  to  it,  if  the  House  does  not, 
and  when  you  have  proof  from  the  good- 
natured  silence  of  hon.  Gentlemen  gene- 
rally that  the  House  is  content  to  follow 
the  system  pointed  out  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  eay  that  by  resisting  this 
Amendment  you  will  be  placing  in  jeo- 
pardy one  of  the  best  industries  in  Ire- 
land, and  will  be  bringing  about  strikes 
of  a  character  such  aa  you  have  never 
had  before  in  that  country.  What  pains 
me  more  than  anything  else  is  that 
you  are  putting  in  jeopardy  this  trade 
— that  you  are  incurring  a  possibility 
of  absolute  loss  to  this  trade  in  Ireland, 
which  will  be  an  injury  ten  times  AS  great 
as  any  which  could  be  effected  by  the  in- 
troduction of  such  an  Amendment  as  that 
proposed. 

CoLOKKL  GUNTER  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash) :  I  would  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  if  they  have  no  agri- 
cultural labourers  in  Ireland  ?  Because 
what  I  understand  is,  that  it  would  be 
easy  to  accept  this  Amendment  if  it  only 
ap^ied  to  Belfast.  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  in  England,  for  agricul- 
tural purposes,  men  are  very  frequently 


there  are  no  men  in  the  same  category 
in  Ireland  who  will  be  passed  over  it  we 
adopt  this  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  MUEPHY  ( Dublin,  8t.  Patrick's): 
The  hon.  Member  asks  if  there  are 
labourers  employed  by  the  year  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  answer  him  that  there  are 
labourers  so  employed  in  that  country, 
employed  by  the  year  and  by  the  quarter. 
This  discussion  is  continued  as  if  the 
matter  in  hand  related  only  to  Belfast; 
but  my  opinion  is  that  it  relates  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  I  rise  just  for  the 
moment  to  n)eak  on  behalf  of  the  work- 
ing classes  uiroughout  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. The  custom  of  paying  weekly 
wages  is  not  altogether  universal 
throughout  the  rest  of  Ireland,  although 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Birr  Division 
of  King's  Uounty  (Mr.  Molloy)  seems  to 
suppose  BO.  la  works  in  which  I  myself 
have  been  engaged — railway  and  publio 
works— the  custom  ia  to  pay  fortnightly, 
rather  than  weekly,  sometimes  to  the 
great  advantage  of  the  working  classes. 
The  reason  I  interpose  in  this  debate  at 
this  late  hour  is  that  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  I  employ  sometimes  from  1,000 
to  2,000  men  in  districts  extending  over 
30  or  40  miles,  and  that  I  experience  no 
difficulty  in  paying  my  men  by  the  week. 
I  wish  to  Bay  this  as  representing  an 
industrial  conetituenoy,  and  as  having 
had  such  experience. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.) :  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  one  moment ;  but 
I  desire  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment.  As  an  employer  of  labour, 
connected  with  the  shipbuilding  industry 
which  has  been  so  frequently  referred  to, 
I  wish  to  express  approval  of  the  system 
of  paying  men,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but 
"  over  England,  weekly  wages.    So  far 

the  shipbuilding  trade  is  concerned, 
there  can  be  no  possible  difficulty  in 
payingthemen  by  the  week.  Thepractice 
of  my  firm  for  many  yearshas  been  to  make 
up  the  men's  wages  on  the  Thursday 
evening,  and  pay  them  on  the  Friday. 
I  attach  great  importance  to  the  men 
being  paid  on  Friday,  so  as  to  give  their 
wives  an  opportunity  of  going  to  market 
on  the  Saturday,  which  they  cannot  en- 
joy if  the  men  are  paid  late  on  Saturday 
evening.  I  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  this  system  of  weekly  payment  will 
be  obtained  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom.     I  think  a  man  should 


hired  by  the  yearand  paid  yearlywages?   receive  his  wages  as  Boon  after  he  haa 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  if  earned  thom  as  possible. 


Mr,  Volioy 
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Mb.  sexton  :  Ab  a.  matter  of  fact, 
I  do  Dot  think  the  agricultural  labourer 
vould  come  under  this  Amendment  at 
all.  ["Tes,  yea!"]  Well,  it  doesnot 
matter.  I  knov  that  domestic  aervaDte 
and  agricultural  labourers  are  paid  at 
longer  intervals  than  once  a  week,  and 
I  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  those 
persons.  I  shall  be  glad  to  alter  the 
word  "workman"  in  my  Amendment 
by  ioserting  "  mechanic  "  or  "  artizan." 

Qaestion  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  121 ;  Noes 
69  :  Majority  52.— (DIt.  List,  No.  296.) 
[2.20  A.M.T 

Clause  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Ulauss  be  added  to  the 
Bill." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  the  said 
proposed  Clanse,  to  insert  after  "  work- 
man" the  words  "other  than  servants 
or  busbandmen." 

Question,  to  insert  those  words,  put, 
and  agrttd  la. 

Claueo,  as  amended,  agr*ed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Sia  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle)  moved  to  insert  a  new 
clause,  in  lieu  of  Clause  3. 

New  Clause : — 

[Wages  of  Trorkmeu.) 

"  The  wages  of  a  workmsn,  whether  he 
paid  according  to  the  work  dona,  or  according 
totbetimednriag  which  he  is  employed,  ahall 
accrue  das  and  be  payable  as  foUowa  (that  is  to 
•ay):— 

"  (a,)  ThowagestfaaUacomodaflfoitDightly, 
or  at  euch  leag  interrals  ol  time  as  may  be 
proTided  by  the  contract ; 

"  (b.)  The  wages  shall,  aave  as  hereinafter 


fortnight  in  which  they  accrue  due,  or  at 
Buch  leaa  intervals  of  time  as  may  be  pro- 
vided by  the  contract ; 

"  (o.)  In  the  case  of  wages  that  are  not  pud 
within  the  week  in  which  they  accme  dae, 
it  sball  be  lawful  for  any  workman,  during 
the  first  six  weeka  of  hie  employment,  to 
obtain,  at  Uie  end  of  each  weeli  in  which 
there  would  otherwise  be  no  payment  due 
to  him,  a  fair  and  reasonable  sum  as  sub- 
sistence money,  such  snm  being  e^ual  to  at 
Isaat  fifty  per  centom  ol  the  Bam  it  is  esti- 
mated will  have  accrued  to  him  during 
■nch  week ; 

"  (d.)  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  apply 
to  the  payment  of  money  due  to  any  work< 
man  employed  in  or  about  any  slate  quarry. 


tntct  is  for  periodical  Bettlemeota,  dspen- 
dent  on  the  work  perforined  oc  the  quan- 
tity obtained,  provided  that  such  settle- 
ments are  made  within  quarterly  periods, 
and  fair  and  reasonable  advances  of  snb> 
sislenoe  money  are  contracted  to  be  mode 
from  time  to  time  to  the  workmen.  Bach 
payments  having  relation  to  Uie  work  tiiat 
it  is  estimated  such  workmen  will  havo 
performed ; 

"  (e.)  Where  wages  which  have  accrued  due, 
but  are  not  yet  payable,  are  paid  in  ad- 
vance, no  profit,  diBCODnt.  or  interest  shall 
be  charged  on  such  advance  ; 

"  (1,)  The  employer  shall  comply  with  this 
section,  and  shall  not  take  any  profit,  or 
diacouot,  or  interest,  or  make  any  charge 
or  deduction  whatover,  or  impose  any  con- 
dition for  or  in  reapect  of  any  payment  of 
part  of  wages  required  to  be  made  by  this 
svcUoDi 

"  (2.)  Every  contract  made  in  cantravention 
of  this  section  shall,  so  far  as  it  ia  so  in 
contravention,  be  illegal  and  void,  and  the 
workman  may  recover  his  wages  under 
such  contract  as  if  the  illegal  portion 
thereof  had  been  made  in  conformity  with 
this  section ; 

"(3.)  Every  employer  who,  by  himself  or  his 
agent,  acts  in  contravention  of  this  section, 
shall  be  liable  to  the  penalties  impoaed  by 
section  nine  of  the  principal  Act,  as  if  he 
had  been  guilty  of  such  an  offence  aa  in 
that  section  mentioned," 

—brought   up,  and 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Thb  ATTOIINEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHAHD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
I  would  make  an  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  not  to  press  this  Amendment, 
the  discussion  of  which  would  occupy 
much  time. 

Mk.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
I  shall  be  obliged  to  ask  the  House  to 
negative  thepropoaalof  the  hon.  Baronet, 
because  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment  would  really  wreck  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
The  quarrymen  of  North  Wales  are 
deeply  interested  in  this  question  of 
frequent  and  regular  payment  of 
wages,  and  look  to  this  House  for  treat- 
mentof  the  question  without  delay ;  so  I 
trust  it  will  be  dealt   with  next  See- 

StOD. 

Mr.  CHANCE  (KUkenny,  8.):  I 
trust  the  hon.  Baronet  will  allow  the 
clause  to  be  withdrawn.  It  is  a  very 
long  and  complicated  clause,  and  Iknoir 
that  several  clauses  that  will  be  mled 
out  of  Order  were  on  the  Paper  whea 
this  clause  was  put  down. 
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Mb.  T0MLTN80N  (Preston) :  I  trust 
that  the  clause  will  be  dealt  with  bj  the 
House,  and  that  this  Bill  will  not  be 
eaoambered  with  it.  * 

Sib  JOBEPH  FEA.8E:  This  clause 
was  on  the  Paper  the  whole  time  during 
which  the  Bill  has  been  before  ns,  and 
it  wasonly  because  the  Bill  came  on  at  an 
nnreasODftble  hour,  and  in  my  absence, 
that  the  Amendment  was  passed  over. 
I  replaced  it,  however,  on  the  Paper  the 
moment  I  found  that  the  question  of 
wages  was  to  be  considered  on  Beport. 
I  beg  to  point  out  that  the  clause  is  well 
drawn,  and  after  much  conference  with 
the  representatives  of  both  labour  and 
capital,  and  deals  with  the  subject  com- 
pletely. I  do  object,  at  so  late  an  hour 
as  this,  to  deal  with  questions  affecting 
labour  and  capital;  but  if  we  are  to  do 
80,  then  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  press 
my  Amendment. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  The  Com- 
mittee has  Exed  weekly  wages  in  Ireland, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  unfair  to  pre- 
vent the  same  rule  applying  in  Scotland ; 
because  if  we  are  to  have  quarterly  and 
monthly  payments  as  hitherto,  a  great 
many  of  the  evils  now  existing  will  con- 
tinue. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  shall  be  glad  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Qovernment  would  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  this  question  next  Session  ? 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland. 
Wansbeck):  If  the  Qovernment  will 
deal  with  this  question  next  Session,  I, 
for  one,  will  join  in  the  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment in  favour  of  one  which  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper,  and  which  I  have 
every  reason  to  nelieve  will  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  working  classes  in  Eng- 
land and  Bcotland.  My  proposal  is  that 
where  wages  are  calculated  by  time  the 
period  for  payment  shall  not  exceed  two 
weeks. 

Question  put,  and  wgalivtd. 

Mr.  OBEUEB  (Sboreditch,  Haggsr- 
ston) :  I  rise  to  move  the  clause  which 
I  have  placed  on  the  Paper  to  exempt 
workmen  from  payment  to  provident 
funds  which  is  frequently  required  of 
them  by  their  employers ;  and  I  trust 
the  House  will  see  the  desirability  of 
relieving  them  in  this  respect.  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  saying  that,  at  the 
present  time,  the  majority  of  workmen 
have  made   provision  for  sickness  and 


death  in  the  various  societies  which  have 
developed  iu  recent  years.  But  it  is 
frequently  the  case  that  workmen  when. 
they  are  hired  are  called  upon  by  their 
employers  to  subscribe  to  other  faoda 
than  those  to  which  they  have  subscribed 
for,  perhaps,  a  long  series  of  years.  I 
think  the  House  will  condder  this  a 
great  hardship  in  the  cose  of  men  who 
liable  to  be  discharged  at  a  moment's 
notice  and  cut  off  from  any  further  par- 
ticipation in  the  funds  towards  which 
they  have  been  compelled  to  subscribe, 
and  withoat  receiving  a  farthing  in  the 
way  of  compensation.  In  order  to  re- 
move this  hardship  and  injustice,  and  to 
prevent  a  considerable  number  of  worb- 
n  being  compelled  to  pay  twice 
over,  I  trust  the  House  will  accept  the 
clause  I  am  about  to  move. 

New  Clause : — 

xemptioDB  from  pspnent  to  provident  foods  ) 
"  It  ahall  not  be  lawful  for  naj  smployei  or 
hiB  agent  to  make  it  a.  conditjon  of  the  hiring 
of  any  workauto,  who  has  at  the  period  of 
hiring  nutde  prarimon  aKsinat  uckneas  or  death 
in  any  trade  union,  friendly,  or  other  society,  that 
he  ihkll  be  liable  to  dedacUone  from  hia  wagea 
for  contributioDH  towards  aoy  provident  oc  any 
other  fnnd  from  which  such  workman  will  not 
be  entitled  to  dertTs  bdj'  benefit  after  he  has 
ceased  to  remain  in  that  employ  meut,  or  to  moke 
any  such  deducLioQS  from  his  wagea  during  any 
period  of  his  hiring," 

— (Jfr.    Cremer,')— brought  vp,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  BBADLAUQH  (Northampton): 
I  must  ask  the  House  to  object  to  this 
Amendment,  which,  if  it  were  agreed  to, 
would  ruin  permanent  relief  funds.  The 
evidence  taken  on  this  subject  is  before 
the  House  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill. 
I  trust  the  hon.  Member  will  not  pro- 
ceed to  a  Division  ou  the  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  irWifei: — Ayes  30;  Noes 
108:  Majority  73.— (Div.  List,  No.  397.) 
[2.40  A.M.] 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (ifr. 
Atlortui/  Qeneral,) — put,  andagrMdlo. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  defirrtd  till  Thurtdaj/. 
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METEOPOLITAIT  POLICE  BELL. 
Oa  Hotion  of  Mr.  Secretaiy  Matthews,  Bill 
for  furthni  amending  the  ennctmenti  relating  to 
Offices,  StatiooB.  and  BaildingB  for  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Farce,  oritrtd  to  be  brought  in 
bv  Mr.  Secretary  SlatthewB  and  Sir.  Stuait- 
Wortley. 
Billfir<MnI<rf,andreadtbefinttims.  [Bill 331.] 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Weintiiay,  13/A  July,  1887. 


MIKTJTBS.J— SowLT— «on«(fererfi'»  CommiUtt 

ClTtl,    SiBTlCB     £bT1K1TEB  i     Cl-ABS   I. 

Pdblio  Wdbks  AMD  BuiLDiNoa,  Vote*  13 
IS,  IS  to  20,  25,  2S 1  Class  II.— Salaries 

AHD  EzTEKBEB  OF  ClVIL    DeFAHTKENTB,    VotS 
1-B.P. 

Public  Billb— Withdrawn — Sale  of  lotovi- 
eating  LiquoTB  on  Sundtty  (No.  2)  *  [9TJ  , 
Office  imdu'  the  Ctowd  ( Vacatingr  of  Seata)  ■ 
[72]. 

Pbovisional  Obdbb  Bilu— Third  Se<^iag~ 


mation  (Chnistchiin^)  *  [196]  and  pauad. 
ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVIOE  ESTIMATES. 

SuFPLS — contid«red  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Glass   I. — Public  Wokks   ahd 

ButLDIMOS. 

(1.)  £150,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Survejaof  tlie  tTnited  Kingdom. 

(2.)  £12,306,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  De|urtment  Building. 

(3.)  £6,090,  to  complete  tbe  sum  for 
Bntish  Museam  Buildings. 

(4.)  £11,708,  to  complete  tbe  sum  for 
Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

GoreEAL  Sib  GEORGE  BALFODE 
(Kincardine)  asked  if  the  GoTemment 
would  obtain  Admiralty  Reports  Trith 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  new  har- 
bour works  of  Peterhead  and  Dover,  for 
the  expenditure  on  which  that  Depart- 
ment account  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  should  like  to  aak  a  queo 


tion  of  tbe  present  Goremment  as  to 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  go  on  with  tbe 
harbour  works  at  Dover? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  question 
does  not  come  under  the  present  Vote. 
The  question  may  be  asked  with  regard 
to  it  as  a  matter  of  courtesy;  but  it  is 
aot  relevant  to  the  Vote. 

Mk.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire): 
I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  question  of  the  harbour 
works  at  Holyhead,  not  that  I  object  to 
the  expenditure  which  has  taken  place 
there  already,  but  because  I  wish  to 
bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Government 
the  necessity  for  additional  expenditure. 
Since  the  year  1635  various  Committees 
have  sat  to  consider  this  matter,  and 
different  Goveraments  have  spent  some* 
thing  like  £2,000,000  in  construct- 
ing a  harbour  at  Holyhead.  The  work 
has  now  become  one  of  national 
importance ;  and  what  I  wish  to  oall  tbe 
attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  is  that  the  value  of  those 
harbour  works  have  very  much  lessened, 
owing  to  the  n on- completion  of  a  por' 
tion  of  the  scheme.  In  the  new  har- 
bour there  are  two  rocks,  one  of  which, 
tbe  Flatters,  is  rather  dangerous,  and  sa 
longas  these  remain  there  it  is  impossible 
for  the  new  harbour  to  be  really  utilized, 
because  vessels  cannot  pass  them.  When 
storms  arise  there  is  usually  a  block  of 
vessels  in  the  old  harbour,  wbi'ethe  new 
harbour  is  only  partiidly  available, 
owing  to  tbe  danger  and  obstraotion 
of  these  rooks;  and  what  I  want  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
is,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  carry 
out  the  original  scheme,  so  as  to  get  rid 
of  those  rocks  and  to  make  tbe  harbour 
what  it  ought  to  be — namely,  a  splendid 
national  harbour,  worthy  of  tbe  great 
amount  which  has  been  spent  upon  it  P 

Thk  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  trade  (Baton  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liveipool,  East  Toxtetb) :  The  ques- 
tion of  Holyhead  Harbour  has  received 
the  serious  attention  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  for  some  time.  I  would  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Vote  has 
been  increaaedby  £12,500,  and  that  that 
increase  is  to  be  accounted' for  by  the 
fact  that  Sir  John  Hawkshaw  has  recom- 
mended dredging  for  that  part  of  the 
harbour  need  by  the  mail  packets,  ia 
order  to  facilitate  the  entry  of  those 
packets  into  the  harbour.  I  am  aware 
of  the  complaints  which  have  been  made 
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Stbe  SteatOBhip  Company.  I  quite 
mit  that  the  harbour  might  still  far- 
ther be  improTed.  It  is  suggeeted  that 
the  rooks  alladed  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  should  be  blasted.  I  most, 
however,  pomt  out  to  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Merionethshire  that  works  of  this 
kind  iuTolve  considerable  outlay,  and 
that  I  am  not  prepared,  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  to  undertake  this 
work  at  once.  The  work,  when  under- 
taken, will  have  to  be  extended  over  a 
certain  number  of  years.  I  trust  we 
may  be  able  to  devote  an  amount  of 
money  for  the  improvement  of  the  har- 
bour, which  I  agree  requires  improve- 
ment. 

Mb.  T.  £.  ELLIS :  The  value  of  the 
increased  amount  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber states  has  been  spent  upon  the  old 
harbour  is  very  much  lessened  by  the 
fact  that  the  new  harbour  cannot  be 
utilized.  The  very  complaint  is  that  the 
old  harbonr  becomes  so  full,  and  that 
this  IB  the  case  particularly  whea  north- 
weBterly  and  northerly  winds  are  blow- 
ing. Any  amount  you  may  spend  on 
improving  the  old  harbour  is  very  much 
thrown,  away,  unless  you  devote  money 
to  the  completion  of  the  new  harbour, 
by  blasting  the  rocks  to  which  I  refer 
so  as  to  procure  an  increased  accomo- 
dation of  40  or  50  acres. 

Bakos  henry  DE  WOBMS  :  The 
hon.  Member  is,  perhaps,  not  aware  that 
the  works  in  the  new  harbour  have  cost 
somewhere  about  £1,500,000.  That  is 
a  large  amount ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
I  coiSd  pledge  the  Government  to  a  fur- 
ther expenditure  just  yet.  We  think 
that  by  extending  expenditure  on  the 
improvement  of  the  new  harbour  over  a 
certaiu  number  of  years  we  may  be  able  to 

Eut  it  in  a  state  which  will  satisfy  every- 
ody ;  but,  certainly,  to  do  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  proposes  would  cost 
more  mon^  than  we  can  now  spend. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  With  re- 
gard to  tbeqaestion  I  put  just  now.  Sir, 
I  understand  from  you  that,  at  all  events, 
as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  the  Government  for  infor- 
mation. I  wish  to  do  so  for  the  reason 
that  last  year  there  was  a  new  Vote  for 
Dover  Harbour  immediately  follow- 
ing the  one  the  Committee  are  now  dis- 
cuaaing.  There  was  last  year,  and  there 
is  also  this  year,  an  item  in  the  Totes 
iu  regard  to  the  employment  of  convict 
labour  and  for  the  convict  jwison  in 
Bgrm  SstargSt  Worwa 
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Dover.  Those  items  have  reference  to 
the  proposed  Dover  Harbour  indirectly, 
aa  it  is  proposed  to  employ  convict  la- 
bour in  the  work  of  construction.  But 
it  would  not  be  competent  probably  to 
raise  the  point  to  which  I  am  referring 
upon  this  Tote.  At  any  rate,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  should  be  so  much  out  of 
Order  in  raising  the  question  of  Daver 
Harbour  on  that  Tote  as  npon  the  Tote 
now  under  discussion.  But,  Sir,  follow- 
ing your  advice,  if  only  allowed  to  do  so 
as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  the  omission  of  the  Tote 
this  year  for  the  new  harbour  at  Dover 
indicates  that  the  Government  have 
abandoned  that  project,  and  are  not 
going  on  with  it  further? 

The  SECEETABY  to  the  TBEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Jacksos)  {Leeds,  N.):  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  correct  to  say  that 
the  Government  have  altogether  aban- 
doned the  idea  of  making  a  harbour  at 
Dover ;  but  when  the  Estimates  were  being 
prepared,  and  in  view  of  the  oppositiou 
last  year  to  a  similar  Tote  that  was  then 
on  the  Estimates — namely,  £1,000 — 
which  was  subsequently  withdrawn,  that 
Estimate  being  for  the  making  of  certain 
borings  with  a  view  to  the  prepsration 
of  plans  to  be  sabmitted  to  Parliament 
as  an  estimste  of  the  cost  of  carrying  out 
the  works,  itwas  fdt  that,  at  all  events  for 
the  preaent,  the  work  of  proceeding  with 
the  harbour  proper  should  be  suspended. 
I  do  not  say  the  worka  are  abandoned  ; 
but  the  Government  feel  it  de^rable  to 
give  very  full  consideration  to  the 
matter  before  putting  into  the  Estimates 
any  further  sum ;  and,  therefore,  they 
are  not  in  a  position  to  submit  to  Par- 
liament any  estimate  of  the  total  cost, 
or  any  figures  on  which  Parliament  can 
rely.     With  reference   to  the  question 

Sut  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
>r  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  as  to 
Holyhead  Harbour,  he  was  answered 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
BoardofTrade(BaronHenryDeWorms). 
An  expenditure  of  £12,500,  I  think,  is 
the  total  estimated  sum  required  for 
dredging,  and  that  was  sanctioned  by 
the  Treasury,  at  the  earnest  request  not 
only  of  the  Steam  Packet  Companies,  but 
on  the  strong  recommendation  and  after 
careful  inspection  b;  Sir  John  Hawk- 
ehaw.  I  understand  that  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  entering  and  making  use  of 
the  harbour  in  consequence  of  the  silt- 
ing up  of  a  poitioD  of  it.    We  have  al- 
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ready,  last  year,  spent  a  large  aum  in 
improving  the  pier,  and  patting-  dovn 
a  large  quantity  of  chain — 1,000  tona,  I 
think— as  a  preliminary  meaaure  run- 
ning it  along  the  face  of  one  of  the  piers, 
with  a  view  to  preventiog  damage  by 
the  washing  of  ^e  sea.  Therelbre,  so 
far  as  the  entranoa  to  the  harbour  and 
the  cenvenience  of  ships  is  concerned,  I 
think  the  Government  hare  made  suffi- 
cient preparation  for  the  pui-pose  of  se- 
curing safety  and  easyacceae  to  the  har- 
bour itself.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  opposite  (Sir  O^orge  Bal- 
four) tts  to  the  Reports  of  the  Admiralty, 
I  sympathize  with  his  views,  and  I  think 
that  the  proparation  of  such  Reports 
would  conduce  to  the  improvement  of 
the  work  of  the  Department.  I  will 
undertake  to  call  attention  to  the 
matter. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR ; 
X  tbank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  pre- 
sent utterance  and  for  previoua  utter- 
ances upon  this  question  ;  but  I  would 
ask  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  whe- 
ther we  take  the  queation  of  Dover  Har- 
boar  into  conaiderattoa  under  thia  Vote, 
or  any  other  Vote 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
have  already  ruled  that  the  discussion 
of  that  subject  is  Inappropriate  to  this 
Yote.  The  question  has  been  allowed 
to  be  put  by  oourteay,  and  the  required 
information  has  been  given.  Any  dis- 
cussion on  the  point  will  be  out  or 
Order. 

Gmf ERAL  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
You  are  aware.  Sir,  that  I  always  obey 
your  iustructions.  I  will  not  further 
discuss  that  matter.  I  only  wanted  to 
ask  for  information  with  regard  to  Dover 
Harbour.  I  felt  before  dealing  with  that 
subject  that  I  ought  to  wait  until  the 
proper  Yote  comes  before  as;  but  I  found 
that  there  was  no  Yote  having  refer- 
ence to  Dover  Harbour  which  would 
be  brought  before  us.  I  do  not 
see  that  there  will  be  any  opportunity  of 
taiaing  the  question.  The  Estimates  of 
thia  year  are  changed — they  are  different 
to  thoss  of  last  year.  As  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Oentral 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  stated,  we 
had  a  special  Yote  for  Dover  Harbour 
last  year,  but  thia  year  we  had  not,  so 
that  Parliament  has  not  an  opportunity 
of  asking  for  information  on  the  subject. 
I  hare  always  been  opposed  to  Dover 


Harbour  being  gone  on  with ;  but,  as  I 
am  not  allowed  to  make  any  further  re- 
marks upon  thia  matter,  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
will  be  kind  enough  to  give  us  such  in- 
formation as  Earl  Granville  prepared 
and  put  into  the  hands  of  the  present 
Board  of  Trade  ?  That  is  the  document 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  used  in  preparing  the  Report 
which  we  are  informed  Is  being  pre- 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS:  I  will 
consider  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman ;  but  I  would  point  out 
that  the  Report  in  question  is  not  the 
Beport  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  of  the 
Dover  Harbour  Commissioners.  It  may 
be  in  possession  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  I  will  see  if  it  is  possible  to  print 
it,  and  present  it  as  a  Parliamentary 

Sir  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
(Essex,  Epping) :  I  do  not  wish  to  trans- 
gress your  ruling.  Sir;  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  you  as  to  where  you  think  it 
would  be  possible  for  us  to  raise  this 
question  of  Dover  Harbour  ?  In  what 
Vote  shall  we  be  able  to  queation  the 
Government  as  to  the  ahandonment— if 
it  is  an  abandonment— of  their  expen- 
diture for  this  object  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  As  there  is  no 
money  asked  for  in  Supply  for  thia  har- 
bour, it  will  be  impossible  to  coll  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  in  Supply.  If  the 
Suestion  is  entered  upon  at  all,  it  must 
e  by  independent  Motion. 

Gbnerai  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
If  hon.  Members  will  look  at  page  236 
of  the  Estimates,  they  will  see  that  on  the 
question  of  convict  prisons  there  arises 
an  opening  byaYote  of  £5,000  for  bar- 
racks for  convicts  to  be  employed  on 
Dover  Harbour,  and  I  take  it  that  it  will 
be  competent  to  raise  this  harbonrqnes- 
tion  on  that  Yote. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYBE :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  ask  a  question  of 
considerable  importance  with  reference 
to  Dover  Harbour.  I  find  that  in  Yote 
12,  Sub-head  3,  there  is  a  Yote  for  £5,000 
for  a  convict  prison  at  Dover.  That 
convict  prison  was  in  connection  with 
the  Dover  Harbour  works  for  the  purpose 
of  employing  convicts  during  the  con- 
struction of  Dover  Harbour.  I  would 
ask  you.  Sir,  whether,  when  that  Yote 
cornea  on,  it  will  bo  competent  for  us  to 
raiae  the  question  of  Dover  Harbour  f 
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The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  would  rather 
wait  until  the  Tots  comes  on  before 
anawerinK. 

Ma.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.):  I  think 
the  hon.  Qeutleman  who  raised  the 
queation  of  Holjhead  Harbour  has  a 
good  deal  to  complain  of  with  regard  to 
tiie  answer  he  received  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade.  If  the 
question  had  been  aslced  by  nn  Irish 
Member,  and  it  had  had  reference  to  a 
purely  Irish  matter,  I  should  not  have 
been  astonished  at  such  an  answer  being 
retnmed ;  but  comlnf;,  aa  the  question 
does,  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Merio- 
nethshire, and  having  reference,  as  it 
has,  to  important  works  in  Wales,  I  am 
exceedingly  surprised  at  the  nature  of 
the  answer.  It  appears,  from  what  the 
hon.  Member  the  8ecietary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  says,  that  the  OoTemmeDt  hare 
already  spent  £1, 500,000  in  the  im- 
proTement  of  the  harbour  at  Holyhead  ; 
and  because  the  Qorerament  hare  spent 
that  £1,500,000  the  bon.  Qen  tie  man  telle 
us  that  they  are  not  prepared  to  spend 
any  more  in  order  to  make  the  harbour 
really  available  for  the  purpose  of  ship- 
ping. What  are  the  facts  which  are 
put  forward  ?  Why,  the  facte  are  that, 
though  so  much  money  has  been  ex- 
pended, the  harbour  is  not  arailable  for 
the  passage  of  heary  ships  except  at 
full  tide.  It  is  a  fact  that  a  single  rock 
has  been  left  at  the  entrance  to  the  new 
harbour,  and  that  it  is  impossible  for 
steamers  from  Dublin  to  enter  the  bar- 
boar  except  at  those  special  seasons. 
£1^,500  is  to  be  expended  upon  the 
harbour  works ;  but  it  has  been  shown 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  rery  little  con- 
sequence indeed ;  and  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  explain  that  enormous  ex- 
penditure of  £1,500,000.  How  is  it 
that,  after  such  an  expenditure,  for  the 
sake  of  a  few  extra  thousands  the  whole 
of  it  is  to  be  allowed  to  remain  practi- 
cally naeless?  I  would  ask  the  Giorem- 
ment,  aa  one  of  those  who  bare  often'felt 
the  inconreuience  of  being  obliged  to 
land  in  the  outer  harbour  on  oold  rough 
nights,  to  spend  just  a  few  more  thou- 
sands in  order  to  make  the  inner  har- 
bour thoroughly  arailable.  I  would 
appeal  to  them  not  to  adopt  a  oheeee- 

faring  policy  in  such  a  matter  as  this. 
i  seems  to  me  that  we  hare  had  no  sort 
of  satisfactorr  explanation  for  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Qoremment  to  apem!  sn- 
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other  £10,000  or  £12,000  in  order  to 
make  the  new  harbour  serriceable  for 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  originally 
intended.  We  bare  had  reason  to  com- 
plaiu  of  the  manner  in  which'the  Oo- 
rernment,  through  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works,  hare  dealt  with  theae  matters  in 
Ireland,  and  we  are  always  prepared  for 
refusals  to  requests  which  come  from 
this  quarter  of  the  House ;  but  we  are 
extremely  puzzled  to  account  for  the 
attitude  the  Oorernment  take  up  in  ro- 
ply  to  an  appeal  in  reference  to  worki 
at  Holyhead.  We  wonder  that  they 
hare  not  been  more  generous  in  their 
reply.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  completion  of  these  works  should  ba 
spread  over  a  large  number  of  years ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  such  a  method 
of  proceeding  woiJd  not  be  real  eco- 
nomy at  all.  It  would  be  real  economy 
to  complete  without  delay  the  works 
which  are  necessary  to  enable  ships 
coming  from  Dublin  and  elsewhere  to 
come  into  the  inner  harbour  and  thereby 
to  protect  themselres  from  storms  or 
dangers  which  may  arise  in  bad  weather. 
The  £1,500,000  which  have  been  spent 
on  the  inner  harbour  are  lying  abso- 
lutely derelict,  and  might  just  as  well 
hare  been  sunk  at  the  bottom  of  the 
sea  as  have  been  expended  on  the  works 
on  the  inner  harbour.  Until  the  rock 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  is  re- 
mored,  the  whole  expenditure  is  prac- 
tically useless.  I  maintain,  therefore, 
that  it  would  really  be  a  work  of 
economy  to  remove  that  rock  out  of 
the  way.  Let  the  Qovemment  spend 
£20,000,  or  double  that  sum,  if  neces- 
sary, in  that  work.  I  would  ask  the 
Government  to  say  when  we  are  to 
expect  that  this  work  will  be  com- 
pleted ;  and  I  would  also  ask  it  the  Go- 
rernment  can  give  us  any  approximate 
estimate  as  to  the  amount  required  to 
bring   about   the    completion    of   the 

Basok  HENEY  DE  WORMS:  I 
fully  recognize  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  if  we  could  complete  the 
works  in  the  manner  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggests  ;  but  in  order  to  do  that 
wo  shall  not  oely  hare  to  blast  the  rocks, 
but,  having  done  that,  we  shall  hare  to 
remove  the  fragments  from  the  bottom 
of  the  harbour.  In  order  to  carry  out 
works  of  that  description  a  oonaiderable 
sum  of  money  would  hare  to  be  ex- 
pend^-'far  more  (ban  tlte  amount  sug- 
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gested  b;  the  hoii.  Member.  The  acre- 
age of  the  outer  harbonr  is  267  acres, 
and  I  \rould  point  out  that  there  ia  a 
roadstead  of  400  acres  of  deep  water. 
It  is  a  remarkably  fine  harbour,  and  one 
vhioh  up  to  the  present  time  has  been 
used  with  perfect  safety.  I  admit 
that  it  would  be  better,  if  possible, 
to  remove  those  rocks,  and  no  doubt  il 
we  have  the  money  to  oany  out  the 
work  we  shall  probably  do  so.  I  am 
not  able  to  give  an  exact  estimate  of  the 
price  of  the  cost  of  the  works  which  will 
have  to  be  undertaken ;  but  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  member  that  £10,000  or 
£20,000  would  go  nowhere  in  removing 
these  obstacles.  The  hon.  Member  must 
remember  that  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of  doing 
something,  but  they  have  not  the  money 
to  carrv  out  the  works  at  once. 

Mr.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  hon.  Qen- 
tieman  who  represents  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  will  be  willing  to 
consider  the  suggestion  I  made  oue  or 
two  years  ago  as  to  the  desirability  of 
remonng  from  the  Vote  the  item  on 
account  of  Harwich  Harbour  ?  The  con- 
dition of  Harwich  Harbour  financially  is 
set  forth  in  the  Report  which  is  sup- 
plied, and  which  this  year  is  very  muoh 
the  same  as  it  has  been  for  a  long  series 
of  years.  The  assets  of  the  Conservancy 
Board  consist  of  stores  valued  at  £33, 
and  a  wreck-buoy,  anchor,  and  chain  of 
the  value  of  £10,  or,  in  all,  £45.  These 
are  assets,  but  unavailable  assets.  There 
is  a  balance  due  to  the  harbour  master 
of  la.  ^^d.  The  liabilities  amonnt  to 
£14  10«.  due  to  the  harbour  master,  the 
conservator's  travelling  expenses  £20,  a 
balance  due  to  the  treasurer  of  £11,  and 
sundry  small  accounts  making  up  a  total 
of  £5B.  That  is  the  liability,  and  what 
I  have  stated  are  the  nnavailable  assets. 
Now  the  system  adopted  in  connection 
with  that  harbour  is  this.  The  Conser- 
vancy Board  are  in  debt  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  make  a  pretence  of  paying 
something  or  other  to  the  Government 
every  year ;  but  the  money  they  pay 
that  way  is  really  money  supplied  to 
them  for  the  purpose  of  making 
payment.  You  have  this  absurdity — that 
you  have  had  Votes  in  Parliament  in  the 
shapo  of  Treasury  advances  to  the  Con- 
servancy Board  to  the  amount  of  £  1 7 ,000 ; 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners 
have  ftdvaoced  tbew  £10,000— that  is  to 


say,  they  have  had  £20,000  of  public 
money,  and  they  are  paying  back  in  the 

S resent  jrear  to  the  Public  <^ork8  Loan 
ommissioners  on  account  of  instalments 
a  loan  of  £205,  and  a  total  interest  of 
£9B.  But  they  do  not  make  that  out  of 
the  revenue  of  the  harbour — they  get  it 
out  of  this  Vote.  In  the  present  year 
they  are  to  have  £225.  Under  this 
system,  the  conservators  simply  receive 
from  the  Government  wi&  one  hand  in 
order  to  pay  back  with  the  other;  and 
instead  of  acknowledging  that  they  are 
hopelessly  insolvent,  and  that  they  never 
oan  meet  their  liability  to  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners,  a  system  is 
adopted  which  simply  deceives  the 
public.  I  would  suggest  that  the  loan 
of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners shouldbewiped  off,  asmany  loans 
have  been  wiped  off  before,  and  the 
absurdity  whinh  I  have  described  which  is 
being  perpetrated  year  after  year  in  con- 
nection with  this  Vote  should  not  be 
continued. 

Qemebal  8xR  GEORGE  BALFOUR: 
Two  or  three  years  ago  we  voted  £1,000 
to  the  Admiralty  for  the  purpose  of 
making  inquiries  and  preparing  Esti- 
mates on  Dover  Harbour.  May  I  ask 
whathasbecomeof  the  money  spent,  and 
what  information  the  Government  can 
give  as  to  Dover  Harbour?  Information 
has  already  been  asked  for  on  this  point, 
and  I  trust  I  may  he  allowed  to  put  that 
question  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  £1,000  which  was  put 
in  the  Estimates  for  last  year. 

Genbral  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR: 
No  ;  it  was  in  the  Elatimataa  before  then. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the  Vote 
was  not  proposed  last  year.  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  remember  the  items  put  down 
in  previous  years. 

Qrneral  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
My  recollection  does  not  tally  with  that 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Vote  agrted  to. 

(5.)  £21,150,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Eiacardine) :  This  harbour  is  a  Scotch 
harbour,  and  I  should  not  be  doing  my 
duty  ii  I  did  not  call  attention  to  it.  I 
feel  very  strongly  on  the  question  as  to 
the  manoorin  which  these  harbour  worka 
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hare  baea  conducted.  There  are  Bome 
items  here  which  we  ought  not  to  paaa 
without  infonaBtioit,  and  I  would  re- 
fjommend  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
BU17  that  he  nhould  pabliah  this  ia- 
formation  in  detailed  form.  The  origi- 
nal Estimate  for  this  harbour  was  put 
at  £250,000  ;  it  was  then  doubled,  and 
now  it  is,  in  the  present  Estimates, 
increased  to  £750,000.  I  think  in- 
formation as  to  every  penny  of  this 
expenditure  should  be  giTen,  for  that 
is  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  get  the 
matter  placed  upon  the  proper  footing. 
I  am  convinced,  if  things  go  on  as  they 
are  at  present,  ws  shall  run  up  an 
expenditure  of  £1,000,000  before  we 
know  where  ws  are.  That  will  be 
the  result,  unless  measures  are  taken 
to  stop  unnecessary  expenditure.  The 
Merchant  Company  of  Edinburgh  have 
made  a  large  fortune  out  of  the  land 
which  has  been  paid  for  this  harbour ; 
land  which  was  only  valued  at  2s.  6d. 
an  acre  has  beea  paid  for  at  a  mnch 
higher  rate.  The  information  which 
Buch  a  Eeport  as  I  suggest  would  con- 
tain would  be  found  highly  valuable, 
not  only  in  connection  with  this  har- 
bour, but  in  connection  with  other  har- 
bours, as  it  would  show  the  manner  in 
which  expenditure  ia  made,  and,  by 
comparison,  would  show  where  eco- 
nomies are  to  be  effected. 

Mb.  ASHER  (Elgin,  Ac):  Tho  land 
necessary  for  the  construction  of  this 
harbour  has  been  taken  under  the  com- 
pulsory powers  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  two  years  ago.  Those  who  take 
the  land  simply  pay  for  it  what  is  as- 
certained by  arbitration  to  be  its  proper 
value. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

fal,£.):  In  connection  with  this  matter 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Vota  whether  this 
Estimate  of  £745,000  is  likely  to  be  the 
final  Estimate ;  because  the  amount 
paid  io  the  Votes  in  the  first  instance 
for  this  particular  woik  was  £500,000  ? 
That  sum  has  gone  up  now  nearly  an- 
other £250,000.  The  way  thoae  Esti- 
mates are  drafted,  especially  the  ori- 
ginal estimate  for  land,  is,  apparently,  a 
matter  of  haphaznrd,  The  amount  has 
sprang  from  £500,000  in  one  year  to 
£745,000 ;  and  I  maintain  that  in  con- 
nection with  large  figures  of  this  do- 
Bcription  on  which  this  House  is  ex- 
pected to  rely,  to  have  increases  such  as 
Getural  Sir  Qtorgt  Salfow 
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this  is  a  matter  which  requires  explana- 
tion. We  have  never  had  any  explana- 
tion of  the  increasing  figures  shown 
with  reference  to  this  service.  Another 
point  in  connection  with  this  harbour  ia 
this— that  in  other  parts  of  the  Esti- 
mates, take  page  111,  under  the  item 
of,  I  think,  £5,000,  you  will  find  that 
provision  is  made  for  a  prison  which  is 
to  be  erected  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  convicts  who  are  to  have  the  har- 
bour works  on  hand.  Here  is  another 
illustration  of  the  bad  system  which  was 
pointed  out  at  the  last  meeting  of  this 
Committee  by  the  right  bon.  Qentleman 
the  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler).  It  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  gather,  from  any  one  of  these 
Votes,  the  outside  figure  which  will  re- 
present the  total  public  expenditure  in 
connection  wfth  any  particular  service. 
I  should  like  to  ask  upon  what  ground 
ia  the  Estimate  shown  at  the  bottom  of 
page  53  arrived  at ;  whether  or  not  it  is 
a  final  Estimate  ;  secondly,  I  should  like 
to  know  why  it  was  that  tho  first  Esti- 
mate of  £500,000  was  found  to  be  in- 
adequate ?  I  should  also  like  to  know 
what  were  the  other  items  in  different 
parts  of  the  Estimate  which  are  con- 
nected with  this  service  ?  This  sum  of 
£50,000,  on  page  277  of  the  Estimates, 
is  one  of  those  items  to  which  I  refer.  I 
fancy  there  may  very  likely  be  others 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  trace. 
Perhaps  the  official  in  charge  of  the 
Vote  will  give  me  an  answer  upon  these 
points. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  entirely  sympa- 
thize with  the  objections  which  are 
taken  to  the  very  large  increase  in  the 
estimated  cost  of  these  works ;  but  I 
think  it  is  right  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  sum  of  £500,000,  which 
was  first  stated  as  being  sufficient  to 
construct  the  breakwater  or  harbour, 
was  the  sum  arrived  at  on  evidence 
given  before  the  Sub -Committee  ia 
1B84.  The  item  was  taken  from  the 
Report  of  that  Committee,  and  I  believe 
was  the  estimate  made  by  Mr.  Steven- 
son, the  engineer,  as  the  amount  for 
which  these  works  could  be  carried  out. 
There  are  no  details  at  all  forming  the 
basis  of  that  figure ;  and  I  feel  hound 
to  say  that  Parliament  appears  to  have 
entered  upon  the  work  apparently  satis- 
fied to  accept  figures  which  they  them- 
selves must  have  known  to  be  more  or 
less  approximate. 
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Qenkiul  Sir  GEOKGE  BALFOUR : 
If  those  figures  were  approximate  we 
should  bare  known  it. 

The  SEOEETABY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaczbom)  (Leeds,  N.) 
imagine  that  Members  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  must  have  had  before  thetn 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Sub-Com- 
mittee, and  the  figures  which  form  the 
recooimeDdatiou  of  that  Committee  iu 
the  figures  forming  the  estimated  plan 
vhioh  bad  been  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee. It  has  been  estimated  that  the 
work  can  be  carried  out  by  convict  la- 
bour for  i;74?,0OO,and  that  the  work  will 
take  about  23  years  to  complete.  When 
the  engineer-iu- chief,  Sir  John  Coode, 
was  appointed  chief  engineer,  it  became 
his  duty  to  submit  to  the  Treasury  m.ore 
detailed  estimates  of  what  he  considered 
would  be  the  cost  of  the  works.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  gauge  the  cost  of  works 
carried  out  upon  a  large  scale ;  and  for 
this  reason,  and  judging  from  what 
usually  takes  place  in  coanection  with 
Harbours  of  Befuge,  I  should  be  very 
Borry  to  pledge  myself  that  even  this 
sum  of  £745,000  will  in  itself  be  suffi- 
cient to  can7  out  the  work.  But  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind,  and  it  is  only  fair  to 
remind  the  Committee,  that  this  work  is 
undertaken  with  the  double  object ;  first, 
and  I  believe  and  foremost,  may  be  put 
the  object  of  finding  employment  for  our 
convicts.  I  believe  that  opinions,  more 
or  less,  will  prevail  that  even  though 
the  employment  of  those  conviists  does 
not  result  in  a  very  large  saving  in 
the  cost  of  the  work,  there  are  other 
advantages  accruing  from  the  em- 
ployment of  convicts  which  are  con- 
sidered to  be  of  great  value  to  the  State. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Donegal  asks  whether  there  are 
any  other  charges?  Well,  in  addition 
to  the  charges  to  which  he  has  referred, 
there  are  some  charges  in  regard  to  law 
and  engineering  matters  in  connection 
with  applications  to  Parliament  which 
do  not  appear,  and  which  have  been  pre- 
viously paid.  [Mr.  Arteub  O'CoifNoa : 
How  much  do  they  amount  to  ?]  I  am 
BoriT  I  have  not  particulars  as  to  the 
total  sum  with  me ;  but  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  the  total  sum  could  have  been 
placed  before  the  House  during  the  past 
two  years,  as  some  of  the  estimates,  I 
believe,  have  only  just  been  sent  in.  I 
believe  all  those  charges  are  nett.  The 
total  estimate  for  the  prison  was  £S7,400, 
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and  the  £749,000  was  made  up  in  this 
way.  It  was  estimated  that  the  north 
breakwater  piers  would  cost  £133,174, 
that  the  north  pier  would  cost  £647,273, 
and  the  retaining  wall  or  quay  £5,324, 
making  a  total  of  £68S,770.  In  addition 
to  this,  there  is  a  new  road,  which  is 
to  cost  £300;  land  and  buildings  132} 
acres,  exclusive  of  land  for  railways, 
estimated  to  cost  £21,000;  and  certain 
moorings  in  addition  estimated  to  cost 
£2,850 — this  was  not  included  in  the 
original  estimate — and  £36,000  for  rail- 
ways for  the  purpose  of  bringing  down 
stone  from  the  quarries.  I  tlunk  1  have 
now  given  to  the  Committee  all  the  infor- 
mation which  is  at  my  diaposal.  I  sub- 
mit that  in  oonnectiou  with  works  of  this 
kind  it  is  difficult  to  estimate  expendi- 
ture with  approximate  accuracy,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  this,  that  this  question 
has  been  most  carefully  considered  at 
the  Treasury,  because  it  was  felt  that 
the  control  which  was  being  exorcised 
was  by  no  means  either  efficient  or  com- 
plete. The  whole  question  has  been  moat 
carefully  gone  into,  and  we  have  ar- 
ranged that  no  expenditure  is  to  take 
place  without  careful  inspection,  and 
investigation,  and  justification  by  an 
engineer  from  the  Admiralty.  I  believe 
we  have  put  the  question  in  such  a 
shape  now  as  to  provide  that,  at  all 
events,  whatever  is  expended  the  value 
of  the  money  shall  be  obtained.  We 
are  doing  our  best  to  keep  a  check  upon 
the  expenditure,  and  to  take  care,  as  far 
as  possible,  ae  time  goes  on  to  see  that 
the  amount  of  work  which  is  being  done 
bears  a  fair  proportion  to  the  total  esti- 
mated cost,  and  in  that  way  to  try  and 
keep  the  expenditure  within  reasonable 

Ge^kal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR : 
For  the  first  time,  the  Government  has 
failed  to  send  one  of  its  Members  to 
endeavour  to  nve  a  comprehensive  ex- 
planation  of  £e  circumstances  of  this 
Vote.  The  Admiralty  is  responsible 
with  regard  to  this  Vote,  and  the 
Civil  Lord  of  that  Department  is 
charged  with  it.  I  hold  that  one  ought 
to  have  had  information  upon  a  sub- 
ject  of  this  kind  from  the  Admiralty. 

We  have  been  talking  for  the  last  hour 
upon  a  subject  altogether  connected 
with  the  Admiralty.  That  Department 
certainly  has  charge  of  these  Votes. 
On  page  53  you  will  see  that  there  is  a 

!milar  Vote  in  which  the  Admiralty 
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have  to  accouot  for  the  money,  and  it  ia 
upon  that  KTOund  that  I  make  these  re- 
marks.  May  I  aak  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  lie  ean  giro  informatioa  with 
regard  to  the  different  details  bearing 
upon  the  construction  of  Peterhead  Har- 
bour? From  the  beginning  I  have  been 
opposed  to  the  construction  of  this  great 
harbour;  and  ae  I  expect  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  one  day  stop  the  work 
before  it  is  completed  on  the  scale  at 
present  contemplated,  I  suggest  that  the 
most  useful  portion  of  the  work  be  gone 
on  with. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  will  meet  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentleman's  view,  and  will 
arrange  that  onoe  a  year  a  Report  aball 
be  submitted  by  the  engineer- in- chief 
aa  to  the  works  at  Peterhead,  showing 
what  work  hae  been  done,  bo  as  to  keep 
Parliament  informed,  not  ouly  ae  to  the 
work  which  is  done,  but  also  as  to  that 
which  it  ia  proposed  to  complete. 

Genxbal  Sir  QEOEGE  BALFOUR : 
That  is  all  very  good ;  but  I  warn  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  he  will 
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works,  BO  aa  to  combine  reformatory  with 
penal  treatment,  was  an  essential  part  of 
our  penal  system.  This  training  afforded 
convicts  a  better  chance  of  obtaining 
honest  and  useful  employment  when  dis- 
charged from  their  priGons  than  they  had 
previously  poesesBed.  In  1881,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  works  on  which  convicts 
were  employed  becoming  completed,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  reconsider 
the  whole  question,  and  the  report  of 
that  Committee,  which  was  unanimously 
preseoted,  was  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
quite  essential,  as  part  of  our  penal  sys- 
tem, that  convicts  should  be  employed  on 
public  works.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
eome  large  public  works  such  as  these  at 
Peterhead  sDould  be  commenced,  aathe 
work  the  convicts  were  then  engaged  on 
were  nearly  finished.  The  question 
arose  whether  it  was  not  proper  that 
Scotch  convicts  should  be  employed  on 
public  works  in  Scotland,  and  a  strong 
Departmental  Committee  which  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquireinto  the  matter,  having 
gone  all  round  Scotland,  and   having 


lubt,  such  aBeport  as  he  mentions 
vould  be  valuable;  but  if  be  relied  upon 
it,  he  would  eimply  be  putting  himself 
into  the  hands  of  the  engineers,  and 
might  then  expect  the  expense  to  go  on 
wiU)out  the  power  of  checKlng  it. 

Mb.  ASHEB:  I  hope  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  will  not  give  countenance 
to  the  idea  that  any  part  of  the  works 
which  appear  in  these  Estimates  are  not 
to  be  executed.  I  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  formation  of  this 
harbour  was  decided  upon  after  very 
long  and  careful  consideration,  and  I 
can  understand  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  George  Bal- 
four) seeing  that  ho  vas  himself  favour- 
able to  this  money  being  spent  at  Stone- 
haven, instead  of  atPeterhead.  [General 
Sir  George  Balfoub  :  No,  no,  no!]  I 
know  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentleman 
was  extremely  anxious  to  see  those 
works  executed  at  Stonehaven,  and  not 
at  Peterhead,  and  it  is  obvious,  there- 
fore, this  is  a  sore  subject  with  him. 

GKNERii  8m  GEOEGE  BALFOTJH : 
That  is  a  mistake.  I  am  not  sore  about 
it  in  that  way. 

Mb.  A8HEB:  But  there  is  no  doubt 
that  these  works  were  decided  upon 
after  mature  deliberation.  A  Boyal  Oom- 
miBsion  reported  in  1879  that  the  em- 
pbyment  of  convicts  on  large  public 
Gtntral  Sir  Oeorjft  Bai/our 


it  was  suggested  that  these  large 
.  public  works  should  be  established,  in- 
cluding Stonehaven,  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (General  Sir  George 
Balfour)  is  interested  in,  unanimously 
reported  that  Peterhead  vas  the  best 
place  for  such  works.  The  result  of 
the  inquiries  of  the  Committee  was 
submitted  to  Parliament,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  commencing  this  large  na- 
tional undertaking  an  Aet  of  Parliament 
was  passed.  It  appears  to  me  that  it 
would  be  a  very  great  misfortune  if  the 
idea  were  to  get  about  that  these  works 
are  not  to  be  completed  to  the  full  extent 
of  the  plans  which  have  been  adopted 
aftermost  careful  consideration. 

Gekebal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUR : 
Tbehon.andlearnedMembertMr.Asher) 
is  under  an  entire  misapprehension  with 
regard  to  my  position  in  this  matter.  I 
did  not  apply,  and  I  never  had  any  in- 
tention of  applying,  to  have  these  har- 
bour works  constructed  at  Stonehaven. 
Whatever  has  been  done  has  been  done 
by  the  Goremment  themselves.  I  have 
uniformly  urged  that  a  number  of  small 
harbours  should  be  constructed  around 
the  coast  of  Scotland  where  they  would 
be  of  use  to  the  fishermen,  and  I  hold 
that  it  is  the  greatest  folly  in  the  world 
to  build  this  large  harbour  atPeterhead, 
when  for  the  money  which  is  being  de- 
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voted  to  it,  it  would  bare  been  possible 
to  procure  10  or  12  useful  harbours  on 
differeot  parta  of  the  coast.  I  bave  al- 
vaye  eaid  that  the  works  at  Peterhead 
ace  a  great  folly  and  mistake,  and  the 
Government  now  see  that  the  view  I 
have  oonsistently  espTeased  Jrom  the 
first  ia  being  justified  Dj  tbe  facts.  This 
great  harbour  is  not  at  all  likely  to  be 
of  commensurate  use  to  tbe  amount  of 
money  spent  upon  it ;  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  occupy  tbe  time  of  the  Committee  by 
going  further  into  the  matter. 

CoLOMEL  HILL  (Bristol,  8.):  I  en- 
tirely approve  of  the  employment  of 
Scotch  coQviote  on  this  most  useful  work 
of  constructtDg  a  harbour  of  refuge  at 
Peterhead,  I  think  it  most  desirable 
that  convict  labour  should  be  utilized 
upon  Bucb  National  works  ;  and  if  I  am 
not  out  of  Order,  I  would  venture  to  sug- 
gest one  of  tbe  best  sites  upon  whidx 
Torka  of  this  description  could  be  under- 
taken for  tbe  benefit  of  tbe  convicts  of 
the  West  of  England  and  Wales 

Thk  chairman  ;  Order,  order !  It 
would  not  be  competent  for  the  bon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  go  into  that  question 
on  thie  Vote. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
cannot  help  bearing  in  mind  the  re- 
marks upon  tbis  subject  made  by  tbe 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  when 
he  told  bis  constituents  tbe  other  day 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  any 
Private  Member  in  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons to  understand  these  Estimates. 
The  Totes  and  items  are  mixed  up  in 
snob  a  way  that  confusion  is  rendered 
doubly  confounded.  The  manner  in 
which  the  duties  of  the  various  Depait- 
inents,  particularly  those  relating  to  the 
engineers,  bave  been  arranged  is  enough 
to  puzzle  the  clearest  brain.  I  find,  in 
connection  with  this  harbour,  that  it  is 
to  be  built  by  convict  labour.  Well,  the 
manner  in  which  convict  labour  is 
applied  to  Public  Works  of  this  descrip- 
tion, whether  in  Scotland  or  in  Ireland, 
in  tbe  present  day  simply  leads  to  mo- 
orastination  to  an  extreme  extent.  We 
know  how  the  great  Public  Worke  in 
Cork  Harbour  have  been  earried  on — 
we  know  the  number  of  years  they  have 
been  in  course  of  construction.  I  do 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  enormooB  amount  of  money 
to  be  expended  on  Peterhead  Harbour. 
That  baa  already  been  ex^ained  by  tbe 
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bon.  Qeutleman  tbe  Secreta^  to  tbe 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  ;  but  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  a  particular  point  in 
connnction  with  this  Peterhead  Har- 
bour. In  order  to  employ  convict 
labour,  you  have,  in  the  first  place,  to 
bnild  a  convict  prison  on  a  site  of  your 
works  for  the  accommodation  of  tbe 
convicts,  and  for  that  purpose  you  bave 
to  purchase  a  certain  amount  of  ground. 
Welt,  I  find  that  the  sum  of  £5,000  has 
been  paid  for  the  ground  on  which  to 
build  the  prison  in  which  the  convicts 
who  are  to  be  employed  on  the  Peter- 
bead  Harbour  works  are  to  be  housed. 
Well,  in  the  last  Appropriation  Account 
dealing  with  this  subject,  we  find  that 
the  expenditure  for  the  purchase  of  land 
under  this  item  was  £13,000— that  was 
the  grant ;  but  the  expenditure  was  only 
£9,718  I4f.  9i.  Well,  Sir,  of  course, 
when  it  is  found  that  more  money  has 
been  given  than  has  been  absolutely 
wanted,  when  a  saving  of  £3,281  Si.  Sd. 
has  been  effected,  Members  could  not 
but  look  forward  upon  it  as  extraordi- 
nary, and  when  inquiry  was  made  and 
reasons  were  asked  for  those  making 
the  Inquiry  were  put  off  in  an  extremely 
plausible  way.  They  were  told  that 
tbe  money  had  been  saved  owing  to  such 
a  good  bargain  having  been  mf^e  in  the 
purchase  of  the  land.  But  on  inquiry 
into  this  matter,  it  subsequently  turned 
out  that,  practically  speaking,  there  has 
been  no  such  saving  at  alt,  and  that 
what  really  had  happened  was  this,  that 
this  money  was  not  saved  at  all,  but 
that  this  heading,  which  states  that  the 
item  was  for  tbe  purchase  of  land  and 
works,  was  inaccurate.  The  fact  is,  tbe 
item  was  for  the  purchase  of  land,  there 
having  been  no  worke  carried  out.  I 
wish  to  ask  the  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury,  in  the  first 
place,  what  works  are  being  carried  out 
on  this  land  for  which  an  expenditure 
of  £5,000  stands  on  the  Estimates?  I 
also  want  to  know  why  the  money  which 
was  advanced  for  the  purchase  of  tbia 
land   on   which    the  prison  is   to  be 

buUt 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
The  bon.  Member  is  raising  this  ques- 
tion prematurely.  The  Vote  upon  which 
he  will  be  able  to  discuss  this  matter  is 
Vote  20  in  Class  3,  the  Tote  for  the  con- 
struction of  prisons.  The  bon.  Member's 
remarks  must  be  reserved  until  wa 
reach  that  Tote. 
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Da.  TANNEE:  Perhaps  I  am  not 
putting  it  as  dearly  as  I  ought  to,  Mr. 
Courtnej ;  but  I  find  here  in  the  Keport 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts  it 
is  stated  that  this  matter  is  somewhat 
mixed,  a  portion  of  the  expenditure 
having  been  tiansferred  from  the  Har- 
bour Account  to  the  Prison  Account.  I 
desire  to  have  an  explanation  of  the  Ac- 
oounte  mixed  up  in  this  vaj. 

The  OHAIRSIAN;  Theso  Accounts 
have  been  committed  together,  and  have 
been  brought  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  by  the  Controller  and  Audi- 
tor General.  The  amounts  are  voted 
separately,,  and  the  disouBsion  of  the 
Totes  for  the  oonstruotion  of  convict 
prisons  must  be  taken  under  Class 

Da.  TANNEE :  Am  I  to  understand 
that,  in  spite  of  the  mixing  up  of  these 
two  Accounts,  I  shall  have  to  defer  the 
question  I  wish  to  raise  until  we  come 
to  the  Tote  for  Scottish  Prisons  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  Any  qnoation  re- 
lative to  the  convict  prisons  must  be  de- 
ferred until  the  Prison  Tote  comes  on. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  May  I  ask  whether  any  of  the 
money  now  voted  will  go  to  the  service 
of  the  prison?  Are  we  to  understand 
that  none  of  the  money  now  voted  will 
be  devoted  to  the  service  of  the  prison, 
as  has  been  irregularly  done,  in  previous 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  quite  familiar 
with  the  item  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers;  but  I  do  not  know  that  I 
oan  quite  admit  the  correctness  of  the 
term  irregularity.  I  quite  remember 
the  circumstance  of  this  amount  being 
brought  before  the  notice  of  the  Public 
Aooounta  Committee.  As  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  it  was  found  in  this  in- 
stance that  by  taking  a  larger  quantity 
of  land  than  was  at  first  contemplated 
the  land  could  be  obtained  at  a  less 
price  per  acre,  and  that,  therefore,  in 
making  the  purchase  of  the  land  which 
was  necessary  for  the  prison  a  larger 
quantity  was  taken  than  was  absolutely 
required  for  that  purpose,  but  which 
was  necessary  for  other  portions  of  the 
work.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  ap- 
peared to  have  been  some,  more  or  less, 
confusion  between  the  two  Accounts; 
but  the  hon.  Member  must  know  per- 
fectly well  that  whether  the  total  sum 
was  paid  through  the  Prisons  Aooonnt 
or  through  the  Harbour  Account  was 
^uite  immaterial. 
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Gbnebai.  Sib  GEOBGE  BALF0T7E : 
No,  no. 

Ma.  JACKSON :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Gentleman  who  says  "  No  "  would 
surely  not  contend  that  the  Government, 
having  to  bear  the  responsibility  of  pur- 
chasing land  for  the  purpose  of  building 
a  prison  and  constructing  a  harbour, 
and  assuming  that  land  to  belong  to  one 
person,  should  negotiate  for  the  two 
piecee  of  land  separately,  having  sepa- 
rate valuations  and  exercising  their  com- 
pulsory powers  in  two  instances  instead 
of  one.  Surely  he  must  see  that  it  was 
an  advantage  to  deal  with  the  purchase 
as  a  whole,  charging  the  respective  por- 
tions of  the  outlay  to  the  respecdTO 
works.  It  appears  to  me  that  that  was 
the  ordinary  husineBa-like  course  to  take 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  I  think  the 
question  was  all  made  clear  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  that  although 
there  happened  to  have  been  some  oon- 
fuaton,  the  result  in  the  end  was  that 
the  land  which  otherwise  would  have  to 
be  acquired  by  the  two  Departments, 
was  acquired  at  a  less  cost  Dy  simply 
purohasiug  it  in  the  first  instance  for 
oae  Department,  and  apportioning  the 
oost  between  the  two  Departments  after* 
wards. 

Genbeal  Sie  GEOEGE  BALFOUR : 
To  my  mind,  the  manner  in  which  theae 
accounts  have  been  managed,  the  manner 
in  which  the  money  has  been  expended, 
amounts  to  nothing  short  of  a  depart- 
mental crime.  The  error  consists  in  the 
failure  to  obtain  special  Treasury  sanc- 
tion for  the  appropration  of  funds  from 
the  purpose  for  which  voted  to  a  diffe- 
rent, though,  perhaps,  better  purpose, 
so  as  to  enable  the  Auditor  General  to 
report  thereon. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury what  is  the  meaning  of  this  item, 
£28,000  for  the  "  purchase  of  land  and 
works  " — the  first  item  under  that  head  ? 
Does  it  mean  that  in  purchasing  the 
laud  we  also  purchased  the  works,  or 
that  we  executed  the  works?  I  wish  to 
kaow  how  much  we  have  actually  spent 
on  purchasing  the  land,  and  how  much 
we  have  spent  upon  works  ?  I  find  that 
this  sum  includes  £1,950  for  salaries. 
Now,  supposing  £10, 000  were  expended 
on  the  purchase  of  land,  that  leaves  us 
£18,000  for  work  done.  If  we  are 
spending   in   round    aumbera    £3,000 
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a-year  on  salaries,  which  only  represents 
£18,000  of  work,  I  would  ask  the  G)o- 
Terament  to  tell  me  what  it  means  ?  It 
seems  to  me  that  £2,000  is  much  too 
largo  a  proportion  to  pay  for  Balariea  to 
engineers,  accountaata,  clerks,  and  such 
like  technical  people.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  a  most  extravagant  way  of 
doing  business,  and  I  tmst  the  Com- 
mittee will  receive  further  information 
with  regard  to  it, 

De.  TANNEE  :  I  should  also  like  to 
know  whether,  under  the  head  of 
salaries,  the  £800  origiually  paid  to  Sir 
John  Ooode  will  ^pear  ? 

Mb.  JACKSOJT:  Yes ;  the  salary  of 
the  engineer-in-chief  is  charged,  I  see 
hy  referring  to  the  sub-head  that  bis 
salary  is  put  down  at  £800. 

Da.  TANNEfi:  That  is  not  what  I 
allude  to.  Iwant  to  know  if  the  arrange* 
meut  with  Sir  John  Goode  on  his  appoint- 
ment as  engineer-in- chief  was  that  be 
was  to  get  a  £1,000  down  aa  engineer 
of  the  works  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  rather  confusing  the  arrange- 
ment made  for  the  progress  of  the 
works  with  that  relating  to  the  comple- 
tion of  the  plans. 

Dr.  TANNEE:  Then  my  question 
would  apply  to  the  completion  of  the 
plans  f 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  £1,000  paid 
under  that  arrangement  does  not  appear 
here,  because  that  matter  has  been 
already  settled.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  John  Swinburne)  would 
take  the  trouble  to  read  sub-heads  A 
and  B,  he  would  there  find  the  whole  of 
the  details  he  is  asking  for.  He  will 
find  that  £28,000  is  put  down  for  the 
purchase  of  land  and  works— that  being 
the  head  under  which  the  items  are 
charged.  He  will  find  under  Sub-head 
A  In  the  Estimate  for  1887-8  that  the 
sum  of  £28,000  is  for  labour  and 
materials,  and  that  nothing  is  included 
for  the  purchase  of  land.  He  will  see 
that  last  year  the  sum  was  £28,000,  but 
that  of  that  amount  £8,000  was  for  the 
completion  of  the  purchase  of  land  re- 
quired for  the  works  and  railways.  The 
item  for  salaries  includes  the  salaries  of 
the  engineers  who  are  there  in  attend^ 
ance  on  the  work,  and  I  do  not  think 
wo  can  very  fairly  estimate  proportion- 
ately to  the  amount  of  money  spent  on 
the  works  the  value  of  the  services  of 
these  gentlemen.     Of  course,  it  is  ne- 


oessary  to  employ  en^eers.  They 
have  been  engaged,  and  they  have  had 
handed  over  to  them  charge  of  the  works, 
and  one  is  an  en^neer- in-chief,  while 
the  other  is  an  assistant  engineer.  The 
en^neer  -  in  -  chief  visits  the  works 
periodically,  and  is  solely  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  works ;  the  other, 
the  assistant  engineer,  is  resident  on 
the  works,  and  is  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  carrying  out  the  works 
on  the  spot, 

Mh.  AKTHUE  O'CONNOR :  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  exceedingly  unsatisfactory  to 
one  who  knows  the  facts  in  connection 
with  this  Tote.  He  speaks  of  Sub-head  1 
as  showing  that  last  year  £B,000  was 
taken  for  the  purchase  of  land,  and 
£20,000  for  labour  and  materials,  while 


this  year  a  sum  of  £28,000,  which  is 
equal  to  the  two  items  of  last  year,  is 
taken  exclusively  for  labour  and  ma- 


terials.  No  one  knows  better  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  sum  granted  by 
Parliament  last  year  for  labour  and 
materials  was  not  altogether  appro- 
priated for  that  purpose,  and  that 
£8,000  was  devoted  to  the  purchase  of 
land.  The  distinction  which  hs  draws, 
therefore,  is  futile,  and  does  not  bind 
the  Treasury  to  spend  the  money  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  ask  the  Treasury 
to  spend  it. 

SiE  JOHN  SWINBURNE:  Taking 
the  boo.  Gentleman's  own  estimate,  it  is 
an  extraordinary  idea  that  we  are  to 
expend  upon  salaries  10  per  cent  of  the 
amount  we  spend  upon  the  whole  work, 
and  yet  that  was  the  state  of  things  last 
year— supposing  the  whole  amount  was 
expended  on  labour  and  materials.  It 
seems  to  me  that  no  business  man  would 
think  of  making  such  an  outlay  as  that. 
It  seems  to  ms  that  if  these  sfdaries  are 
fixed,  the  sooner  the  works  are  com- 
pleted the  better.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  it  be  would  state 
whether  the  £20,000  was  spent  last  year 

L  labour  and  materials  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  have 
not  got  a  copy  of  the  Appropriation  Act 
with  me  at  this  moment,  ana,  therefore, 
I  am  unable  to  give  a  precise  answer  to 
that  question.  But  I  need  hardly  point 
out  what  the  estimated  sum  is.  If  the 
total  sum  which  is  taken  under  Sub- 
bead  A  is  for  the  purchase  of  land  and 
works,  clearly  it  is  available  for  either 
the  one  purpose  or  the  other.    The  hon. 
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Baronet  loses  sight  of  the  fact  that  at 
this  particular  time  the  works  are  only 
jiist  in  process  of  oommeaoement,  and 
that  the  comparison  he  makes — or, 
rather,  the  complaint  he  makes  as  to 
peroentage— is  not  a  fair  one.  I  pre- 
Bume  if  the  hoo.  Baronet  were  about 
erecting  a  large  building  himself,  he 
would  oousider  it  necessary  to  employ 
an  architect.  If  the  operations  he  pro- 
posed effecting  were  estimated  to  coat 
£750,000,  I  t^e  it  that  he  would  en- 
dearour  to  obtain  the  services  of  the 
best  engineer  he  could  find,  and  it  could 
hardly  be  supposed  that  he  could  obtain 
the  serrioes  of  an  engineer  of  eminence, 
and  get  him  to  give  his  whole  time  and 
attention,  for  very  much  less  than  the 
Bum  which  is  put  down  here  for  the 
resident  engineer. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE :  There  is 
an  engineer  over  that  one. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Precisely,  with 
whom  an  arrangement  has  been  made 
that  he  should  receive  a  fixed  salary, 
which  salary  certainly  forme  part  of  the 
whole  charge.  [Sir  John  Swimburke 
dissented.]  The  Qon.  Baronet  shakes 
his  head.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  should 
be  sorry  to  entrust  so  lat^e  a  work  to 
any  hut  the  most  competent  engineer  I 
could  find ;  and  If  ws  must  have  com- 
petent engineers,  certainly,  in  the  first 
year,  the  expenditure  upon  their  aalariee 
must  of  necessity  compare  unfavourably 
with  tho  amount  of  work  done.  In 
future  years,  if  Parliament  sees  fit  to 
increase  the  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the 
engineers,  they  will,  no  doubt,  be  glad 
to  carry  on  their  work  much  faster,  and 
to  show  a  larger  result  for  the  amount 
of  money  spent. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  :  Tho 
works  have  been  going  on  two  or  three 
years. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes ;  hut  the  rail- 
way is  not  yet  completed,  and  the  prison 
is  not  yet  oompleted ;  and  while  these 
works  are  being  completed,  the  salaries 
of  the  engineers  are,  of  course,  running 
on.  They  must  of  necessity  go  on.  If 
tho  hon.  Baronet  bimself  builds  a  house, 
he  must  pay  the  salary  of  his  architect 
whilst  the  foundation  is  being  dug. 
The  engineers  must  be  paid  from  the 
beginning,  even  though  at  first  there 
may  be  liltle  to  show  for  the  money 
spent. 

Db.  TANNEB  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  did  not 
Sfr.  Jaekton 


answer  the  point  I  raised  as  to  labour 
and  materials.  We  know  actually, 
from  the  accounts  rendered  us  last  year, 
that,  practically  speaking,  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  money  placed  to  the 
account  of  labour  and  materials  which 
was  really  devoted  to  the  purchase  of 
land.  I  really  think  the  hon.  Oentle- 
mon  should  give  us  some  assurance  that 
a  blunder  which  was  evidently  com- 
mitted last  year  will  not  be  repeated 
this  year,  but  that  he  will  take  care,  in 
dealing  with  these  varioos  sub-heads, 
that  the  money  advanced  for  one  par- 
ticular object  will  be  devoted  specifically 
to  that  one  object,  and  will  not  be  trans- 
ferred off-hand  from  one  sub-head  to 
another.  I  trust  he  will  take  care  that 
money  granted  for  labour  and  materials 
should  be  expended  on  labour  and 
materials,  and  that  money  granted  for 
the  purchase  of  land  should  be  devoted 
to  the  purchase  of  land,  and  nothing 
else.  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  us  an  assurance  that  these  works 
should  be  carried  out  in  a  hand  fiA» 
manner,  and  that  next  year  we  should 
see  none  of  these  mistakes  which  ar« 
observable  in  the  accounts  of  last  year, 
looking  at  them  in  the  light  of  the 
present  Estimates, 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  have  endeavoured 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  this  ques- 
tion has  been  most  carefully  considered. 
I  trust  that  it  has  been  put  in  a  satis- 
factory position,  and  I  promise  him  that 
I  will  give  tho  point  he  raises  my  fullest 
attention. 

Tote  agre»d  to. 

(6.)  £131,105,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Bates  on  Government  Property. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  I  want  to  repeat 
upon  this  Yote,  and  I  also  desire  to  do 
it  upon  many  other  Yotes,  my  objection 
to  the  way  in  which  these  Accounts  ore 
presented.  We  have  in  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  an  acconnt  of  the  rates  upon 
Government  property,  amounting  to  a 
sum  of  £132,000,  relating  to  the  War 
and  Admiralty  Departments.  The 
charge  for  rates  on  Admiralty  buildings 
is  £52,000,  and  on  the  property  of  the 
War  Department  £80,000,  making  to- 

fither  the  total  I  have  named.    What 
Irish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is,  why  these 
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accounts  cannot  be  brought  into  the 
Aimj  and  Nav;  Yotea  7  I  do  not  wish 
to  alter  the  adminiatratiou — let  there  be 
no  miatake  about  that.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  under  the  Treasury  valuer  the  beat 
arrangemeut  is  made  wbioh  can  be  made 
aa  to  the  payment  of  these  ratea;  but, 
in  my  view  the  Army  and  Navy  Depart- 
menta  ahould  themaelvee  be  charg^ed 
with  the  precise  amounts  that  they  cost. 
I  would  make  the  same  remark  with 
reference  to  the  Post  Office.  I  aaid  last 
Wednesday  that  the  Foat  Office  Ac- 
counta  were  illusory  and  delusory,  for 
the  reason  that  they  did  not  show  what 
the  Post  Office  coats,  and  that  the  idea 
that  we  are  making;  those  large  profits 
out  of  the  Post  Office  ia  incorrect  when 
we  remember  that  these  large  deductions 
have  to  be  made  from  them.  The 
oharge  for  ratea  in  connection  with  the 
Post  Office  should  come  under  the  Post 
Office  Yote,  and  not  under  the  present 
Yote.  I  am  anxioaa  to  hear  from  the 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  his  opinion  upon  thia  matter ; 
and  I  trust  that  next  year  the  course  I 
Bugf^eat  will  be  followed  with  regard  to 
oil  Departments,  ao  that  the  aaddle  may 
bs  put  upon  the  right  horae. 

Gkmebai.  Sik  QEORGE  BALFOTJE 
(Kincardine) :  The  late  Secretary  to  the 
Treaauty  [Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has 
made  a  suggestion  which  I  have  been 
advocating  for  the  laet  ISyeara.  If  the 
War  Office  receives  fair  treatment  and  a 
number  of  charges  are  removed  from  it 
which  ought  properly  to  be  borne  by 
other  Departmental  I  ahall  be  very 
willing  to  see  it  take  over  its  due  share 
of  the  Vote  now  under  discussion,  ashaa 
been  auggested. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

Sal,  E.)  :  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
'cntleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that  he  should  not  wait  till  he  finds 
himself  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
before  attempting  to  initiate  reforms  or 
to  advocate  them.  He  has  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  in  the  matter  now,  and 
if  be  will  only  avail  himself  of  it  he  will 
do  very  eood  service.  I  hope  he  will 
not  wait  till  be  gets  to  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  in  order  to  force  the  hands 
of  his  oppoaenta  to  get  them  to  carry  out 
the  necessary  reforme.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Qentleman  to  explain  if  he  can  how 
it  is  that  the  rates  in  England  and  Scot- 
land have  gone  up  apparently  uniformly, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  they  have  gone 
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down  considerably  in  Ireland?  The 
number  of  buildings  have  not  diminished 
in  Ireland,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that 
the  rates  havs  decreased.  Would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  in- 
form the  Irish  Members  In  what  par- 
ticular the  amount  expended  in  IreWd 
in  aid  of  local  offices  has  been  lessened  ? 
Thb  SECRETAET  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.): 
With  regard  to  what  the  right  hon; 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  i^tst  Wol- 
verhamptoa  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has 
said,  I  endeavoured  to  make  it  clear 
when  last  we  went  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  that  I  would  try  in  the  next 
Estimates,  if  I  have  the  honour  to  be 
responsible  for  them,  to  arrange  that 
the  particulars  which  it  is  universally 
thought  desirable  to  have  furnished  on 
the  face  of  the  Estimates,  ahall  be 
given.  I  propose  to  carry  that  out  as 
far  aa  I  can ;  but  I  would  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
carefully,  and  I  think  wisely,  made  it 
clear  to  us  that  be  does  not  wish  to 
alter  or  change  the  administration,  and 
that  the  particular  Vote  he  referred  to 
as  an  instance  shows  how  difficult  it  is 
to  meet  his  views  and  wishes  entirely 
and  fully.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aaya  that  the  Yote  lor  ratea  in  respect  of 
the  Post  Office  ought  to  be  chat^d  on 
the  Post  Office  Eatimatoa.  Well,  now 
clearly  you  cannot  charge  it  on  the  Post 
Office  Vote  or  on  the  Post  Office  Esti- 
mate, if  it  is  to  be  administered  by  the 
Treaeury.  All  I  can  say  is,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  right  hon.  GanUeman  himself 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  would  be  un- 
desirable to  remove  the  care  and 
control  of  the  adminiatratiou  of  the 
rates  on  Government  property  from  the 
inspector  who  now  has  charge  of  them, 
and  that  the  work  would  be  much  better 
done  in  one  Department  by  one  officer 
than  if  it  were  done  by  each  Department 
for  itself.  But  what  can  be,  and  what 
shall  be  done  is  this,  the  amount  that 
is  paid  in  lieu  of  rates  on  Post  Office 
property  shall  be  stated  in  a  foot-note 
on  the  Post  Office  Estimates,  so  that  the 
House  will  be  able  to  see  at  a  glance  so 
far  as  we  get  can  at  it  correctly,  the  total 
amount  for  each  service.  1  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Ur.  Arthur  O'Connor)  gave 
me  Bome  very  sound  advice  as  to  what 
1  must  avoid  doing,  and  he  asked  a 
q^uestion  with  regard  to  Ireland,  but  I 
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am  afraid  I  can  give  him  very  1 
formation,  seeing  that  I  have  not  the 
details  of  particulars  for  England,  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  as  separate  countries. 
I  think,  however,  upon  the  face  of  it,  it 
muBt  be  evident  that  the  building  opera- 
tions which  have  been  going  on  in  Eng- 
land to  an  euormous  extent  under  the 
Post  Office  Department,  involving  large 
acquisitions  of  property,  account  for  the 
discrepancy  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to.  It  ia  evident  that  the  value  of  the 
Qovernment  property  in  this  country  ii 
increasiag.  There  was  an  enormous  in 
crease  in  the  Post  OfEce  Vote  in  regard 
to  the  acquisition  of  new  sites  last  year, 
to  which  my  Predecessor  has  called  at- 
tention, lliat  all  means  new  property, 
the  value  of  property  in  the  centres  of 
large  towns  and  cities  is,  I  think,  con- 
stantly increasing.  I  do  not  think  the 
increase  which  is  shown  in  this  item 
for  rates  in  the  present  Estimates  at 
per  cent  is  at  all  excessive  or  out  of 
proportion  to  the  actual  increase  '  " 
value  of  property  which  is  going 
different  parts  of  the  country.  If  the 
hon.  Uembor  for  East  Donegal  desires 
it,  I  will  obtain  information  upon  the 
point  he  has  raised,  and  show  precisely, 
as  near  as  I  can,  the  details  of  this 
matter,  aa  bearing  upon  each  of  the 
three  countries,  and  the  causes  which 
have  led  to  any  discrepancy  which  may 
be  observable. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE:  I  desire 
information  as  to  the  diminution  iu 
Ireland. 

Mr.  JAOEISON  :  Yes,  I  will  find  out 
about  that. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  The 
hon.  Member  behind  me  refers  rather 
severely  to  the  attitude  of  Secretaries 
to  the  Treasury  who  have  ceased  to  be 
responsible  for  the  Estimates,  and  find 
themxelves  in  opposition.  I  should  like 
to  put  him  in  possession  of  one  single 
fact,  and  it  is,  that  I  never  had  the 
honour  of  presenting  to  this  House  any 
set  of  Estimates  what^ever.  When  I 
came  into  Office  the  Estimates  had  been 

frepared  by  my  Predecessor,  and  when 
left  Office  I  did  so  before  I  had  had 
time  to  present  the  Estimates.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  think  it  fair  that  I  should 
be  criticized  for  having  neglected  to  do 
that  which  I  never  ha!d  an  opportunity 
of  doing.  I  do  not  altogether  agree  with 
what  the  hon.  Member  opposite  said.  I 
admit  that  he  must  b«  largely  in  the  hands 
J/r.  Jaciion 
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of  the  permanent  officials,  but  with  the 
present  mode  of  keeping  accounts  I  see 
no  difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  reform  I 
require.  Tahs  the  amount  for  the  Ad- 
miralty— namely,  £62,000.  I  see  no 
dif&culty  in  acorediting  this  amount  as 
an  extra  receipt  in  the  Admiralty  Ac- 
counts, and  I  see  no  difficulty  in  de- 
biting the  Admiralty  Accounts  with  rates 
on  property.  I  am  contending  that  the 
Admiralty  Vote  should  show  what  the 
country  pays  for  its  Navy  altogether,  no 
matter  by  what  departments  it  may  be 
administered.  The  hon.  Member  will 
recollect  that  this  suHsct  goes  through 
a  large  number  of  Votes.  There  are 
tranefers  again  and  again  from  one  de- 
partment to  another,  and  there  are  con* 
tributions  from  the  Indian  Qovernment 
to  be  taken  Into  account. 

Mr..  JACKSON:  for  War  Office 
purposes. 

Ma.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER :  In  aid 
of  the  War  Office  Vote.  I  think  the 
same  thing  occurs  in  a  neat  many  other 
departments.  In  the  Post  Office  Esti- 
mates this  grant  made  in  respect  of 
rates  on  Post  Office  buildings  might  be 
entered  as  a  receipt,  and,  instead  of 
voting  £226,105,  we  ahould  then  only 
vote  the  balance  of  the  account.  The 
Vote  should  show  the  entire  expenditure 
of  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office,  and 
each  department  should  be  responsible 
for  the  amount  it  spends.  I  shall  bring 
this  question  up  again  with  mucbgreater 
freedom  upon  the  Stationery  Vote  on 
the  question  ot  principle.  I  shall  con- 
tend that  each  department  should  deal 
with  its  own  stationery  account.  My 
point  is  not  to  alter  the  administration, 
but  to  provide  that  the  Admiralty  Esti- 
mates sball  show  the  wbole  account  for 
the  Admiralty,  that  the  War  Office  Esti- 
mates shall  show  the  same,  and  also 
the  Post  Office  Estimates.  What  I  want 
to  bring  about  is  this—that  Parliament 
may  see  what  each  department  costs. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  knows  as 
well  as  I  that  the  disclosures  which 
have  been  made  upstairs  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  accounts  show  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  certain  items  not  being 
cnarged  to  the  proper  departments, 
lOrmouB  confusion  prevails. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRB  (Bradford, 
Central) :  It  seems  to  me  essential  that 
the  management  of  thia  particular  item 
should  rest  with  the  Treasury,  and  that 
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tbe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should  be 
responsible  under  the  Vote  for  it,  1  do 
not,  for  my  own  port,  see  how  he  can  be 
respnnsihle  for  a  small  share  of  the  Vote 
if  the  Vote  ia  split  up  and  taken  under 
different  heads  or  attributed  to  different 
departments,  and  great  confusion  would 
necessarily  arise  ;  and  I  think  that  con- 
fusion must  be  avoided,  although  I  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  If  ember 
for  East  WolTerbampton  (Mr.  Henry 
H,  Fowler)  that  we  should  know  what 
is  the  total  cost  of  each  aeparate  depart- 
ment. I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  met  this 
▼ery  fairly  by  proposing  to  put,  in  the 
form  of  a  foot  note,  at  the  end  of  the 
aggregate  vote,  in  italics,  these  it«ms 
TOted  in  other  departments  in  this  way. 
That  will  enable  the  House  to  see  the 
aggregate  cost  of  eaoh  department. 
Tfnder  the  head  Post  Office  there  is  an 
item  of  £21,000  for  rates  on  Post  Office 
property;  That  item  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Post  Office  Estimate,  but 
should  be  shown  separately,  and  be 
added  to  the  Post  Office  aggregate,  so 
that  the  Houee  can  see  the  total  cost  of 
that  department.  X  do  not  think  it 
would  result  in  more  economic  manage- 
ment if  you  were  to  split  up  these  Votes, 
and  not  to  hold  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  respoasible  for  all  those  items. 

Gbhebal  Sia  QEOBOE  BALFO0B : 
I  hope  the  ban.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  pause  before 
carryiDg  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Heniy  H. 
Fowler).  I  admire  the  right  hon.  Oeu- 
tleman's  abilities,  and  I  sympathize,  to 
Bome  extent,  with  his  objects;  but  I 
believe  that  by  the  system  he  advocates 
he  would  upset  the  whole  Treasury  mode 
of  making  up  accounts.  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  accounts  myself,  and 
I  think  it  would  not  be  altogether  a 
waste  of  time  if  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  rise  in 
bis  place  and  show  the  House  what 
would  be  the  result  of  keeping  oompli- 
oated  accounts  by  a  system  of  double 
entry  such  as  that  proposed.  If  I  am 
obliged  to  make  observations  diapleaaing 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  I  am  sorry,  and 
if  I  attach  any  blame  to  him  I  regret  it. 

Vote  egretd  to. 

(7.)  £.5,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade, 
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Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
It  is  stated  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
Fire  Brigade  is  so  badly  horsed  that,  in 
the  event  of  a  great  fire  occurring,  it 
would  be  unable  to  send  out  engines  for 
want  of  horses.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  ia  correct ;  but,  if  so,  it  is  a  matter 
of  great  importance,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  hear  a  statement  on  the  subject  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Sir  HENBT  6ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
(Essex,  E^ping) :  I  should  like  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Geatleman  whether 
there  is  any  possibility  of  increasing  this 
grant,  because  I  can  confirm  not  only 
what  has  fallen  from  the  hoa.  Member 
opposite,  that  the  brigade  is  deficient  in 
horse  power,  but  that  many  other  ma- 
terials are  deficient  which  are  necessary 
to  efficiently  dealing  with  fires  in  the 
Metropolis.  As  the  Government  grant 
forms  one  of  the  items  of  the  Vote,  per- 
haps my  right  hon.  Friend  will  state 
whether  the  Government  have  any  in- 
tention of  increasing  the  amount. 

The  FIBST  COMMISSIONEB  of 
WOEKS  (Mr.  Pldhket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  seen  in  the  newepapore 
the  statements  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  but  I  have  no  special  know- 
ledge on  the  subject.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
I  would  point  out  that  this  sum  is  laid 
down  by  Act  of  Parliament  of  1865, 
and  I  presume  that  this  payment  is  in 
respect  of  the  services  rendered  by  the 
Fire  Brigade  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Government  Offices ;  out, 
as  I  have  said,  the  amount  being  fixed 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  increase  it  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament. 

Mb.  BEADIAUGH  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Statute  gives  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  authority  to  increase  the 
grant,  but  as  the  £1,000  is  paid  for  the 
protection  of  Government  Works,  it 
would  be  a  most  material  thing  if  there 
ia  any  truth  in  the  allegation.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  inquire  into 
the  matter. 

Vote  tKireed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 

"Tbnt  a  turn,  not  exceeding  £134, eS2,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  completo  the  Ham 
necesMuy  to  defray  the  Chtirge  which  will  come 
in  oourse  of  paymeat  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1888,  for  the  Erectloa. 
Repaira,  and  Maintonance  of  the  several  Public 
BuildingB  in  the  Department  of  the  Commis- 
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BiDDerg  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  and  for  the 
erection  of  FiaKerj'  Picn,  and  the  Maintenance 
of  certain  Parka,  Harbours,  and  Navigations, 
and  for  KepaymenU  to  Barooies  under  '  The 
TramirajB  and  Fablie  Compuiiet  (Ireland)  Act, 
1883.'" 

Mb.  ARTHUH  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.):  I  think  that  ho n.  Members  repre- 
sentine  Irish  constituencies  have  some 
ground  for  complaint  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is  not  in  his 
place  to  answer  with  regard  to  this 
Vote ;  because  It  is  almost  impoaaible  to 
aecertain  what  ia  the  position  of  the 
Tieasury  in  respect  of  the  expenditure 
by  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland. 
With  respect  to  every  spend  in  gDepart- 
ment  here,  the  position  of  the  Treasury 
is  more  or  less  clear;  but  the  Treasury 
Authorities  themselves  admit  that  they 
are  not  able  to  give  the  amount  of 
check  and  control  required  by  the  ex- 
penditure under  this  vote.  In  order 
that  I  may  not  be  supposed  to  be  speak- 
ing at  random,  I  will  refer  to  the  answer 
given  to  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
on  this  very  point.  Mr.  F.  W.  Hamilton, 
one  of  the  principal  clerks  in  the  Trea- 
sury, was  asked  what  real  check  the 
TreasniT  exercised  on  the  expenditure 
of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  to 
which  he  replied — 

"  I  should  think  it  is  rather  difficult  to  say. 
It  ia  a  Department  irhich  ve  consider  to  be  di- 
rectly under  the  Treasury,  and  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  (he  Treatury  answers  for  the  Da- 
pBrtmeot  in  the  House  of  Ckimmons ;  but  it 
vould  be  goiof  into  a  very  large  question  to 
define  the  relations  between  the  Treasury  and 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland." 

From  that  starting  point  theinterroga 
tones  were  continued,  and  it  appears 
that  all  sorts  of  things  have  been  done 
in  connection  with  this  particular  Yote, 
which  would  not  for  a  moment  be  at- 
tempted on  the  part  of  any  spending 
Department  here,  while  the  Treasury 
have  very  little  information,  and  no  con- 
trol, over  the  action  of  those  by  whom 
the  money  is  spent  in  Dublin.  It  appears 
that  without  obtaining  any  authority 
from  the  Treasury,  not  only  the  money 
voted  in  items  A,  B,  and  C,  but  also 
that  which  is  obtained  from  what  are 
called  extra  receipts,  which  ought  to  be 
paid  into  the  Exchequer,  is  appropriated, 
and  that  they  have  even  taken  upon 
themselves,  without  Treasury  sanction, 
to  compromise  an  action  at  law.  There 
is  no  other  Department  which  would 
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carry  on  its  business  in  that  way.  The 
Treasury  is  supposed  to  have  finandal 
control  over  every  Department  of  the 
State,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  should  form  an 
exception  —  at  any  rate,  the  Treasury 
themselves  decline  to  attempt  to  define 
the  relationship  between  the  two  Offices. 
It  is  only  reasonable  that  we  should 
have  expected  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  be  in  his  place 
to  explain  how  this  money  is  spent, 
and  why  any  money  is  spent  irre- 
gularly. Again  the  Vote,  I  see, 
is  not  presented  in  the  same  form 
as  last  year,  as  hon.  Members  will 
see  by  referring  to  page  61,  where, 
under  the  heading  that  included  main- 
tenance last  year,  there  now  appears  a 
charge  for  furniture  and  utensils;  and 
similarly  with  other  sub-heads.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  is  impossible  to 
compare  the  6gutee  of  this  year  with 
those  of  previous  years.  Therefore,  I 
say  that  our  position  with  reference  to 
this  Yote  is  very  unsatisfactory.  There 
are  also  one  or  two  matters  of  detMl 
with  regard  to  the  Vote  on  which  I 
should  like  to  get  answers  from  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman.  Especially  I 
would  ask  him,  with  regard  to  the  Ulster 
Canal,  on  account  of  which  there  ie,oa 
page  64,  a  charge  of  £705,  as  against 
£1,221  for  last  year.  Now,  that  is  a 
saving  of  the  sum  of  £500  on  this  work 
alone.  I  regard  the  Ulster  Canal  as  a 
monumentof  incapacity  which  the  Board 
of  Works  will  do  well  to  get  rid  of,  and 
which  causes  very  heavy  annual  charges. 
The  Government  also  propose  to  take 
£1,200,  as  shown  on  page  61,  for  work 
to  be  executed  by  the  Shannon  Naviga- 
tion Company ;  and  they  have  also  in- 
troduced a  Bill  in  reference  to  the  trans- 
fer contemplated.  Under  that  Bill  they 
will  take  powers  to  make  over  to  the 
Company  their  property  in  the  Ulster 
Canal,  which  at  present  they  hold  aa 
unpaid  mortgagees,  and  which  has 
proved  a  very  bad  security.  I  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  how  it  is  that  the  amount  for 
the  Ulster  Canal  has  been  brought  down 
to  the  sum  of  £705? 

Thb  SEOEETAET  to  thb  TREA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  The 
only  explanation  I  can  give  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  on  account  of  the 
Ulster  Canal  is,  that  last  year  the  ex- 
penditure was  in  excess  of  the  average 
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expenditure,  the  consequence  of  special 
vorks  which  are  not  to  be  executea  this 
3'ear.  The  works,  I  understand,  wore  of 
the  nature  of  repaira  ;  £70d  is  the  sum 
which  we  are  adrised  would  be  neces- 
Bary  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and,  of 
course,  we  ask  for  no  more  than  we  are 
advised  will  be  neoeuar;  to  diachorge 
the  ohligations  in  connection  with  them. 
As  the  hon.  Member  says,  we  have  in- 
troduced a  Bill  with  reference  to  the 
Ulfiter  Canal,  which  we  hope  to  hand 
over  to   the  Lagan  Narigation   Oom- 

faoj,  and  in  the  paseing  of  that  measure 
hope  we  ma;  have  the  hon.  Member's 
aMistance,  beoanse  we  can,  in  that  way, 
get  rid,  aa  he  has  suggested,  of  the  re- 
sponsibility in  connection  with  the  Canal. 
The  QoTemmeut  hare  hitherto  been  un- 
Baoceasful  in  their  endeavours  to  do  this 
—I  am  afraid,  owing  to  the  opposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  himself.  How- 
ever, it  would  be  very  much  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  those  interested  if  the  Canal 
were  handed  over  to  the  Lagan  Navi- 
gation Company,  who  would  probably 
administer  it  better  than  has  been  the 
case  hitherto.  The  hon.  Member  has 
asked  me  some  questions  with  regard  to 
the  control  which  the  Treasury  has  of 
the  expenditure  of  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works;  and  he  has  put  his  finger  on 
certain  cases,  in  one  ot  which  an  action 
at  law  was  compromised  without  Trea- 
Buty  sanction,  and  in  another  payment 
was  mode  out  of  extra  receipts.  He 
has  also  referred  to  evidence  given 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
— that  it  was  not  dear  that  the  sanction 
of  the  Treaanry  had  been  obtained 
before  the  expenditure  of  money  took 
plaoe  in  connection  with  the  visit  of  a 
£oyal  personage.  I  should  not  like  it 
to  go  forth  that  there  is  any  hesitation 
or  doubt  at  the  Treasury  as  to  their  duty 
of  controlling  expenditure  forwhich  they 
are  responsible  in  connection  with  this 
Board.  It  is  true  that  with  respect  to 
the  itemsto  which  the  hon.  Member  called 
attention  mistakes  have  been  made; 
hot  I  believe  it  is  also  perfectly  true 
that  they  have  been  made  in  these  in- 
stances alone.  |Mr.  Abthub  O'Ooitbor : 
In  one  year.]  Yes;  in  one  year.  The 
accounts  are  subjected  to  the  most  rigid 
scrutiny  by  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General,  and  other  gentlemen.  The 
case  in  which  the  action  at  law  was 
compromised  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury  being  previously  obtuned, 


was  one  of  considerable  difficulty ;  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  or  admit  that 
the  officer  in  charge,  although  exercisinK 
a  power  which  was  irregular  and  out  (U 
order,  did  not  save  money,  and,  under 
the  circumatnncea,  take  the  wisest 
course.  I  do  not  for  one  moment  wish 
to  leasen  the  efficiency  of  Treasury  con- 
trol ;  and,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  and 
experience  at  the  Treasury  goes,  there 
is  no  hesitation  or  doubt  whatever  as  to 
its  being  absolutely  irres-ular  to  expend 
any  money  under  this  Vole  without  the 
Treasury  sanction  being  first  obtained; 
and,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  that 
is  practically  carried  out  in  aU  oases. 
With  regard  to  the  answer  of  Mr. 
Hamilton  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  to  which  the  bon.  Member 
has  referred,  without  saying  too  much, 
it  appears  to  me  that  Mr.  Hamilton  was 
dealing  with  a  particular  case  in  point, 
and  must  not  be  understood  to  mean 
that  there  was  any  weakness  of  control 
on  the  port  of  the  Treasury.  And,  as 
far  aa  I  can,  Z  shall  always  insist  on  a 
full  examination  of  the  auhject  before 
any  action  of  the  Board  in  the  matter  of 
expenditure  is  taken. 

Ma.  AHTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  shaU 
always  be  anxious  to  effect  economy  in 
the  Public  Service ;  and  in  respect  of 
the  Ulster  Canal,  if  the  Oovernment 
will  consent  to  economize  £12,000  in 
the  Public  Expenditure,  I  will  consent 
to  withdraw  my  opposition  to  the  Bill— 
they  will  then  get  their  measure,  and 
the  public  money  will  be  saved. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEHE  (Northampton): 
I  observe  that  the  official  rosidenoes  in 
Dublin  cost  the  sum  of  £13,613.  I 
have  not  a  very  great  opinion  of  those 
who  inhabit  tbebe  residences  ;  and  I 
think,  at  least,  their  residences  should 
be  kept  in  repair  at  their  own  expense. 
I  see  that  altogether  there  is  a  total  in- 
crease of  charae  of  £1,030  on  account 
of  the  Yiceregu  Lodge,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's Lodge,  the  Under  Secretary's 
Ijodge,  and  the  Private  Secretary's 
Lodge.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Under 
Secretary  and  the  Private  Secretary 
should  have  lodges,  and  there  should  be 
an  increased  outlay  on  their  houses, 
gardens,  and  demesnes.  The  whole 
thing  smacks  of  a  job.  I  have  been  to 
Dublin,  and  can  see  no  reason  why 
these  things  should  be  paid  for  by  the 
public ;  and,  under  the  ciroumstooces,  I 
shall  move  tiie  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
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the  amount  of  £1,030,  which  representa 
tho  excess  of  charge  ia  this  Eatimate 
over  last  year. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  ozceeding  £133,632, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Serricea." — {Mr. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.):  Mf  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  haa  raised  a  question  of 
principle  on  this  Vote  which  I  ahall 
not  disouas,  although  he  only  pro- 
propoaes  to  reduce  it  by  the  amount  of 
the  excess  over  last  year's  Estimate.  I 
do  not  know  tbat  ve  can  get  a  better 
illuattation  of  the  extravagance  of  the 
Iriah  Government  than  is  presented  by 
the  Vote  before  us.  The  aum  voted  thia 
year  for  Palaces  in  the  personal  oc- 
cupation of  Her  Majesty  is  be- 
tween £12,000  and  £13,000,  and  we 
are  asked  to  Vote  for  Dublin  Castle 
and  the  Yiceregal  residence  no  less 
a  anm  than  £10,105.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  lock  at  the  past  accouuts, 
Ihey  will  be  utterly  unable  to  understand 
what  becomes  of  the  furniture  in  Dublin 
Castle.  The  maintenance  of  Dublin 
Castle,  which  is  a  furnished  reaideuce, 
and  the  figures  I  am  about  to  quote  are 
only  a  sample  of  what  is  expended  every 
year,  is  £3,700  ;  furniture  and  fittings, 
£2,100;  fuel,  lighting,  service,  and 
cleaning,  £333.  For  the  Yiceregal 
Lodge  and  gardens,  there  ia  £3,100 
for  maintenance,  £1,000  for  furni- 
ture, and  £370  for  fuel  and  lighting. 
For  the  Chief  Secretary's  Lodge  there 
is  £900  for  maintenance,  £300  for  furni- 
ture, and  £155  for  fuel  and  lighting. 
For  the  Under  Secretary's  Lodge,  there 
ia  £600  for  maintenance,  £150  for  furni- 
ture, and  £120  for  fuel  and  lighting. 
Now,  the  Chief  Secretary  has  a  salary 
of  £4,SO0.  I  do  not  iu  any  way  grudge 
him  the  aalary.  He  is,  or  ought  to  be, 
one  of  the  hardest  worked  officials  of  the 
OoTemment,  but  when,  in  addition  to 
his  salary,  ^ou  give  him  £1,500  a-yeat 
for  his  residence  in  Dublin,  you  give 
him  £1,000  a-year  more  than  the  Prime 
Minister.  With  the  exception  of  the 
Lord  Chancellors,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  is  the  highest  paid  official  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  I  think  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  called  to  this  circum- 
stance. On  page  67  the  Committee  will 
find  all  these  sums  put  together,  and  by 
that  they  will  get  a  very  good  idea  of 
Mr.  Zaboucktrt 


the  enormous  ordinary  expenditure  of 
the  Irish  Government,  which  is  said  to 
be  at  least  double  that  for  vhtoh  a 
similar  service  could  be  carried  on  in 
this  country.  Where  the  control  of  the 
Treasury  is  with  regard  to  it,  I  cannot 
say.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  exercise 
all  tho  control  in  his  power,  but  I  ven- 
ture to  tell  him  that  the  Iriah  Autho- 
rities will  be  too  much  for  him,  and  that 
the  officials  in  Dublin  Caatle  will  ^end 
money  under  any  circumstances.  There 
ia  no  Department  in  the  State  on  which 
you  spend  more  money,  and  get  leas  for 
it  than  that  which  has  in  hand  the  ordi- 
nary adminiHtration  of  Irish  affairs.  I 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  for  some  information  with 
regard  to  all  these  items. 

Mb,  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  very  much  information  with  regard 
to  this  expenditure.  There  ia  not  a  very 
large  increase  in  the  amount  of  charge 
as  compared  with  previous  years.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  who  has  been  at  the 
Treasury,  knows  perfectly  well  tbat  this 
is  not  a  Departmental  but  a  Cabinet 
question ;  and  if  the  whole  system  of 
administration  of  Ireland  is  to  be  altered, 
if  you  are  to  abolish  the  official  reaidence 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that  is  not  a 
question  which  can  be  raised  on  this 
Yote.  It  is  a  question  of  principle,  and 
must  be  settled  by  the  renponsiDle  Go- 
vernment. What  the  Treasury  can  do, 
and  endeavour  to  do,  is  to  take  care  that 
there  should  not  be  any  unnecessary  in- 
crease of  expenditure,  and  that  the  ex- 
Eenditure  which  has  been  incurred  shall 
e  cut  down  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed 
out  that  there  is  a  considerable  expendi- 
ture on  this  official  residence  in  Dublin ; 
hut  he  will,  of  course,  remember  that 
it  is  used  to  a  much  larger  extent  than 
any  of  the  Royal  Palaces  which  are 
occupied  by  Her  Majesty  in  this  country. 
Whether  the  expenditure  is  large  or  ex- 
cessive is  a  question  entirely  for  the 
House  to  judge ;  I  can  only  be  expected, 
I  think,  to  answer  with  regard  to  ob- 
jections made  on  that  ground,  the  ques- 
tion of  principle  being  entirely  beyond 
me.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  always  goes  to  the 
point ;  he  says  he  objects  on  principle  to 
the  maintenance  of  these  offices.  Well, 
of  course,  if  the  House  comes  to  that 
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opinion,  the  system  will  be  altered ;  but 
I  think  that,  at  this  particular  stage  of 
the  proceedings,  all  no  can  do  is  to  see 
that  the  Treasury  shall  exercise  an  effi- 
cient control  over  the  expenditure. 

Dk.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.) :  I 
am  astonished  at  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. We  have,  for  the  Under  Seure- 
tary's  Lodge  and  Demense,  a  charg;e  of 
£600  for  maintenance  and  £150  for  fur- 
niture ;  but  I  point  out  that  this  Under 
Secretary's  Lodge  is  not  ocoapied  at  alt. 
There  ia  no  such  person,  at  tiie  present 
moment,  as  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  [Mr.  Jaoeboh:  Yes.]  I  stand 
corrected.  We  hare  an  inoreaaed  ex- 
penditure, and  a  diminished  responsi- 
bility. I  ask,  in  connection  witn  the 
Chief  Secretary's  lodge  and  gardens, 
what  amount  of  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
spent  in  that  habitation,  for  which  we 
pay  ?  We  all  know  in  Ireland  that 
practically  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
Boycotted  the  country  in  consequence  of 
the  Galway  midwifery  case,  and  we 
think  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  live  there,  there  ought  to  be  a 
diminished  expenditure  on  acconnt  of 
hie  residence.  We  lind,  practically 
speaking,  that  the  Chief  Secretary's 
lodge  and  grounds  cost  this  year  £1,355, 
and  that  there  is  only  a  very  small  dimi> 
nution  in  connection  with  the  expendi- 
ture of  last  year.  Again,  with  regard 
to  the  Dublin  residence  and  the  Vice- 
regal Lodge,  we  hare  in  those  cases  a 
ohargs  of  £6,200,  as  against  a  charge  of 
£583.  Everyone  connected  with  Ire- 
land knows  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  left  the  country  for  some  time  past, 
and  that  he  has  practically  taken  up  his 
abode  in  London,  leaving  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  to  he  managed  by  proxy.  Both 
these  individuals — the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Chief  Secretary— spend  a  greater 
portion  of  their  time  out  of  the  country ; 
and  I  maintain  that  we  should  not  pay 
an  increased  sum  in  connection  with 
their  residences  in  Dublin.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  will  divide  the  Committee 
on  his  Amendment,  for  I  consider  these 
items  are  disgraceful  in  themselves,  and 
they  cast  neither  honour  nor  glory  on 
the  Irish  Executive. 

Mr.  L^BOUOHEKB  :  I  wish  simply 
to  point  out  that  I  am  not  asking  the 
Qomnuttse  to  vote  on  the  question  of 
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principle.  My  contention  Is  that  it  is 
ridiculous  that  there  should  be  so  great 
a  charge  for  the  lodges  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  Under  Secretary,  having 
regard  to  the  cost  at  which  the  palaces 
in  the  ocoupation  of  Her  Majesty  are 
maintained.  No  one  Beems  to  be  respon- 
sible for  this  expenditure,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  X  think  we  ought  all 
to  protest  against  the  increase  in  this  Vote. 
Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire): 
I  trust  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton will  divide  the  Committee  on 
his  Amendment.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  has  not  given  one  tittle  or 
shred  of  reason  or  excuse  for  the  in- 
crease of  this  Veto.  The  question  may 
be  one  for  the  decision  of  the  Cabinet 
whether  we  should  do  away  with  Dublin 
as  the  outward  and  visible  sign  of 
a  hateful  system  in  Ireland;  but 
the  Vote  now  asked  for  ia  a  depart- 
mental matter,  and  we  are  entitled  to 
know  the  reason  of  the  increased  ohargo 
for  furniture  and  keeping  up  these  resi- 
dences. We  found  the  other  day  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  unuecesaary 
expense  in  connection  with  furniture  in 
England,  but  it  seems  that  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  is  twice  as  bad.  For 
theso  reasonslshall  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  We  have 
not  been  able  to  obtain  any  information 
with  regard  to  this  Vote,  but  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  we  have 
received  iustructiona  specially  from  our 
constituents  to  look  after  this  expendi- 
ture, and  whether  the  amounts  are  large 
or  email  we  are  expected  to  see  that 
there  is  no  waste.  We  find  here  a 
charge  of  £3, 500  for  additional  furniture 
at  Dublin  Castle,  and  another  item  of 
£1,000  on  account  of  the  Viceregal 
Lodge  which  also  includes  furniture, 
and  we  have  asked  what  necessity  there 
oan  possibly  be  for  this  increased  ex- 
penditure upon  residonoes  which  are 
already  provided  for  on  a  large  scale. 
As  I  hJave  said,  we  cannot  gat  any  in- 
formation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  who  is  responsible 
for  the  affairs  of  Ireland  will  not  come 
here,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
is  supposed  to  supply  his  place  is  ap- 

?arently  gone.  I  do  not  know  that 
rish  Hembers  would  be  doing  theit: 
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duty  to  their  constituents,  or  that 
we  should  be  doing  our  duty  to 
those  who  send  us  here  if  we  al- 
lowed this  mosey  to  be  voted  without 
making  an  earnest  protest  against  the 
way  in  which  the  House  of  Oommons  is 
treated  in  this  matter.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair,  I  do  not  think  it  is  treating  the 
BepresentatiTee  of  the  people  even  with 
common  decency  to  refuse  the  informa- 
tion we  hare  asked  for. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  would  point  out  that  as  we  Irish 
Members  hare  never  crossed  the  thres- 
hold of  Dublin  Castle,  we  are  not  in  a 
position  to  say  whether  it  is  well  fur- 
nished or  otherwise,  but  we  do  object  to 
the  increased  expenditure  owing  to  the 
extravagance  of  that  institution.  As 
has  been  pointed  out  to  the  Committee, 
Dublin  Castle  is  supposed  to  be  per- 
manently furnished;  but,  notwithstand- 
ing that,  we  have  these  large  sums  year 
after  year  for  decorations  and  other 
matters.  Anyone  who  visits  the  Fhcs- 
nix  Park,  and  looks  at  the  residences  of 
the  offlcialB,is  surprised  by  the  neglected 
and  dilapidated  appearance  which  they 
present,  and  if  we  ask  the  reason  it  is 
because  they  are  left  tenantless  for  the 
greater  part  of  the  year.  We  object 
Beriousty  to  this  incrossed  expenditure, 
and  we  feel  it  our  duty  to  protest 
against  a  system  {which  is  at  variance 
with  the  sentiments  of  the  Irish  people 
whom  we  are  sent  here  to  represent. 

Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  did  not  seem 
to  defend  this  Vote  on  very  strong 
grounds.  I  certainly  object  to  large 
sums  being  expended  upon  furniture  of 
Public  Departments,  unless  the  neceaait; 
for  such  expenditure  is  shown  ;  and 
therefore,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  got  up  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, audaaid  that  the  question  uf  the 
principle  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was 
involved,  I  must  own  to  being  greatly 
disappointed  with  his  reply.  We  are  not 
now  discuBsing  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  there  shall  be  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, but  the  matter  of  increased  ex- 
peediture.  I  should  tike  to  have  some 
reasons  for  thisextra  expenditure.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  it  is  nerfectly  proper  to 
expend  this  money ;  but  I  point  out  that 
we  have  not  had  any  reason  given  for 
the  increase. 
Hr.  Pieton 


The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kivq-Kabmak)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
It  is  impossible  for  the  Under  Secretary, 
or  anyone,  to  give  detailed  information 
as  to  how  the  money  in  all  the  Lodges 
in  Dublin  is  spent  for  repairs,  mainten- 
ance, and  other  matters.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers must  be  aware  that  the  cost  of  re- 
pairs in  one  year  will  vary  as  compared 
with  that  of  another,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible to  explain  exactly  why  the  sum  in 
one  year  is  larger  than  a  given  sum  in 
another.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  to  the  fact  that  the  sum  total  of 
the  Tote  shows  a  substantial  decrease  of 
about  £13,000,  and  I  think  it  must  be 
obvious  from  that  fact  that  there  can 
have  been  no  extraordin air  waste  which 
could  have  been  prevented.  In  reply  to 
the  allegation  that  the  Viceregal  Lodge 
is  not  occupied,  I  may  recall  to  the  re- 
collection of  hon.  Members  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  been  in  Ireland  a  good 
deal,  and  His  Excellency  will  return  to 
Dublin  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  who  has  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  whatever  may 
be  his  opinion  with  regard  to  the  Vicfi- 
royalty,  must  be  aware  that  it  would 
not  be  acceptable  to  the  country  if  the 
Castle  and  residences  in  Dublin  were 
allowed  to  fall  into  decay  for  the  want  of 
repairs.  I  trust  we  shall  now  be  allowed 
to  take  this  Vote. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  find  that 
there  is  a  charge  for  maintenance  and 
supplies  at  Dublin  Castle  of  £3,700,  and 
also  a  charge  of  £3,100  for  furniture  in 
the  house.  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury will  state  what  is  the  character  of 
the  furniture  on  which  this  sum  is  ex- 
pended. Every  year  it  costs  £2,000  for 
furnishing  the  Castle  ;  and  I  ask,  is  the 
furniture  such  that  it  requires  to  be  re- 
placed yearly  ?  It  is  a  monstrous  thing 
that  this  constant  charge  for  furniture, 
of  which  we  have  no  explanation,  is 
placed  upon  the  Estimates.  It  is  mani- 
fest  that  we  must  conclude  that  these 
large  sums  of  money  are  not  spent  upon 
furniture,  but  jobbed  away  by  officials 
at  the  Castle.  I  know  the  Under  Secre- 
ta^'s  Lodge  in  Dublin,  and  I  say  that 
it  is  monstrous  to  suppose  that  £600 
a-year  can  be  spent  upon  it,  or  anything 
like  it.  The  demesne  is  not  very  exten- 
sive ;  and  I  say  that  it  is  utterly  impoa- 
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Bible  that  the  money  can  have  been 
expended  upon  it.  For  the  Viceregal 
Loag^e  there  ia  a  charfie  of  £1,000  for 
furniture  aud  £1,300  for  maintenance 
and  repairs.  It  ia  manifest  that  the 
money  does  not  go  for  these  purposes ; 
it  must  g;o  for  some  other  purpose.  The 
furniture  is  removed,  and  I  say  that  we 
ought  to  know  what  becomes  of  it.  It 
must  be  either  that  the  money  is  not 
spent  on  furniture  or  else  that  the  furni- 
ture is  afterwards  sold  off  and  replaced 
at  the  cost  of  the  State.  For  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Lodge  and  gardens  there  is 
a  charge  of  £900  for  roaiutenance  and 
repairs  and  £300  for  utensils,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  enormous  salary  of  £4,a00 
a-year,  and  the  item  for  coals  for  the 
house  in  which  ho  never  lires.  I  pointed 
out  that  last  item  to  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  and  said 
that  the  quantity  of  coals  charged  for 
iras  enough  to  warm  at  least  fire  houses 
of  the  size  of  the  Chief  Socretary'sLodge, 
and  ^e  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  totally 
unable  to  tell  us  how  the  money  was 
■pent.  It  comes  to  this,  then,  that  in 
addition  to  the  salary  of  £4,500,  there 
is  a  further  sum  of  £1,600  which  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  receives,  and  for 
this  £1,600  a-yearthere  IS  absolutely  no 
explanation  whatever.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  cannot 
fairly  contend  that  this  sum  is  ncceasary 
to  keep  his  house  in  repair.  In  my 
Opinion,  if  he  kept  his  house  in  Dublin 
in  repair  for  a  long  residence  in  the 
country  it  would  cost  him  about  £200 
a-year ;  but  when  the  Public  Exchequer 
can  be  drawn  upon  the  cost  of  repairs 
amounts  to  £1,600.  Allow  me  to  say 
that  the  Chief  Secretary's  Lodge  is  an 
exceedingly  small  house,  and  that  every 
year  it  costs  for  repairs  and  furniture 
one-fourth  of  the  sum  that  it  would  re- 
qnire  to  build  a  house  of  the  size. 
Under  these  circumstancea,  I  say  that 
we  are  entitled  to  further  information 
before  the  Vote  Js  taken. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  has  spoken  as  if  he  was 
desirous  of  getting  information  on  this 
Vote  which  the  Oovernment  refused  to 
give  him;  but  I  can  assure  him  that 
that  is  not  the  case.  I  admit  that  the 
House  is  entitled  to  obtain  all  the  in- 
formation which  it  seeks;  and,  there- 
fore, I  venture  to  make  the  sugges- 
tion that,  in  order  to  make  a  full 
investigation,  the  matter  should  be 
brought  forward  oa  the  Beport  stage, 


and  the  Vote  now  allowed  to  be  taken. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  An  hon.  Member 
cheers  that  remark ;  but  on  Ueport  I 
will  endeavour  to  be  prepared  with 
fuller  information  that  will  satisfy  the 
House  as  to  what  the  expenditure  is  for 
and  at  what  times  it  is  msde.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  accept  that  statement 
and  my  expression  of  regret  that  I  have 
not  with  me  at  the  moment  the  details 
which  are  necessary  to  reply  to  hon. 
Qentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  tbisVote. 

Mb.  PIOTON:  1  venture  to  make 
another  suggestion — that  we  should  pass 
by  this  Vote  and  take  it  up  at  the  time 
when  fuller  information  can  be  given 
and  when  we  shall  have  the  beneSt  of 
the  presence  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour).  I  think  that  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman the  Secretory  to  the  Treasury  has 
scarcely  done  justice  to  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised.  He  says  that 
it  is  impoesiblo  to  give  an  account  of 
every  chair  and  table  supplied  at  the 
Castle.  We  are  not  asking  for  that ; 
our  surprise  is  expressed  at  the  circum- 
stance Uiat  this  sum  should  be  required 
every  year  for  the  same  purpose.  We 
are  met  with  a  soale  of  extravagance 
which  does  not  exist,  I  believe,  in  any 
other  residence  of  similarcharacter;  and 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
Kiog-Harman),  in  reply  to  out  inquiries, 
tells  us  that  it  is  unreasonable  to  expect 
information  to  be  given  at  a  moment's 
notice.  But  the  moment  for  getting  this 
information  is  when  the  Estimates  are 
framed,  and  they  have  been  drawn  up 
for  some  time.  It  was  well  known  that 
this  Vote  would  be  taken  to-day,  and  one 
would  therefore  suppose  that  the  hon. 
Qentleman  would  have  employed  his 
time  in  providing  the  information  re- 
quired. I  think  that  the  suggestion 
that  I  make  is  better  than  that  which 
comes  from  the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  and,  with  tho 
view  of  enabling  him  to  show  us  how  he 
deals  with  this  subject,  I  shall  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress  ;  and  un- 
less the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  will  undertake  to  pass  by 
the  Vote  for  the  present,  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  press  my  Motion  to  a  Division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  ag«n."— 
{Ur.  PiehB.) 
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Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (Undon  Uni- 
versity) :  I  c&Q  hardly  imagine  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Ur.  Picton) 
is  Berioua  in  makiog  his  Uotion  to  report 
FroereBs.  It  seems  to  ma  that  the  offer 
made  by  the  hon.  Oentlomaa  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  is  a  very  fair  oae,  as 
far  oe  it  ^es,  although  I  would  ask  for 
further  information,  which,  perhaps,  he 
mig^t  give  on  Beport,  if  he  cannot  no-w 
do  so.  The  right  Don.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Oolonel  Eing-Harman)  has  said  that 
there  is  a  decrease  of  about  £12,000 
on  the  total  Vote ;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  though  this  is  so  there  is,  under 
the  bead  of  furniture,  an  increase  of 
£4,000.  I  have  no  duubt  that  a  satis- 
factory  explanation  can  be  given  of 
this,  but  I  think  the  Committee  ought 
to  receive  some  explanation  of  this  in- 
crease. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  pro- 
mieed  to  give  the  information  asked  for 
on  Beport.  I  hope  he  will  also  reply 
on  this  point.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  tbiuk  that  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  might  now  allow 
the  Vote  to  pass  and  take  up  the  discus- 
sien  at  the  stage  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Me.  HENBT  H.  FOWLER:  The 
ngbt  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  told  the 
Committee  that  there  is  a  decrease  of 
£12,000  on  this  Tote  for  the  present 
year;  but  he  forgot  to  tell  us  that  this 
decrease  is  on  public  building.  The 
Furniture  Tote  is  increasing,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
pointed  out  just  now,  the  point  before 
the  Committee  is  not  the  principle  of  the 
Tote,  but  whether  it  is  to  be  £5,000  every 
year.  Another  point  on  which  the  Com- 
mittee ask  for  information,  and  on  ac- 
count of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  asks  for  the  post- 
ntnement  of  the  Tote,  is  that  the  Irish 
Totes,  according  to  precedent,  have  always 
been  taken  together  at  a  time  when  the 
Irish  Members  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity  of  being  present.  Again,  Lord 
Beaconsfield  laid  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  whenever  any  Tote  was  being  &a- 
cussed  the  UiniEter  of  the  Department  to 
which  it  related  should  be  present.  I 
think,  as  a  matter  of  respect  to  Uie  House, 
ve  have  a  right  to  ask  that  the  Cabinet 
Minister  responsible  for  this  Vote  should 


be  present  when  the  Yote  was  under  dis- 
cussion. I  ask  the  boo.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  postpone 
the  Tote,  as  requested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester,  whose  Motion  I  shall 
support  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  postponement 
until  a  time  when  we  have  the  Minister 
of  the  Grown  present  to  whose  Depart- 
ment this  matter  relates. 

Ma.  JACKSON :  I  have  expressed 
regret  at  my  inability  to  give  the 
information  required  at  the  present 
moment,  and  I  now  say  that  if  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  Committee  I  shall  bave  no 
objection  to  postpone  the  Tote.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
represents  the  University  of  London  'Sir 
Jonn  Lubbock)  was  present  at  an  earlior 
part  of  the  discussion ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  seen  that  under 
Sub-bead  C  there  is  a  decrease  of 
£fi,63S,  while  under  Sub-head  D  there 
is  an  increase  of  £4,140.  This  is  the 
result  of  a  transfer  from  Sub-head  C  to 
Bub-head  D,  which  ezpUins  tho  circum- 
stanoe  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  alludes. 

Ma.  PICTON :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury will  not  tor  a  moment  suppose  that 
I  lack  confidence  in  any  promise  that  he 
makes,  because  I  bave  the  greatest  con- 
fidence that  he  will  fulfil  his  promise  in 
any  matter  relating  to  the  National 
Business  and  expenditure  of  public 
money.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  willing  to  postpone 
the  Tote,  and  I  would,  therefore,  aek 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraien, 
.  Question  again  proposed,   "That   a 
sum,  not  esneeding  £133,632,  be  granted 
for  the  said  Services." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

(8.)  £20,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Thie 
Tote  which  is  now  before  ns  has  to  do 
with  the  erection  of  tbe  new  Science  and 
Art  Buildings  and  National  Library  in 
Dublin.  I  want  to  know  from  the  Qo- 
vemment  what  the  increase  of  £9,000 
means?  I  put  this  question  for  the 
reason  that  some  time  ago  the  visitors. 
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who  inspected  the  premiaea  and  sair  what 
was  being  done,  gave  it  as  their  opinioa 
that  it  was  ft  very  giFeat  mistake  to  curtail 
the  amouot  which  it  was  originally  ia- 
tended  to  expend  in  coaneclion  with  the 
arection  of  these  buildings.  They  did 
so,  because  in  Ireland  it  is  hoped  that  in 
connection  with  these  very  buildings  a 
series  of  similar  structures — of  course  not 
on  quite  so  large  a  scale — will  be  ereoted 
throughout  the  country  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  technical  education,  which 
is  one  of  the  purposes  for  which  these 
buildings  are  being  erected.  It  was 
with  the  deepest  regret  that  the  Visitors 
found  that  the  original  designs  had  been 
departed  from,  and  that,  practically 
speaking,  the  work  was  to  be  curtailed. 
X  find  this  rear,  however,  that  there  is 
an  increased  expenditure  of  £5,000,  and 
I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  which  we  consider  a  Gkivern- 
ment  of  commission  and  omissioD,  will 
not  be  guilty  of  omission  in  this  respect, 
but  will  push  forward  this  Museum  as 
well  as  they  can.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  roof 
of  the  annex  to  these  buildings  has  been 
found  to  be  totally  inadequate  and  in- 
sufScient — that,  practically  speaking,  it 
has  been  found  to  be  leaky,  and  that  if 
any  specimens  are  placed  in  the  Uuseum 
they  will  be  completely  ruined  in  con- 
sequence? Again,  the  Visitors  called  at- 
tention to  the  Library.  They  considered 
the  dimensions  at  present  determined 
upon  to  be  much  too  small.  From  time 
to  time  we  see  in  connection  with  large 
public  buildings  that  certain  portions  of 
the  structures  are  totally  inadequate  for 
the  purpoees  intended.  That  has  been 
the  case  with  the  British  Uuseum  ;  it  is 
the  case  even  in  connection  with  certain 
portions  of  this  House.  I  maintain  that 
theBeportoftheVieitorsas  to  the  Library 
attached  to  the  Science  and  Art  Build- 
ings in  Dublin  ought  to  command  a 
certain  amount  of  respect  and  attentionj 
and,  accordingly,  I  ask  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man [Mr.  Jackson)  whether  it  isintended 
to  provide  increased  library  accommo- 
dation in  the  proposed  buildings?  There 
is  one  other  fact  to  which  I  must  allude, 
and  ithas  reference  to  the  electric  lighting 
of  these  buildings  in  Dublin.  The 
Visitors  gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  it 
would  be  very  advisable  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  dectric  lighting,  because, 

VOL.  CCCXVn.      [XHIED  SBEIBS.] 


la  the  first  place,  it  would  ensure  a  better 
atmosphere ;  in  thosecond  place,  it  would 
not  generate  the  same  amount  of  heat 
as  gas  lighting ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
it  would  not  produce  the  same  amount 
of  deterioration  in  the  articles  exhibited 
iu  the  Museum.  I  have  merely  risen  to 
endeavour  to  get  increased  attention 
paid  to  this  structure,  because  we  in 
Ireland  consider  it  of  paramount  im- 
portance that  the  building  should  be  a 
considerable  one,  aod  that  it  should  be  a 
building  from  which  mapr  radiate  in  all 
directions  the  increased  light  which  will 
promote  a  system  of  technical  education 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  saccess 
of  our  country,  I  trust  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  excuse  my  calling  attention 
to  these  points. 

The  secretary  to  the  TEEA- 
8DEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Dr.  Tanner)  in  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  brought 
forward  this  subject.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  roof,  I  may  say  that 
the  defect  has  been  noticed,  and  will 
be  at  once  remedied.  As  to  the  increase 
in  the  amount  put  down  for  this  year,  it 
may  be  well  that  I  should  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  building  is  being 
raised  by  contract.  The  contract  is  for 
£110,000,  and  £30,000  is  the  portion 
which  we  estimate  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  coming  year. 
The  question  of  electric  lighting  has 
been  brought  before  the  Treasury. 
There  has  been  no  decision  arrived  at, 
and,  of  course,  it  is  as  well  that  no  de- 
cision should  be  arrived  at  until  the 
building  makes  further  progress.  The 
work  is  being  pushed  on,  and  is  being 
done  in  a  very  satisfactory  manner.  It 
is  hoped  that  when  complete  the  build- 
ing will  bear  comparison  with  other 
public  buildings. 

Vote  agretd  to. 

(9.)  £8,866,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lighthouses  Abroad. 

Da.  TANNER  (Ooik  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
should  like  some  information  about  one 
item  of  this  Vote.  I  see  that  £60  Is 
charged  for  the  maintenance  and  repair 
of  the  lighthouse  at  Gape  Bpartel, 
Morocco.  Now,  Morocco  does  not 
belong  to  this  country  ;  and,  therefore,  I 
want  to  know  why  this  country  is  called 
upon  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
lighthouse,  which  probably  may  be  of 
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use  to  the  ships  of  Bhipowners  in  Great ' 
Britain  aod  Ireland,  but  vhieh  certainly 
must  be  equally  useful  to  the  Hhipe  of 
shipovnerB  of  other  nations  7  I  ask  for 
an  explanation  of  this  item,  hecauBe  it 
aeems  to  be  an  extraordinary  tbing  that 
we  should  pay  the  expenses  of  thislight- 
booBe. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  This  light- 
houae  was  erected  by  the  Morocco  Go- 
vernment, and,  according  to  an  Order 
dated  1865,  the  cost  of  its  maintenance 
was  to  be  borne  by  Great  Britain  and 
10  other  Powers.  The  annual  charge 
on  Great  Britain  is  only  £60.  The  first 
Vote  was  taken  in  1866. 

Vote  agr»«d  to. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a,  sum,  not  eioeeding  £19,871,  bo 
granted  to  Her  MBjMty,  to  oompleto  the  buiq 
necewuy  to  defnif  the  Char^  which  will 
come  in  coann  dI  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1SS8.  for 
Diplomatic  and  CoDiulur  Building*,  including 
BsQte  and  ITumiture,  and  for  the  maintenance 
of  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad." 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plpsket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼ersity) :  I  denre  to  move  to  reduce 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £5,000  for  the 
proposed  Embassy  House  at  Cairo. 
There  was  coneiderable  objeotion  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  the  amount 
proposed  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
matesfor  this  work.  The  subject  has 
been  very  carefully  considered  in  the 
meantime,  and  the  Government  have 
determined  not  to  press  this  Vote. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Qruestion  propossd, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £14,ST1,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoessary  to  defray  the  Charge  whicU  will 
oome  in  coarae  of  payment  during  the  year 
•nding  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  188S,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Couaular  Buildiaga,  including 
Benta  and  Furniture,  and  for  the  maintenance 
of  OdTtain  Cameteriea  Abroad." — {Mr.  Plunkit.) 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Osatral) :  I  was  just  about  to  rise  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  this 
item.  I  am  very  glad  to  find  that  the 
Government  have  agreed  to  abandon 
this  work.  The  House  will  recollect 
that  the  proposal  to  erect  an  EmbaBsy 
House  at  Cairo  gave  rise  to  a  good  deal 
of  discuBsion  on  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  and  that  the  House,  by  a 
Sr.  Tanntr 
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very  small  majority,  sanctioned  the  sum 
of  £500  in  aid  of  the  cost  of  purchasing 
the  land.  I  presume  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  able  to  say  that  that  sum 
has  not  been  expended. 

Mr.  PLDNKET:  There  wiU  he,  I 
believe,  no  difficulty  regarding  our  obli- 
gations in  thiB  respect.  The  bargain  was, 
I  am  informed,  a  very  good  one  for  as 
so  far  as  regards  the  purchase  of  the 
site,  and  there  will  be  no  diffionlty  in 
adjusting  matters. 

MR.W.REDMOND(Fermanagh,N.): 
There  are  one  or  two  items  of  this  Vote 
I  should  like  to  refer  to.  Under  Sub- 
Head  D,  for  instance,  I  wish  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  amount  set  down  for  the 
maintenance  and  repairs  o(  the  EmbaBsy 
HouaeatBerliu— namely,  £725.  I  think 
that  is  an  exorbitant  amount,  and  I 
should  like  some  explanation  in  respect 
to  it.  Further  down,  under  the  heading 
Copenhagen,  there  is  an  item  of  £120 
for  allowance  to  Minister  in  lieu  of  fur- 
niture. I  think  it  would  be  more  cre- 
ditable and  a  great  deal  cheaper  in  the 
long  run  if  the  Government  would  pro- 
pose to  buy  some  furniture  for  this 
gentleman's  house,  instead  of  allowing 
htm  £120  a-year  for  all  the  years  he 
is  there.  Then,  under  Sub-head  H, 
Madrid,  there  is  an  item  of  £250  "for 
the  maintenance  and  repairs  of  the 
building  and  of  furniture  in  the  chancery 
and  chapel ;  architect's  fee,  £24."  AU 
through  this  sub-head  yon  find  items 
for  the  maintenance  and  repair  of  the 
Embassy  Houssb  and  their  furniture.  I 
should  uki  to  knoir  how  it  is  that  the 
furniture  has  to  be  repaired  every  year 
in  all  these|EmbaBBieB  ?  It  is  a  most  ex- 
traordinary thing  that  money  has  to  be 
voted  every  year  for  the  re^r  of  furni- 
ture. The  furniture  in  this  House  is  not 
broken  every  year  ;  and  it  is  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  our  Ambassadors 
abroad  should  have  their  furniture 
smashed  and  broken  every  year.  I 
should  like  to  have  this  point  ex- 
plained. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
It  is  a  little  difficult  to  pick  out  the 
items  which  are  extravagant  without 
having  special  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances. I  have  compared  the  items  of 
our  Embasey  expenses  with  those  of 
foreign  Qoveroments,  and  I  find  that 
ours  seem  to  be  in  excess  in  every  in- 
stance. It  ia  impossible  to  base  any 
olear  argument  on  the  figures  ^veii  in 
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nmilar  to  that  which  is  now  sitting  up- 
Btaire  ia  relation  to  the  kraiy  Estimates, 
should  be  appointed  to  consider  these 
Estimates.  We  are  simply  oocupjing 
time  now  without  any  very  good  result 
to  say  that  this  item  or  that  item  is  es- 
trayagant  compared  with  the  expenses 
of  some  other  Embassy  ;  but  yet  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  one  is  not  doing  his 
duty  to  pass  the  thing  when  there  is  so 
glaring  a  difference  between  our  ex- 
penditure in  respect  to  some  services, 
and  that  of  the  ITnited  States  of  Ame- 
noa,  for  instance. 

Mb.  PLTTNKBT:  It  is  difficult  to 
go  through  all  the  different  items  of 
this  Tote.  Although  the  expenses  at 
Berlin  may  Beam  extravagant  to  the 
bon.  Member,  it  is  satisfactory  to 
know  that  thero  is  a  net  decrease  on 
this  Tote  by  £12,806.  As  to  what  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  I  think 
that  the  explanation  of  the  circum- 
atanoes  to  which  he  referred  is  to  be 
found  in  this — that  whereas  the  Hepre- 
aentatires  of  other  Powers  abroad  have 
the  advantage  of  the  fees  which  are  col- 
lected, in  the  case  of  this  country  the 
feesarepaidintotheExchequer.  During 
the  present  year,  at  all  events,  the  Esti- 
mates for  these  Services  have  been  kept 
down  to  as  moderate  a  figure  as  pos- 
Bible. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I  moat  contradict  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  has  said;  the 
American  Minister,  for  instance,  never 
receives  fees.  The  reason  why  we  spend 
to  muoh  on  our  Embassy  Houbbb  ia  that 
we  give  our  Ministers  and  Ambassadors 
far  higher  salaries  than  the  United 
States  gives  theirs.  The  whole  system 
is  bad,  and  wo  ought  to  go  to  the 
bottom  of  the  evil.  If  a  man  has  a 
larae  salaiy  he  wants  a  large  house, 
and  if  he  has  a  large  house  he  wants  a 
large  salary.  We  ought  to  do  away 
both  with  high  salaries  and  large 
houses. 

Hh.  BRADLAUGH:    Perhaps    the 

ight  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket],  or 

D  other  Member  of  the  Government, 

■*y  whether  it  would  be  possible 

the  coming  year  to  have  some 

investigation    in    relation    to 

'ates  such  as  is  now  being 


made  upstairs  in  relation  to  the  Army 
Estimates,  especially  as  we  have  the 
means  of  comparing  our  expenses  with 
thoBo  of  other  Great  Powers.  In  every 
case  in  which  I  hare  compared  the 
expenses,  those  of  Foreign  Powers  are 
distinctly  less  than  ours.  I  do  not  want 
to  take  up  time  by  reciting  the  dif- 
ferences; but  I  think  this  a  matter  the 
Government  might  fairly  consider. 

Thr  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
think  this  question  is  even  now  under 
consideration.  Certain  investigations 
are  being  made  with  the  view  of  seeing 
whether  this  Tote  can  be  reduced. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  There 
is  one  point  I  should  like  some  little 
explanation  upon.  Under  Sub-head  A, 
I  see  that  £4,700  ia  taken  for  rents,  &c., 
in  China,  Japan,  and  Corea,  in  Teapect 
of  which  the  Government  of  India  does 
not  contribute;  and  under  Sub-head  B 
£1,767  for  rent  of  Legation  and  Ooosular 
buildings  in  China  in  respect  of  which 
tbelndianOovernmentdoescontribute.  I 
want  to  know  how  it  comes  to  pass  that, 
towards  one  class  of  Consular  buildings 
maintained  by  (his  Govemukent,  the 
Indian  Government  is  called  upon  to 
pay  a  portion  of  the  rents  ?  You  might 
as  well  call  upon  them  to  pay  a  portion 
of  the  rents  of  the  Consular  buildings  on 
the  South  Coast  of  Africa.  I  should 
really  like  some  explanation  ;  it  appears 
to  be  a  very  extraordinary  fact,  and  one 
we  should  not  pass  by  without,  at  any 
rate,  receiving  some  elucidation  of  it  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  if  he  will  indicate  to  the 
Committee  what  amount  of  financial 
control  the  Treasury  really  has  upon 
expenditure  under  this  Tote  ?  Now,  in 
order  to  illustrate  the  point  I  wish  to 
bring  out,  I  may  be  allowed  to  mention 
that  with  regard  to  Berlin  it  came  out 
in  evidence  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  some  little  time  ago  that  for 
an  article  described  as  a  waahstand  £S0 
was  charged.  There  was  absolutely  no 
defence  for  the  charge.  The  responsi- 
bility for  placing  the  washstand  in  the 
Embassy  was  not  very  clearly  fixed. 
How  it  came  to  be  put  there  did  not 
very  clearly  appear;  but,  at  any  rate,  the 
charge  was  made,  and  it  was  met  out  of 
money   voted  by   this  House.     There 
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appears  to  have  been  some  mietake 
about  some  portion  of  the  busineBH ;  and 
when  the  contractor  who  put  it  in  was 
asked  to  take  it  back  again,  or  when  it 
was  suggested  he  might  take  it  hack 
again,  He  declared  that  it  would  not  bo 
warth  £10  to  him,  or,  for  the  matter  of 
that,  £5,  though  he  bad  charged  £60  for 
it.  If  that  ie  the  way  money  is  lavished 
away  in  Berlin,  it  is  quite  poaeiblo  that 
in  other  portions  of  the  world  money 
spent  to  as  little  advantage.  When  i 
inquire  from  the  financi^officials  of  the 
Treasury  what  control  is  exercised  in 
cases  of  this  kiod,  the  answer  is — "  Oh, 
yes;  we  have  estimates  sent  in,  and  they 
are  supervised  by  the  supervisor  to  the 
Department,  and  if  they  appear  to  be 
reasonable  they  are  passed."  But  in 
this  particular  instance  it  does  not 
appear  that  even  the  Miuister  himself, 
in  the  first  instanue,  sanctioned  the 
putting  in  of  the  washstand  or  the 
e^enditure  connected  with  it — in  fact,  he 
was  perfectly  willing  to  do  without  it. 
There  is  another  point  which  illus- 
trates the  lavish  way  in  which  the 
public  money  is  spent.  It  is  perfectly 
impoBuble  there  should  be  anything  like 
effective  control  over  the  details  of  ex- 

fienditure  of  this  kind,  because  when  the 
iahility  is  incurred  there  is  a  danger  of 
the  Representative  who  opposes  it  being 
disparaged  if  there  is  any  haggling 
about  small  sums.  There  ought  to  be 
some  system  by  which  money's  worth 
should  De  obtained  for  the  money  spent. 
In  all  oousoienoe  enough  money  is  voted, 
and  I  think  very  ungrudgingly.  There 
should  be  some  explanation  of  the  over- 
hauling of  this  Vote  by  some  local 
officer,  or  by  some  travelUng  inspector, 
or  by  somebody  who  shall  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  the  Treasury  an  assurance 
that  the  works  undertaken  are  really 
necessary  and  reasonable,  and  are  paid 
for  at  a  reasonable  rate.  I  do  not  want 
to  dwell  upon  this  item  of  £50 ;  but  I 
give  it  as  an  instance  of  the  way  money 
IS  wasted,  and  in  which  the  Treasury  is 
shown  to  be  without  any  power  of  effee- 
tive  control.  Security  ought  to  be  taken 
that  in  future  we  should  not  vote  money 
blindly  as  we  really  do  now. 

Ma.  PLtTNKET  :  I  am  informed 
that  this  washstand  was  of  rather 
a  complicated  construction,  and  that 
when  part  of  it  was  taken  away  what 
remained  did  not  prove  to  be  very 
valuable;  but  I  believe  the  total  loss 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


on  the  whole  transaction  was  about 
£20.  As  regards  the  general  charge 
of  inefficient  control,  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Oenlloman  that  the  complaints  I 
have  received  are  exactly  in  the  opposite 
direction,  for  the  Representatives  of  the 
Government  abroad  are  perpetually  com- 
plaining of  the  extremely  severe  control 
which  ie  exercised  over  their  wishes  and 
their  wants.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Qoschen)  has  just  told  me  that  when  he 
was  at  Constantinople  he  felt  in  a  very 
unmistakable  way  the  pressure  of  the 
control  exercised  by  the  Department.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  wo  have  surveyors  who  are 
perpetually  going  about,  and  we  never 
allow  any  item  without  being  fully 
satisfied  of  its  necessity.  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned  the  control  exercised  shall 
not  be  at  all  relaxed.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner]  has  raised  the  question  as  to 
Ihe  rent  of  ^the  Legation  and  Consular 
buildings  in  China.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  as  well  if  that  question  were  to  be 
addressed  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst). 

Me. AETHUE O'CONNOR:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket) 
will  say  as  a  matter  of  fact  whether  the 
washstand  at  the  Berlin  Embassy  was 
not,  in  the  first  instance,  placed  there 
without  sanction  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  No ;  I  do  not  think 
that  was  so. 

The  TTNDEE  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobst) 
(Chatham) :  In  reply  to  the  question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner],  I  may 
say  that  there  is  a  contribution  made 
from  the  Indian  Revenue  of,  I  think, 
£  15,000.  That  is  made  for  certain  Con- 
sular Services  which  are  rendered  by  the 
Consular  Body  in  China  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  remember  that  the  Government  of 
India  has  close  relations  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  China  in  regard  to  the 
opium  traffic,  and  it  ischieflyin  relation 
to  this  traffic  that  Consular  Services  are 
rendered. 

Mb.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth): 
It  may  be  some  satisfaction  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr. 
William  Redmond)  to  say  that  I  hap- 
pened to  be  at  the  Embassy  at  Berlin 
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#ben  tbe  work  on  the  roof  or  skjlight 
referred  to  was  being  done,  and  that  I 
cao  assure  him  that  ttie  money  spent  has 
been  well  spent. 
Question  put,  and  <igretd  to. 
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Class  II.  —  Salahiss    and    Gxfehses 
OF  Oivu.  Qepabtuentb. 
(1 1 .)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  nm,  act  oiceeding  £28,020,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Kara 
oecemary  to  defray  tba  Charge  which  wUl  come 
in  coaree  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  Uarch  1888,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  ot  the  Offices  of  the  Honse  of 

Kb.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northampton): 
It  ma;  be  said,  speaking  generally,  that 
in  this  country  the  big  salaries  are  much 
too  big,  and  the  small  salaries  much  too 
small.  It  appears  to  me  that  there  are 
very  few  persons  who  have  so  much  too 
much  as  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Now,  I 
find  under  this  Tote  £4,000  is  voted  for 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  That  salary  is  for 
presiding  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Ijord  Clmncellor  baa  two  functions ;  be 
is  a  Judge,  and  he  is  President  or 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords.  As  a 
Judge  be  receives  £6,000  a-year,  aud  as 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords  £4,000 
per  annum.  His  salary,  consequently, 
is  £10,000.  Although  he  may  only  be 
a  short  time  in  OGBce,  when  out  of  Office 
he  receives  a  pension  of  £S,000  per  an- 
num. Now,  all  this  is  very  excessive. 
There  was  a  time  when  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor presided  as  Judge  in  the  Chan- 
cellor's Court;  but  at  the  present  time 
he  does  nothing  but  fulfil  hie  duties  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  he  is,  I  believe,  technically  Presi- 
dent of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council;  but  if  he  attends  this 
Committee  once  or  twice  in  a  year,  that 
is  certainly  as  often  as  he  does  attend. 
He  does,  of  course,  preside  over  the 
House  of  Lords  when  it  sits  as  a  Judicial 
Court  of  Appeal;  butifthehoursduring 
which  the  House  of  Lords  stts  as  a  Judi- 
cial Court  of  Appeal  aud  the  hours  dur- 
ing which  it  sits  as  a  Legislative  Body 
are  taken  together,  it  will  be  found  that 
the  House  does  not  sit,  on  an  average, 
one-quarter  as  long  as  this  House.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  if  our 
Speaker  gets  £5,000  per  annum,  it  is 
very  clear  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
would,    or  ought  to,  be    satisfied  with 


£B,  000  per  annum.  Heave  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's £6,000  alone  because  I  cannot 
touch  it,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  charged 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund;  but  there 
is  the  £4,000  in  excess  of  the  £6,000, 
and,  considering  the  pension  and  the 
very  little  he  has  to  do  in  comparison 
with  the  Speaker  of  this  House,  I  think 
it  is  very  legitimate  and  reasonable  to 
reduce  bis  salary  by  the  sum  of  £2,000. 
This  will  leave  him  £8,000  per  annum, 
and  also  leave  him  the  enormous,  even 
colossal,  pension  which  he  receives.  It 
may  be  said— no  doubt  it  will  bo  said— 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor's  judicial  func- 
tions are  important.  But  there  are  others 
who  sit  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  judicial 
matters,  who  sit  there  just  as  frequently 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  who  receive 
nothing.  Lord  Bramwell,  for  instance, 
site  there  as  a  Peer,  and  if  that  Qentle- 
man  chooses  to  havehimself  madeaPeer, 
as  a  lawyer  he  really  must  expect  to  do 
something  for  it.  If  he  Uiinks  it  an 
honour  and  glory,  let  him  pay  for  it.  I 
am  perfectly  certain  that  £8,000  per 
annum  ought  to  satisfy  any  reasonable 
man.  I  could  find  plenty  of  men  ju4t 
as  good  as  most  Lord  Chancellors  who 
would  take  the  place  for  a  great  deal 
less.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
this  Yote  by  the  sum  of  £2,000  in  re- 
spect of  the  Lord  Chancellor's  salary. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Item  of  £5,545,  for  the  De- 
partment of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  be  re- 
duced by  £2,000."— (Jfr,  Lnhouehtre.) 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  am  sorry  to  disagree  with  my  Colleague 
on  this  matter.  The  Lord  Chancellor  pre- 
sides in  the  House  as  Lord  of  Appeal 
day  after  day,  and  wheu  be  does  this  I 
think  be  earns  his  salary.  I  do  not 
think  the  salary  of  the  Cliief  Judge  of 
the  Chancery  Division,  who,  to  accept 
the  position,  must  forego  a  very  large 
professional  income,  is  too  much.  But 
there  is  a  complaint  In  reference  to  the 
appeals  in  the  House  of  Lords  which 
would  induce  me  to  support  the  Motion 
for  the  reduction  of  this  Vote.  Suitors 
have  very  great  reason  to  complain  of 
the  exceeding  delay  between  hearing  and 
judgment.  The  other  day  I  addressed  a 
Question  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  upon  this  point.  It  turned 
out  that  these  several  appeals  have 
been  waiting  judgment  for  many  months 
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absolutely  niinoua  to  the  suitors,  and 
while  I  think  that  the  Ohief  Judge  of 
the  Chancery  Division  should  be  properly 
paid,  and  that  a  lawyer  eminent  enough 
to  occupy  that  position  is  not  too  highly 
paid  at  this  sum,  I  do  not  think  that 
suitors  ought  to  be  poeitirely  ruined  by 
the  long  delay  in  the  delivery  of  judg- 
ment. 

Uaestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :—kym  72  ; 
Noes  182:  Majority  110.— (Div.  List, 
No.  298.)  [3.40  p.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Hr.LAB0T70H£RE  (Northampton): 
I  now  beg  to  move  to  reduce  the  Tot©  by 
the  Bum  of  £2,100,  which  is  made  up  of 
£500  in  respect  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments;  £600  in  respect  of  the 
Clerk  Aeaistant ;  £800  in  respect  of  the 
Black  Rod  ;  and  £200  in  respect  of  t)ie 
Yeoman  ITsher.  Now,  these  gentlemen 
ocoupy  equivalent  positions  to  certain 
officers  of  this  House.  The  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  is  the  same  as  the  Chief 
Clerk  here ;  the  Clerk  Assistant  in  the 
House  of  Lords  is  the  same  as  the 
Second  Oerk  in  this  House ;  Black  Sod 
is  equivalent  to  the  8eijeant-at-Anns, 
and  the  Yeoman  ITshsr  is  equivalent  to 
the  Deputy  Serjeant-at-Armai  Taking 
into  consideration  official  residencea  and 
other  details  shown  in  the  Kstimates,  I 
have  estimated  that  the  salaries  of  these 
gentlemen  exooed  the  salaries  of  our 
officers  by  the  amounts  I  have  stated 
—namely,  £500,  £600,  £800,  and  £200. 
I  think  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  and 
everybody  in  this  House  will  admit  that 
the  duties  of  the  ofiioers  of  the  House  of 
Commoneare  as  important  and  far  harder 
thanthedutiesof  the  officers  of  theHouse 
of  Lords.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
our  officers  are  not  underpaid.  [Sir 
EoBEBT  FowLEH :  Hear,  hear  l]  But 
I  cannot,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  knows, 
move  that  their  pay  shall  be  increased — 
no  private  Member  can  do  so.  All  I 
contend  at  present  is  that  the  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  this  House  should  be  the 
same  as  thoae  in  the  other  House,  who 
hold  equivalent  positions.  I  am  sure 
that  I  shall  have  the  vote  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (9ir  Bobert  Fowler),  because 
the  real  fact  is  that,  if  I  were  to  carry 
this  Motion,  the  result  would  be  that  tho 
Mr.  Srttdlaugh 


pay  of  our  ofBcers  would  be  increasedf 
because  the  Conservatives  have  a  ma- 
jority in  this  House,  and  they  are  not 
likely  to  out  oEF  anything  from  the  House 
of  Lords.  Therefore,  those  who  are  in 
favour  of  economy  or  for  reduction  ofthe 
salaries  of  the  House  of  Lords  may  vote 
for  my  Motion,  and  those  who  are  in 
favour  of  economy  and  not  for  reduotion, 
but  who  desire  that  onr  offlcers'  salaries 
.shall  be  increased,  may  also  vote  for 
my  Motion.  I  do  not  know  whether 
this  Motion  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Treasury,  but  t  have  pointed  out  how 
everyone  can  vote  for  it.  If  my  Motion 
is  opposed  I  shall  certainly  go  to  a 
Division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £25,920,  he 
granted  for  the  said  Services."— (Jfr. 
laboueh»r».) 

Sib  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
NorUiampton  that  our  officers  are  under- 
paid, andon  that  I  shall  have  something 
to  say  at  the  proper  time  ;  but  I  entirely 
differ  from  him  in  believing  that  the 
officers  in  "  another  place  "  are  overpaid. 
He  says  that  those  who  serve  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  high  offlcee  are  overpaid,  while 
a  great  many  servants  of  the  Crown  in 
in^rior  positioea  are  underpaid.  I 
stated  last  year,  and  I  repeat  it  now, 
that  I  do  not  know  any  servants  of  Her 
Majesty,  with  the  exception  of  two,  who 
are  overpaid.  I  really  think  that  my 
hon.  ana  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney Oeneral  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke),  who  have  the  right 
of  private  practice,  are  too  highly  re- 
munerated. With  these  two  exceptions, 
I  do  not  know  anyone,  from  the  Prime 
Minister  and  Tjord  Chancellor  down  to 
the  humblest  person  in  the  service  of  the 
Crown,  who  is  overpaid.  I  see  present 
a  great  authority  on  this  matter,  the 
right  hon.  Oentteman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler),  who  lately  occupied  tho  position 
of  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  do  not 
think  he  will  tell  the  Committee  that, 
considering  the  work  he  was  called  upon 
to  do  when  he  was  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  he  thinks  £2,000  a-year  was 
too  large  a  salary  for  him.  Now,  aa  to 
the  amount  of  the  salaries  of  the  officers 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  I  might  remind 
the  Committee  that    the  salaries    are 
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based  on  agreement  between  the  two 
Houses.  In  former  days  certain  fees 
were  taken  by  the  House  of  Lords,  out 
of  which  they  paid  their  officers.  These 
fees  were  given  up  to  the  Consolidated 
fund  on  condition  that  the  officers  should 
he  remunerated  according  to  a  certain 
scale.  The  House  of  Oommons,  there- 
fore, is  bound  in  honour  not  to  reduce 
the  salaries  piud  to  the  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  STDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  Surely  this  House 
is  entitled  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Lords  if  it  thinks 
fit.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  will 
remember  that  in  former  days  the  Fay- 
master  Qeneral  reoeiyed  fees  and  other 
emoluments  from  his  Ofhoe,bat  that  these 
were  commuted  for  a  salary,  which 
salary  has  now  disappeared,  the  Pay- 
master General  receiving  nothing  at  all. 
If  it  was  competent  for  the  House  to  do 
this  in  the  case  of  the  Paymaster  GFeneral, 
surely  it  is  competent  to  do  it  in  the 
case  of  the  officers  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
though  I  am  far  from  saying  that  I  think 
the  experience  should  be  carried  to  the 
same  extent.  I,  undoubtedly,  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  London  that  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
and  the  Solicitor  0-eneral  are  very  greatly 
OTsrpaid ;  but  I  think,  in  addition,  that 
the  officers  of  tho  House  of  Lords  are 
overpaid,  and  that  onr  officers  are  under- 
pud.  Surely  in  this  matter  there  ought 
to  be  equality  between  the  two  Houses — 
either  the  House  of  Lords'  officers  ought 
to  haye  more  work  to  do,  or  they  ought 
to  be  paid  less.  At  present  they  have 
far  less  work  than  our  officers,  and  are 
paid  very  much  more.  I  cannot  see  on 
what  principle  we  are  to  allow  this  gross 
inequality  to  continue  to  exist.  It  cannot 
be  argued  that  the  officers  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ought  to  be  paid  higher  salaries 
because  they  have  the  honour  to  serve  a 
non-Beprcsentative  Assembly,  while  our 
officers  have  the  honour  of  serving  those 
who  represent  the  people.  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  (Hr.  Labouchere)  will  go  to 
B  Division. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  rather  surprised  that  the 
Members  of  the  Treasury  Bench  regard 
this  qnestion  as  one  which  does  not 
require  diaouesion.  I  think  the  case 
■UMe  out  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
l|teiujhere)  is    unanswerable.     Why, 


Sir,  it  is  a  univeraal  complaint  that  tho 
hours  of  this  House  now  ere  so  long  as 
to  test  the  strength  of  the  very  strongest 
man  in  the  House.  After  all,  Members 
of  Parliament  are  in  a  very  different 
position  to  tho  officers  of  the  Houso, 
because  they  are  able  to  leave  the 
House — and  do  leave  the  House — for 
hours  every  evening,  while  the  officials 
are  not  able  to  leave  the  House.  I  have 
seen  you,  Sir,  go  through  an  amount  of 
fatigue,  which  not  even  the  strong  poli- 
tical differences  between  us  have  pre- 
vented me  from  sympathizing  with  you 
over.  There  are  other  officers  of  the 
House  who  suffer  fatigue  as  great.  Take 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  the  Deputy 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  compare  the  fatigue 
through  which  these  gentlemen  go  with 
that  of  similar  officers  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  Why,  the  officers  of  the  Upper 
House  are,  comparatively  speaking,  lotus 
eaters  in  Elysian  fields.  To  say  that 
officers  BO  differently  circumstanced 
should  have  different  and  higher  sala- 
ries is  one  of  the  most  monstrous  ahsur- 
dities  I  havs  ever  come  across.  What 
is  the  reason,  is  it  because  these  gentle- 
men, being  officers  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  are  to  be  regarded  as  superior 
beings  to  their  brethren  in  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  I  think  we  have  got  past 
the  day  when  the  amount  of  gilt  braid 
which  an  officer  wears  is  to  be  any  test 
of  the  amount  of  salary  to  be  received 
from  the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  X  am 
sorry  we  have  not  the  advantage  of  tho 
presence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  Wealladmirethestrongatti- 
tude  the  noble  Lord  has  taken  up  in  regard 
to  economy ;  but  surely  this  is  just  one 
of  the  matters  in  which  economy  may 
be  promoted.  Hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  every  year  might  be  saved 
by  economy  in  such  matters  as  these.  I 
know  there  are  very  conflicting  opinions 
as  to  the  strength  at  which  our  com- 
batant forces  ought  to  be  kept.  It  is  in 
salaries  and  in  bloated  pensions  that 
economy  must  be  attained.    I  am  sur- 

frised  that  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
riend  (Mr.  Labouchere)  basso  far  been 
left  without  the  conrtesy  of  a  reaponae 
from  the  Government. 

The  SEORETAET  to  thk  TREA- 
8URT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  Ni):  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  for  a  moment  thought 
that  I  meant  any  discourtesy  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Hr.  Labouchere)  in  not  rising 
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before  this.  We  ate  acouBtomed  to  this 
annual  Motion,  and  really  the  qnestion 
has  been  argued  so  often,  and  the  facta 
been  stated  to  the  House  so  frequently, 
that  it  is  not  uateasoaable  to  suppose 
that  hoD.  Members  are  in  possession  of 
all  of  them.  I  may  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Poplar  Division  of 
the  Toner  Hamlets  (Mr.  Buxton),  who 
referred  to  the  Office  of  Paymaster  Ge- 
neral, that  although  the  salary  of  the 
Paymaster  General  has  been  abolished, 
there  is  no  work  which  the  Paymaster 
General  has  to  do ;  therefore,  the  posi- 
tion of  tbe  Paymaster  General  is  hardly 
a  ease  in  point.  The  salaries  of  the 
offioiale  of  the  House  of  Lords  are  fixed 
by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  What  right 
have  they  to  fix  them  P  We  pay  for 
them. 

Mb.  JAOKSON:  I  may  point  out, 
further,  that  an  arrangement  was  come 
to  with  the  House  of  Lords  by  which 
the  fees  paid  in  respect  of  Private  Bills 
and  by  suitors  are  paid  over  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. Supposing  you  say  you  have 
nothing  to  do  with  these  salaries  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  they  would  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  retaining  the  fees 
which  they  receive  in  the  course  of  the 
Business  which  they  transact  in  that 
House.  [Mr.  T.  P,  O'CoiraoE  :  Mon- 
strous !j  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
applies  strong  language  to  the  argu- 
ments which  I  am  endeavouring  to  put 
before  the  Committee.  What  I  say  is 
this — that  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  this 
arrangement  was  come  to  between  the 
two  Houses;  and  I  think  no  one  can 
contend  that  it  is  an  unreasonable  argu- 
ment that  in  consideration  of  handing 
over  the  fees  that  they  receive  the  House 
of  Lords  should  have  some  voice  in  de 
ciding  the  salaries  they  were  to  pay  their 
own  officers.  I  would  point  out  that 
there  is  another  way  of  looking  at  this 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  has  spoken 
of  the  heavy  work  which  is  imposed 
upon  the  officers  of  this  House.  To  that 
statement  no  one  can  object ;  but  though 
that  may  be  a  reason  for  increasing  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  this  House,  it 
is  no  reason  for  decreasing  the  salaries 
of  the  officers  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I 
have  so  doubt  if  the  gentlemen  filling 
tbe  poets  of  officials  in  this  House  could 
have  their  duties  lightened  everyone 
would  welcome  the  change.  I  trust, 
however,  tiie  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
Mr.Jaelttim 
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call  upon  the  Committee  to  go  to  a 
Division  on  this  question.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  the  salaries  are  fixed  by  a 
Committee  chosen  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  fees  received  in  the 
other  House  are  paid  over  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  am  not  prepared  to  soy  whe- 
ther these  fees  are  higher  or  not. 

Mb.  CHILDEE8  (Edinburgh,  8.) ;  I 
think  the  explanation  of  the  bon.  Gen- 
tieman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
baa  just  given  is  not  quite  definite,  and 
I  should  like  to  have  from  him  a  little 
more  information.  Tbe  question,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  is  this.  In  former 
days  the  fees  of  the  House  of  Lords 
covered  all  their  expenses,  and  the  House 
of  Lords  claimed  the  right  to  retain 
their  fees  and  to  settle  the  salaries  of 
their  owD  officers.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  settled  the  salary  of  their  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  their  superior  and 
inferior  officers,  and  when  they  had  paid 
these  Gentlemen  there  was  a  balance 
left  which  it  was  customary  to  invest  as 
a  fund  out  of  which  superannuations 
were  paid.  I  think  I  am  accurately 
describing  tbe  state  of  things  which 
existed.  But  that  system  of  things  has 
entirely  ceased  to  prevail,  and  at  the 
present  time  the  foot  is  that  the  fees 
which  are  received  by  the  House  of 
Lords  do  not  by  much  exceed  half  their 
expenses.  The  expenses  are  ^ven  at 
£43,000,  and  the  fees  at  £22,000. 
There  is,  therefore,  now  an  exactly  op- 
posite state  of  things  to  that  which  for- 
merly prevailed,  when  the  public  were 
not  called  upon  to  pay  anything  towards 
those  salaries ;  and  what  is  the  result  P 
Formerly  the  salaries  were  paid  out  of 
fees,  and  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
public;  but  now  it  has  become  absolutely 
necessary  to  put  the  salaries  on  the 
Estimates;  because,  unless  you  did  so, 
and  the  salaries  were  voted  by  the 
House,  there  would  not  be  a  sufficient 
amount  of  money  out  of  which  to  pay 
them.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
must  remember  that  formerly  the  Chair- 
man of  Oommitteee  in  the  House  of 
Lords  received  a  salary  considerably  in 
excess  of  that  paid  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  in  this  House;  but 
that  was  felt  to  be  unjust,  and  the 
arrangement  was  altered  within  the 
last  few  years,  and  the  salary  of  the 
Chmrman  of  Committees  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  now  the  same  as  the 
salary  of   the   Chairman  of   Commit* 
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tees  of  the  HonBe  of  Lords.  Well, 
taking  that  in  the  lig^bt  of  a  precedent, 
&■  it  now  becomes  neoesaar;  for  ns  to 
vote  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  is  surely  adriaable 
for  us  to  vote  those  salaries  ia  an  intelli- 
gent manner — that  is  to  say,  we  must 
consider,  haying  regard  to  the  amount 
of  work  done,  what  are  fair  and  reason- 
able salaries.  I  should  be  very  sorry, 
on  the  very  limited  information  which 
we  possess  upon  this  matter,  to  criticize 
all  the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  the 
House  of  Lorde  in  detail.  Before  inter- 
fering with  those  salaries,  they  cartainly 
should  be  subjected  to  more  minute 
criticism  than  can  be  given  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment ;  but  it  does  appear  to 
me  to  be  monstrous  that  the  Clsrk  of 
Parliaments  should  receive  £3,000  a- 
year,  whilst  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Commons  receives  a  much  smaller 
salary.  The  work  done  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments  does  not  at  all  com- 
pare with  the  work  of  the  Clerk  sitting 
at  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
TTnleas  I  am  very  much  mistaken  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Lords  sits  after 
dinner  during  a  very  small  fraction  of 
the  total  number  of  days  that  the 
House  is  in  Seesion,  whereas  the  Clerk 
of  this  House  has  to  sit  here  constantly 
until  3  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBQAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  He  has  sat  here,  during 
the  present  Session,  until  25  minutes 
past  2  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  CHTLDERS  :  Uy  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  tells  me  that  the  Clerk  of 
this  House  has  to  sit  here  until  a  period 
averaging  to  2.25  a.m.  Everyone  knows 
that  the  work  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments is  vastly  smaller  in  amount  than 
that  of  the  Clerk  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Well,  surely  the  time  has  now 
come  when  those  holding  the  puree 
have  the  advantage  in  the  matter ;  and 
if  the  Exchequer  is  called  upon — which 
used  not  t«  pay  those  salaries — surely,  I 
say,  the  time  has  come  when  we  should 
use  a  rational  discretion  in  settling  these 
amounts.  I  would  say,  therefore,  that 
unless  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
gives  as  better  reasons  than  those  which 
he  has  advanced  at  present,  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  resist  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  X  hope  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  will  corroborate  strictly 
what  I  have  said,  for  I  must  confess 
I  have  spoken  from  memory  of  what 
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was  the  state  of  things  some  years 
ago. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford): 
Theseoffices  in  the  House  of  Lords  ore,  at 
the  present  moment,  held  by  gentlemen 
— gentlemen  on  whom  no  imputation  has 
ever  been  paased.  They  are  doing  their 
work,  80  far  as  I  know,  admirably.  They 
are  gentlemen  who  have  calculated  their 
expenditure  on,  an  understanding  that 
they  are  t«  receive  the  salaries  at  pre- 
sent paid  to  them.  They  have  under- 
taken the  duties  of  their  office  at  those 
salaries,  and  I  think  we  should  be  doing 
them  a  great  injustice  if,  without  any 
notice  at  all,  we  were  to  reduce  their 
salaries  by  the  very  considerable  amount 
proposed.  At  the  same  time,  I  must 
say  I  was  very  much  struck  by  argu< 
ments  which  came  from  the  other  side. 
I  see  no  reason  why  the  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  be  paid  higher 
salaries  than  the  officers  of  this  House, 
and  I  trust  that  whenever  any  of  the 
offices  in  the  House  of  Lords  become 
vacant  the  Government  will  consider 
whether  some  economical  arrangement 
cannot  be  made  on  the  re-arrangement 
of  the  salaries  of  those  officials. 

Mb.  HENKY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) ;  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  forgotten  that  the 
principal  office  amongst  those  to  which 
he  refers  hss  latsly  become  vacant,  and 
that  the  whole  of  this  controversy  arises 
out  of  the  fact  of  that  vacancy  having 
been  filled  by  patronage,  the  salary 
being  retained  at  its  old  amount.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  incorrect 
in  stating  that  this  is  an  annual  Motion. 
It  has  not  been  annually  raised,  but  is 
simply  made  in  consequence  of  the 
arrangements  adopted  when  the  office 
of  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  became 
vacant  not  very  long  ago.  When  that 
office  became  vacant  there  was  a  general 
feeling  that  Lord  Farnborougn,  then 
Sir  Thomas  Erskine  May,  should  have 
received  the  appointment.  If  he  had 
received  the  appointment  no  objection 
might  have  been  made,  as  it  would 
have  been  regarded  as  the  reward  of 
an  honourable  and  illustrious  csreer  in 
the  service  of  this  House.  But  instead 
of  that  a  gentleman  was  appointed  who 
was  already  in  receipt  of  £2,000  a-year 
from  another  position.  The  present 
occupant  of  the  office  has  only  held  it 
for  two  years ;  therefore  we  may  take  it 
that,  BO  far  as  he  is  concerned,  the 
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mstter  U  still  luhjuiice.  'With  T«gard 
to  vheX  haB  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  (Sir  Bobert  Fowler), 
he  aeemed  to  a»eume  the  juetice  of 
the  old  doctrine  that  public  aerTanta 
are  underpaid.  I  will  not  respond  to 
his  challenge  as  to  the  officer  he  re- 
ferred to ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  keeps  much 
longer  hours,  and  works  a  great  deal 
hai^er,  than  any  clerk  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  There  ia  no  imputation  against 
the  gentlemen  who  discharge  the  duties 
of  these  offices.  They  are  gentlemen  of 
high  character,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  clerical  duties  in  the  House  of 
Lords  are  discharged  quite  as  well  aa 
those  in  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
what  we  ask  for  ia  that  the  officers 
of  the  two  Houses  should  be  treated  on 
a  level.  If  there  were  any  real  mathe- 
matical apportionmeot  made  of  salary 
according  to  work,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  ofBoiala  of  this  House  would  receiTe 
the  higher  salaries  of  the  two,  because 
they  keep  much  longer  hours,  and  do 
much  heavier  work.  But  I  think  that 
no  one  has  asked  for  that.  No  one 
desires  that  there  should  be  an  inequality 
between  the  two  Honses ;  but  we  do  ask 
that  there  should  be  equality.  I  tbiuk 
that  unless  the  QoTemment  wiH  give  ua 
some  promisa  that  aome  investigation 
shall  be  held  to  see  if  those  aalariea 
cannot  be  brought  into  something  like 
a  fair  principle,  I  shall,  like  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Ohtlders),  feel  it  my  duty  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  who  haa 
moved  thia  Motion. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Hr.  Childers)  ia  quite  right  in 
his  atatementa  as  to  the  facts.  He  haa 
referred  to  the  circumatance  that  the 
fees  in  the  House  of  Lords  do  not  equal 
the  amount  paid  to  the  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ;  but  I  would  point  out 
that  there  are  two  reasons  for  that. 
Since  the  time  that  those  fees  were  taken 
in  payment  of  the  officers  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  there  has  been  a  considerable 
reduction  made  in  the  amount  charged 
to  the  public.  That,  of  course,  has  all 
been  to  the  advantage  of  the  public.  I 
may  point  out,  further,  that  this  year  the 
receipts  paid  into  the  Exchequer  only 
amounted  to  £22,000.  That  is  a  Tery 
small  figure  compared  with  the  amounts 
which  have  been  paid  in  on  previous 
Mr.  Stnrjf  H.  FowUr 


years.  I  notice  that  in  1S82-3  the 
amount  was  as  large  aa  £39,008.  The 
falling  off  ia  due  partly  to  the  reduction 
of  the  fees,  and  partly  to  the  reduction 
in  the  amount  of  private  business.  No 
doubt,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  carefully  consider  the  position 
of  affairs  whenever  a  vacancy  arises.  I 
take  it  that  no  Member  of  the  House 
would  wish  to  interfere  with  the  arrange- 
ments already  made.  The  superannua- 
tions to  which  reference  has  been  made 
are  paid  outofthelnvested  Fee  Fund.  I 
have  given  the  Committee  all  the  in- 
formation I  can.  I  promiae  that  con- 
sideration shall  bo  given  to  the  subject, 
and  no  effort  shall  be  wanting  on  our 
part  to  reduce  these  salaries  whenever 
occasion  arises. 


rated  what  I  said,  and  I  am  oblig^  to 
him   accordingly.     Now,    what  la  hia 

fromise  ?  Let  us  have  it  very  precisely, 
f  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  is  not  able  to  do  so,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
promise  us  that  whenever  a  vacancy 
arises  the  new  official  shall  not  be  paid 
more  than  the  salary  which  is  paid  to 
the  corresponding  ofKcial  in  this  House? 
That  is  all  we  want,  and  if  the  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  give  us 
that  assurance,  I  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Labouohere)  not  to  proceed 
with  hia  Motion.  I  think  that  what  I 
suggest  is  a  very  equitable  arrange- 
ment. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TEBA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smfth)  CStrand, 
Westminster) :  I  will  undertake,  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  that  the  subject 
ahall  receive  consideration  in  the  epirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggests  it  should  he  considered.  I  can- 
not undertake  absolutely  that  on  the 
voidance  of  any  office  the  salary  shall 
be  fixed  preciaely  on  the  scale  on  which 
the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  this  House 
are  paid.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  there  are  circumstances  which 
might  make  that  impossible.  I  will  give 
him  an  engagement,  however,  that  we 
will  at  once  give  our  conaideration  to 
the  whole  question,  with  a  view  to  the 
reduction  of  the  cost  of  that  Eetablish- 
ment,  and  with  a  view  of  placing  the 
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salaries  of  the  offioera  of  th«  House  of 
Lords,  whose  position  compares  with 
officers  in  this  House,  upon  the  same 
level.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
understand  the  hesitation  I  have  in 
giving  the  positive  engagement  he  de- 
sires. 

Mk.  CHILDEE8:  I  think  the  under- 
taking of  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman 
might  be  accepted.  So  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  while 
not  undertaking  that  in  each  individual 
case  there  shall  be  an  exact  parallel  be- 
tween the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  this 
House  and  the  officers  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  undertakes  that  the  spirit  of  such 
a  parallel  shall  be  observed  so  far  as 
possible.  He  promises  that  the  future 
form  of  this  Batimato  atiall  be  upon  that 
basis,  and  I  must  honestly  say  I  do  not 
think  we  can  ask  more  than  that. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  under- 
take to  open  negotiations  with  the  other 
House,  with  a  view  to  carry  out  this 
arrangement  at  once. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  We  have  got 
something,  but  not  quite  all  we  want.  I 
.oan  perfectly  understand  the  difficulty  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader  of 
die  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  pledging 
himself  as  to  what  would  be  done  in  the 
other  House.  It  seems  to  me  that  he 
will  have  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  with 
his  Colleagues  in  the  other  House;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  will  himself  be  glad  if  we 
were  to  strengthen  his  hands  by  a  strong 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject.  If 
I  may  venture,  for  once  in  my  life,  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemars,  I  will  urge  the  House  to 
vote  in  favour  of  my  Amendment. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  : 
The  proposition  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  seems  to  be  one 
rather  of  compromise  than  of  justice. 
He  speaks  of  Uie  officers  of  the  House 
of  Lords  being  remunerated  on  the  same 
scale  as  the  officers  of  this  House.  I 
object  to  such  an  arrangement  entirely. 
The  offloers  of  this  House  do  ten  times 
the  unount  of  the  work  the  officers  of 
the  House  of  Lords  do,  and  yet  ve  are 
asked  to  assent  to  a  proposition  that  the 
offloers  of  the  two  Houses  shall  be  paid 
at  the  same  rate.  I  do  not  think  such  a 
proposition  is  a  fair  one,  and  I  have 
always  maintained  that  the  salaries  of 
the  officers  of  this  House  ought  to  be 


raised,  owing  to  the  amountof  work  our 
officers  have  to  do.  I  object  to  any 
understanding  or  arrangement  which 
will  put  the  two  sets  of  officers  upon  the 
same  level. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the 
Committee  long,  but  I  must  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  this  question.  Let  me,  in 
the  first  place,  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  extraordinary  differ- 
ence in  the  situation  that  has  taken 
place  since  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury's  first  speech. 
The  hon.  Qentleman,  when  first  he  rose, 
led  the  House  to  believe,  quite  unin- 
tentionally no  doubt,  that  all  this  money 
which  the  House  of  Lords  was  entitled 
to  spend  was  derived  from  the  fees 
obtained  by  the  House  itself.  I  know 
the  hon.  Qentleman  is  incapable  of  mis- 
leading the  House  ;  but  certainly  that 
was  the  impression  left  on  this  side  of 
the  House  until  the  real  facts  of  the 
situation  were  brought  to  light  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers).  Now, 
as  to  the  question  of  fees,  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
mean  to  imply  that  those  fees  are  the 
private  property  of  the  House  of  Lords  ? 
These  fees  are  given  for  public  purposes 
and  are  public  fees.  Therefore,  Sir,  to 
talk  of  the  fees  paid  in  respect  of  the 
work  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  a  justiG- 
cation  of  the  House  of  Lords  is  an 
abuseof  the  meaning  of  the  word  "fees." 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  great  part  of 
those  salaries  so  voted  by  this  House 
comes  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers, 
because  £26,000  is  paid,  and  £22,000 
alone  comes  from  fees.  Let  me  daim 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  one 
or  two  facts  in  connection  with  this  Vote. 
I  find  that  the  Black  Rod  receives  £2,000, 
and  in  a  note  it  is  stated  that  this  officer 
also  receiree  emoluments  as  an  Admiral 
on  the  retired  list,  and  is  provided  with 
an  official  residence,  and  also  receives 
fees  for  his  own  use  as  an  ofdoer  of  the 
Order  of  the  Garter.  Black  Bod — an 
institution  which  is  certainly  more 
ancient  than  useful — gets,  in  addition  to 
fees  and  emoluments  and  an  official  resi- 
dence, £2,000.  Take  the  ease  of  the 
Olerk  of  the  Parliaments.  I  say  that 
in  the  m^hty  maze  of  jobs  contained 
in  these  Estimates  there  is  not  a  job 
more  gross  than  that  surrounding  the 
office  of  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments.   The 
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Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  receives  the 
salary  of  £2,500,  and  an  ailowance  of 
£500  for  a  house— £3,000  a-year  for 
about  an  hour  and  a-half  perfunctory 
work  dailyduring  six  mouths  of  the  year. 
I  defy  ton.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
represent  constituencies  in  which  there 
are  many  agricultural  labourers  or 
working  men  to  defend  his  vote  in 
favour  of  giving  £3,000  a-year  to  a 
gentleman  who  does  work  that  in  any 
newspaper  office  in  London  would  be 
paid  for  at  the  rate  of  30j.  a-week. 
tZaughter.l  Hon.  Members  opposite 
laugh.  I  suppose  they  think  that  it  is 
something  like  blasphemy  to  apply  any- 
thing  like  a  marketable  standard  to  the 
supply  of  individuals  in  the  other 
House.  To  any  question  in  which 
doekyard  labourers,  for  instance,  are 
involved,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  applies  the 
most  rigid  commercial  rules ;  but  when 
a  gentleman  with  gilt  braid  and  sword 
and  black  rod,  and  a  member  of  the 
aristocracy  and  a  retired  Admiral,  is 
concerned,  all  the  economical  leanings 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
disappear.  For  my  part,  I  am  entirely 
dissatisfied  with  the  promise  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  All  he  has  done  is  to 
promise  that  he  will  use  his  best  efforts. 
As  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  put 
it,  we  wiU  endeavour  to  strengthen  him 
in  his  efforts  by  defeating  him  in  the 
Division  Lobby.  I  maintain  that  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Lords  ought  not 
to  be  paid  as  well  as  the  officers  of  this 
House.  1  maintain  that  they  ought  not 
to  get  half  the  salary  of  the  Clerks  of 
this  House,  for  they  do  not  do  one-tenth 
the  amount  of  work. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  think  it  is  well  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  House  of  Lords, 
besides  being  a  Legislative  Assembly, 
is  also  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  sits 
during  the  day  time  during  the  Session, 
and  also  sits  for  the  transaction  of 
judicial  work  during  the  Becees.  The 
officers  of  that  House  are  employed  not 
merely  during  the  hour  and  a-half  in 
which  I  believe  the  House  of  Lords 
occupies  itself  on  the  average  daily  in 
legi^tivo  w<kTk,  but  also  during  the 
day  time  from  11  o'clock  till  4.  The 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  is  an  important 
judicial  officer,  and  it  is  necessary  he 
Jfr.  T.  P.  ffCofmer 
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should  be  a  lawyer  of  some  experience. 
Having  said  that  I  think  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  House  may  be  satisfied  with 
the  undertaking  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
— namely,  that  he  will  communicate  with 
the  officers  of  the  House  Lords  with  a 
view  to  estabtishing  an  equality  between 
the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  that  House 
and  the  officers  of  this  House.  It  is 
obvious  we  cannot  alter  the  salaries  of 
the  present  officers,  and  a  new  a 
ment  can  only  be  made  whenever  vi 
cies  arise.  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  another 
point — namely,  the  official  residences  of 
soma  of  the  officials  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  When  I  was  at  the  Office  of 
Works  I  was  extremely  anxious  to  in- 
crease the  accommodation  of  this  House, 
and  it  occurred  to  me  that  some  of  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Lords  who  are 
employed  a  very  much  shorter  time  than 
the  clerks  of  this  House  and  otJier 
officers  of  this  House  might,  perhaps,  as 
well  receive  on  allowance  instead  of 
official  residences,  and  that  their  resi- ' 
dencee  might  be  given  up  to  public  pur- 
poses. I  find,  for  instance,  that  the 
Librarian  of  the  House  of  Lord  receives 
a  salary  of  £SO0  a-yeor,  and  is  provided 
with  an  official  residence  containing  13 
bedrooms.  Heisabachelor,  and  therefore 
it  appeared  to  me  it  was  not  unreason- 
able that  the  residence  might  be  devoted 
towards  increasing  the  accommodation 
of  this  House.  The  Black  Rod  is, 
no  doubt,  an  important  officer ;  but  he 
has  an  official  reudenoe  almo^  as  good 
as  that  of  the  Speaker  of  this  House. 
It  is  a  very  extensive  house,  altogether 
out  of  proportion  to  the  salary  he  receives. 
It  appeared  to  me  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
the  Hpuseof  Lords  that  that  house  might 
be  appropriated  for  Committee  purposes, 
and  in  that  way  increase  the  aecommo- 
datiou  generally  of  this  House.  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  done  in  this 
way  without  interfering  with  the  dignity 
of  the  House  of  Lords  or  interfering 
with  the  work  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  mention  these  matters  with  a  view  to 
future  arrangements. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  {Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield):  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  be  prepared  to  postpone  this 
Tote  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
communicating  with  the  Clerks  of  the 
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other  House.  Perhaps  he  will  also  state 
what  are  the  exceptional  ciroumetaDces 
to  which  he  alludes.  If  we  look  at  this 
matter  from  a  practical  point  of  v 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  directly  a 
vacancy  arisea  in  any  one  of  these  official 
appointments  it  is  filled  up  immediately, 
and  then  we  are  told  it  is  too  kle  to  alter 
matters,  and  we  must  wait  until  theofficer 
dies  or  a  vacancy  is  created  in  some  other 
way.  I  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  postpone  the  Tote  until  they 
have  had  au  opportunity  of  communi- 
cadug  with  the  Clerks  of  the  other 
House  upon  thie  su^ect. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  see  that  it  will  be  exceed- 
inglvuDwise,  having  regard  to  the  period 
of  the  Session  (July  13),  to  postpoue 
a  vote  of  this  kind.  I  have  undertaken 
that  the  matter  shall  receive  the  < 
sideration  of  the  Government.  I 
also  undertake  that  the  suggestiou  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  shall  receive  consideration  at 
the  same  time.  I  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men it  is  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  effect  every  economy  in  our  power. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd: — Ayes  120; 
Noes  1S4:  Majority  64.— (Div.  List, 
No.  299.)  [4.40  P.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ms.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  what 
are  the  miscellaneous  expenses  under 
Sub-head  N  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON:  The  expenditure 
under  this  head  during  the  last  10  years 
seems  to  have  fallen  off  veiy  much,  be- 
cause I  notice  that  instead  of  it  being 
£992  it  is  now  only  £300.  The  item 
covers  certain  expenditnre  of  a  miscel- 
laneous oharaoter,  including  poundage 
of  IJ  per  cent  receivable  by  the  Ac- 
countant in  the  Department  of  the  Clerk 
of  Parliaments  on  the  Bill  and  Bar 
fees. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  Does  the 
item  include  anything  for  the  purchase 
of  newspapers  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON :  No. 

Mk.  ARTHUR  0'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.):  With  regard  to  the  percentage  of 
1^  on  Bill  and  Bar  fees,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that   these  fees  amount 
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to  something  like  £20,000  or  £25,000 
a-year ;  but,  instead  of  being  paid  over 
as  other  receipts  are  paid  over  by  every 
DepartmentoftbeStatetotheExohequer, 
the  House  of  Lords  appropriatea  them  to 
itself,  and,  besides  paying  the  poundage 
of  1  i  per  cent  to  the  Accountant  in  the 
Department  of  the  Clerk  of  Parliaments, 
the  House  of  Lords  uses  the  money  for 
the  purpose  of  supplementary  super- 
annuation  allowances  to  the  officers  of 
the  House  of  Xiords.  I  believe  the 
Treasury  itself  has  never  sought  to 
defend  the  present  system.  When  be- 
fore the  Public  Accounts  Committee  a 
Treasury  official  was  asked  whether  any 
individual  was  interested  pecuniarily  in 
the  retention  of  the  fees  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  his  answer  was — "I  think  the 
Accountant  officer  in  the  office  of  the 
Clerk  of  Parliaments  will  have  to  answer 
that  (juestion."  The  Treasury  itself 
could  not  answer  it,  and  therefore  I 
presume  it  is  useless  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  answer  it  now.  The  Fee  Fund 
is  now  over  £30,000  a-year.  I  believe 
some  portion  of  it  is  paid  into  the  Ex< 
chequer,  but  the  Treasury  has  no  check 
or  control  over  the  Fund.  They  are 
equally  without  check  or  control  upon 
the  superannuation  allowances  of  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  they 
check,  and  control,  and  very  often  limit 
the  superannuation  allowances  of  other 
officers ;  but  the  officers  of  the  House  of 
Lords  elude  all  Treasury  supervision. 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson) 
to  explain  to  the  Committee  the  system 
under  which  this  Fee  Fund  is  worked  ; 
to  state  what  information  the  Treasury 
really  poseess  in  regard  to  its  incomings 
and  its  outgoings,  and  whether  the 
Treaau^  propose  to  alter  the  present 
system  ? 
Mb.  JACKSON :  I  think  it  right  to 
y,  inthefirstplace,  that  loughttohave 
said,  speaking  of  the  poundage  of  H  per 
cent  paid  on  Bill  and  Bar  fees  to  the 
Accountant  in  the  Department  of  tho 
Clerk  of  Parliaments,  that  the  pound- 
age was  limited  to  a  maximum  of 
£250  a-year.  With  regard  to  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  says  about  the  fees 
which  are  paid  over,  I  may  say  that 
since  the  question  was  brought  before 
the  Fubho  Accounts  Committee  I 
have  given  instruction  for  some  inquiry 
to  be  addreased,  with  the  view  of  en- 
deavouring, if  possible,  to  put  the  Fee 
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Fund,  BO  far  ks  audit  is  coDoemed,  in 
the  same  poaition  as  other  accounts,  and 
with  the  view  of  asoortaining  vhat  can 
be  saved,  and  with  the  view  of  seeing,  if 
possible,  whether  the  account  can  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as  all  other 
accounts. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  1  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  proposed 
scheme  will  involve  the  submitting  of 
the  superannuation  allowances  of  the 
officials  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  a  vote 
oC  the  House  of  Oommone,  or  will  the 
present  system  continue  under  which 
the  Hoiise  of  Lords  provides  super- 
annuation for  its  own  officers  out  of  a 
fund  under  their  own  control  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Every  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  these  superannuation  allow- 
ances, although  they  are  not  bound  to  be 
submitted,  are  submitted  to  Parliament 
ae  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mb.  B.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &d.)  : 
Will  the  hon,  Oentleman  tell  us  what  is 
the  difficulty  in  making  a  frank  etate- 
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Henry  H.  Fowler),  and  ae  I  appealed  to 
the  lato  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  to 
take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the 
officers  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
most  inadequately  paid.  [Lord  Rait- 
DOLPH  Chdkoeili.  :  Oh,  oh !  J  The  noble 
Lord  says  "Oh,  oh!  "but  I  mun- 
tain  that  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of 
this  House  are  most  inadequate;  as  I 
said  half-an-hour  ago,  in  mv  opinion  all 
those  who  serve  Her  jfajesty  are 
generally  underpaid.  We  must  bear  in 
mind  that  these  salaries  were  fixed  at  a 
time  when  money  went  a  great  deal 
further  than  it  does  at  present^that  a 
salary  of  £2,000  a-year  does  not  repre- 
sent what  a  salary  of  £2,000  a-year  did 
20  years  ago.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
work  of  the  officers  of  this  House  has 
immensely  increased ;  we  sit  to  mnch 
later  hours  than  formerly,  and  "  Counts- 
out"  are  now  of  very  rare  occurrence.  I 
agree  with  hon.  Members  that  the 
officers  of  this  House  ought  to  be  placed 
on  the  same  level  as  the  officers  of  the 
ment  to  the  House  of  Coramous,  Why  j  House  of  Lords ;  but  I  should  level  up 
should  not  the  Government  have  equal  and  not  level  down.  I  do  not  think  that 
jgard  to  the  eipsnditi 


control ^ 

the  House  of  Lords  as  they  have 

gard  to  the  expenditure  of  the  House  of 
ommons? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  If  I  may  make  a  full 
and  frank  statement  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  the  only 
reason  why  I  faare  not  spoken  very  de- 
cidedly on  the  point  is,  that  the  question 
only  arose  and  was  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion at  the  meeting  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  about  a  fortnight 
or,  three  weeks  ago.  Really,  from  the 
pressing  work  one  has  to  do  at  this  par- 
ttouiar  season  of  the  year,  there  has  cer- 
tainly been  no  time  to  took  into  the 
matter. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr*ed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  ■□m,  not  exceeding  £33,969,  'bs 
panted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  aum 
neceBBary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  vill  come 
in  course  of  payment  duriog  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slat  day  of  March  I8SS,  for  the  SalarlM  and 
Expenies  in  the  OfGcea  of  the  Hoase  of  Com- 

SiE  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London]  : 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  upon  this  Tote.  I 
wish  to  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
as  I  appealed  to  hie  ^edeoessoz  (Mr. 
iff.  Jaoimt 


the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  are  too  much ;  but 
I  do  think  that  those  of  our  officers 
are  scand^ously  too  small,  and  there- 
fore I  make  an  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Jackson)  to  take  the 
matter  into  consideration.  The  Com- 
mittee will  recollsot  that  the  salary 
attached  to  the  position  which  you. 
Sir,  so  worthily  hold  was  taken  into 
consideration  some  10  years  ago,  and 
it  was  then  resolved  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  should  be  pat 
on  au  equality,  so  far  as  remuueratioa 
was  concerned,  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  What  was  done  in  re- 
gard to  your  Office,  Sir,  ought  to  be  done 
in  regard  to  all  the  other  offices.  I  trust 
the  matter  will  receive  favourable  con- 
sideration. 

Ma.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr):  I 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  observationa 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don (Sir  Robert  Fowler}.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  proposition  that  the  amount  of 
money  paid  to  the  officers  of  the  House 
of  Lords  should  be  in  any  sense  equal 
to  that  paid  to  the  officers  of  this  House, 
because  one  must  take  into  consideration 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind  the  amount  of 
work  to  be  done.  I  presume  that  the  offer 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  was  that  be 
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would  consider  this  queation  of  salaries 
as  a  vhole,  and  not  as  relating  simplj^ 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  [Mr.  Jackson  : 
Hear,  boar!]  I  am  (riad  I  hare  not 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Qentleman.  Cer- 
tainly I  have  never  suggested  any  lower- 
ing ofthesalariesof  any  of  the  officers  of 
this  House;  theirwork  isveryhaid,  and 
of  late  it  has  been  enormously  increased. 
They  sit  here  night  after  night  from  a 
quarter  to  4  o'clock  to,  upon  tie  average, 
half-past  2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I 
should  like  to  recall  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  remarks  made  just 
now  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)— namely,  that  the  Librarian  of 
the  House  of  Lords  not  only  receives  a 
large  salary,  but  is  also  granted  an  offl- 
ciaf  residence  containing  12  bedrooms. 
Now,  be  is  enabled  to  go  home  every 
night,  say,  at  S  or  9  o'clock,  I  An  hon. 
Meubek  :  Half-past  5  o'clock.  J  I  like 
to  be  generous,  and,  therefore,  I  put 
the  hour  at  half-past  8  o'clock.  I  can- 
not understand  why  the  Librarian  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  be  granfed  an 
official  residence,  while  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means,  who 
is  in  attendance  every  night,  and  often 
sits  until  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
should  have  no  official  residence.  The 
Librarian's  place  in  the  House  of  Lords 
is  an  exceedingly  pleasant  one,  after  all. 
Compare  the  peace  which  surrounds  the 
situation  with  the  turmoil  of  this  House, 
through  which  you.  Sir,  so  very  often 
have  to  sit.  It  is  a  juonstrous  thing  to 
say  that  the  Chairman  of  this  House 
should  be  occupied  here  till  the  email 
hours  of  the  morning,  and  then  have  to 
trudge  home,  no  matter  what  the  state  of 
the  weather  may  be— because  it  is  not 
always  that  a  conveyance  can  be  had — 
while  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  supplied  with  an  official 
residence  with  12  bedroomainit.  You, 
Sir,  idso  hold  the  position  of  Deputy 
Speaker  of  this  House,  and  is  it  reason- 
able  that  the  Deputy  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  should  have  no 
official  residence,  while  the  Librarian  of 
the  House  of  Lords  is  supplied  with  one  ? 
I  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  look  info  this  matter, 
and  Bee  that  justice  is  done.  I  object 
to  any  increase  in  the  Estimates,  but  I 
do  not  look  upon  this  as  entailing  an 
increase  of  the  Estimates ;  I  look  upon 
it  simply  as  a  question  of  josUce,  ana  I 
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think  we  shall  lower  our  own  dignity 
and  be  unjust  to  those  who  are  in  the 
service  of  this  House  if  we  do  not  see 
that  they  have  not  only  the  same 
advantages,  but  even  greater  advan- 
tages, considering  the  work  they  are 
called  upon  to  do,  than  those  who  hold 
sinecures  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  London  (Sir  Hobert  Fowler)  has 
indulged  in  that  flabby  talk  which  makes 
all  efforts  at  economy  difficult.  If  I 
were  an  extremely  wealthy  man,  I 
should  be  happy  to  give  a  subscription 
towards  the  payment  of  the  officers  of 
this  House  ;  hut  I  think  it  is  monstrous 
to  add  anything  mors  to  the  burdens  of 
the  taxpayers.  I  may  point  out  that 
there  is  a  very  easy  way  of  minimizing 
the  laborious  duties  of  the  officers  of 
this  House.  What  is  it  that  doubles, 
or  trebles,  or  quadruples  the  labours, 
not  only  of  officials,  but  also  of  Members 
of  this  Houso  7  It  is  the  monstrously 
absurd  hoars  to  which  this  House  sits. 
We  are  the  only  Legislative  Body  in 
the  world  that  does  not  meet  at  a  rea- 
sonable hour  of  the  day,  and  separato  at 
a  reasonable  hour  of  the  evening.  I 
should  say  that,  on  the  average,  the 
Legislatures  of  the  world  meet  at  about 
12  o'clock  in  the  day,  and  separate  at 
about  6  o'clock  in  the  evening,  except 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session,  when 
Bills  are  being  hurried  through.  Now| 
if  theSpeaker,  oranyofns,  were  tocome 
down  at  12  o'clock  in  the  day  and  go 
home  at  6  o'clock,  we  would  have  no 
complaint  of  overwork  either  from  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  or  from  the  officers 
of  the  House ;  and  I  should  say  that, 
with  all  respect  to  you,  Sir,  if  our  hours 
were  changed  in  this  way,  £2,500  would 
be  a  good  salary  for  work  extending 
over  six  hours  a-day  for  six  months  in 
the  year.  I  wish  my  fortune  would 
bestow  upon  me  eijually  large  favour. 
Now,  if  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Birr  Division  of  King's  County  [Mr. 
Molloy)  desires  to  raise  the  salaries 
paid  in  this  House,  he  may  count  upon 
the  support  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Sobert  Fowler),  who  is  not  averse  to 
large  expenditure  of  public  money  for 
any  pnrpose  whatever;  but  he  cerbunly 
must  be  prepared  to  encounter  very  con- 
siderable opposition  on  my  part.  Now, 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon- 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Tiea- 
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■ury  (Kfr.  Jackson)  to  a  small,  but  very 
important,  matter.  I  assume  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy,  in  company 
withsomeofGcial  of  this  House,  has  con- 
trol of  the  internal  arraugements  of  the 
House,  iuoluding  what  is  called  the 
Beading  Room  in  which  newspapers  are 
supplied.  I  want  to  aek  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on 
what  principle  of  inquisitorial  caaona 
newspapers  are  supplied  for  the  use  of 
hon.  Members?  Unfortunately,  we  have 
to  recognize  the  fact  that  there  are  some 
differences  of  political  opinion  in  this 
House.  We  are  not  all  of  the  same  way 
of  thinking,  even  on  such  subjects  as  the 
government  of  Ireland,  and  small  ques- 
tions of  that  kind.  I  ask  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  will  see  that  there  are  newspapers 
in  the  Beading  Boom  which  will  fur- 
nish pabulum  and  enjoyment  for  hon. 
Members  of  different  political  opinions  1 
I  read  with  great  interest  every  day 
many  newspapers  from  the  politics  of 
which  I  entirely  differ.  Anyone  holding 
such  opinions  as  I  do,  and  living  in 
London,  has  to  read  a  great  many  news- 
papers whose  opinions  are  disagreeable 
to  nim.  What  would  be  thought  if,  be- 
cause Tht  Ti$MS  newspaper  happened  to 
contain  some  very  msagreeabls  state- 
ment, I  were  to  suggest  that  TA«  Ttmit 
should  be  escluded  from  the  Beading 
Boom  ?  Everybody  would  say  I  was 
carrying  partizan  feeling  to  a  length 
entirely  unheard  of.  I  maintain  that  the 
Irish  Members  have  just  as  much  right 
to  have  in  the  Reading  Boom  newspapers 
representing  their  views  as  English 
Tory  Members  have  to  have  their  news- 
papers representing  their  views.  Why 
am  I  deprived  of  the  weekly  pleasure  of 
reading  Untttd  Inland  in  the  Beading 
Boom  of  this  House?  Whydoes  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Tiea- 
Bury  deprive  himself  of  the  enormous 
amount  of  advantage  and  edification  to 
be  found  in  the  columns  of  that  news- 
paper? [Mr.  PsNSOSB  -  FirzoBiULD  : 
Hear,  hear!]  I  observe  that  a  Tory 
Member  opposite,  representing  an  Eng- 
lish constituency,  but  of  Irish,  nation- 
ality, agrees  with  me  in  that  opinion. 
I  am  glad  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  once 
agrees  with  me,  and  I  trust  I  shall  have 
his  support  in  affording  Members  of  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  receiving  the 
politick  edification  which  the  reading 
of  UhiUd  Ireland  entails.  Are  we  to  be 
Jfr.  r.  P.  O'Connor 


told  in  this  temple  of  liberty  what  news- 
papers it  may  suit  our  political  morals 
to  road  and  what  newspapers  it  may 
not  suit  us  to  read?  I  protest  in  the 
strongest  manner  against  this  Inquisition 
of  the  Holy  Office  which  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is 
endeavouring  to  establish  in  this  House. 
I  shall  look  this  week  to  see  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Penrose- Fitzgerald)  and  myself,  as  well 
as  other  Members   of  the  House,  are 


Mb.  JACKSON:  Perhaps  I  may 
shorten  matters  by  saying  that,  although 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
has  read  me  a  very  useful  lecture,  I  have 
no  power  whatever  in  the  matter  he  has 
raised.  [Mc.  T.  P.  O'CJonhoe:  Who 
has  ?]  The  management  of  the  Beading; 
Boom  does  not  come  within  the  purview 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  but  of 
the  officers  of  the  House.  ^Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connoe:  What  officers?!  The  Ser- 
j  eant-at-Arme,  I  believe.  I  trust  that 
even  if  United  Ireland  were  placed  in  the 
Beading  Boom  I  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  read  it.  I  have  no  doubt  I 
should  derive  from  the  perusal  of  its 
columns  a  great  deal  of  valuable  infor- 
mation ;  but  the  onerous  duties  of  my 
Office  exclude  me  from  the  reading  of 
many  newspapers. 

Mr.  T.  p.  0*C0NN0R:  Mav  I  explain 
that  I  do  not  wish  to  compel  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  read  Unittd  Ireland;  but 
I  feel  sure  that  its  literary  ability,  and 
Bound  political  moderation,  willcommend 
it  to  the  perusal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  I  will  not  take  the  extraordi- 
nary atep  of  moving  any  reduction  of 
the  Vote  in  regard  to  this  matter ;  but 
I  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
use  his  influence  with  the  officers  of  the 
House  that  Irish  Membere  may  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  reading 
newspapers  which  rt^resent  their  poli- 
tical views. 

Ma.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
My  hon.  Friend  was  a  httle  precipitate 
in  thinking  I  desired  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  this  House. 
The  point  I  endeavoured  to  lay  stress 
upon  was  that  the  Librarian  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  other  similar  officials  of 
that  House,  have  official  residences ; 
while  our  Deputy  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  and  two  of 
our  clerks,  doubtless,  who  ore  kept  here 
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night  after  night,  have  no  reBidence 
supplied  them.  What  I  vant  to  know 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) is,  whether  arrangementB  cannot 
be  made  by  which  the  residences  in  the 
Houae  ma;  be  traoferred  to  those  who 
reall;  require  them  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Ne  w  in  gton.  Walworth): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Ifr.  Molloy)aeem8 
to  forget  it  is  necessary  to  consult  our 
officers  as  to  whether  they  would  like  to 
have  residences  supplied  them  in  this 
building. 

Mr.  MOLLOT:  I  speak  generally, 
and  not  with  reference  to  the  present 
holders  solely. 

Mr.  JAOCSON  :  As  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  desires,  some  inquiry  shall  be  made. 
The  difficulty  I  feel  is  really  one  of  prin- 
ciple. Pecsonally,  I  am  entirely  opposed 
to  private  official  residences.  An  officii 
residence  very  often  puts  the  occupant 
of  an  office  to  a  great  deal  of  additional 
cost,  and  i  am  quite  certain  it  puts  the 
country  to  a  great  deal  of  useless  expen- 
diture. Anyhow,  I  will  take  care  that 
the  matter  is  inquired  into. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead): 
I  should  like  to  aay  a  word  upon  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Dirision  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
aeems  to  have  forgotten  that  on  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  the  question 
of  the  supplying  of  United  Ireland  among 
thepapera  supplied  in  the  !Reading!Room 
Tras  raised,  and  on  that  occasion  a  cor- 
reapondence  was  read  which  had  passed 
between  an  hon.  Member  and  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms. The  Serjeant-at-Arms 
declined  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
system  which  then  prevailed.  When 
the  discuBsioQ  took  place— now  some 
months  ago— an  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Finoh-Hatton),  who  is  no  longer  a 
Member  of  this  House,  hut  a  Member 
of  the  other  Houae,  expressed  hia  anxiety 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  reading  UniUd 
Ireland,  and  even  went  eo  far  as  to  sug- 
gest that  the  supply  of  back  numbers 
would  be  advisable.  It  does  appear  to 
me  that  It  is  exceedingly  arbitrary  that 
newspapers  of  every  type  snd  doss  of 
opinion  should  not  be  supplied  for  the 
reading  of  hon.  Members.  During  the 
discussion  upon  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  the  Government  promised  to 
ose  their  influence  to  secure  that  TTnittd 
Ireland  should  be  supplied  for  the  reading 
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of  Members.  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther this  promiso  has  escaped  the  memory 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
It  really  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  the 
officers  of  this  House  should  have  the 
power  of  saying  what  literature  we  shall 
read,  and  what  literature  we  shall  not 
read.  The  thing  is  perfectly  absurd.  I 
am  sure  that  if  an  intimation  were  re- 
ceived from  the  Oovemment  that  it  was 
desirable  that  Untied  Ireland  shonld  be 
received  here,  it  would  be  received. 
Such  a  recommendation  would  be  acted 
upon  by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms.  In  the 
interest  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  it 
is  desirable  that  United  Ireland  should 
come  to  the  Beading  Hoom.  They  are 
always  quoting  from  it,  and  it  is  as  well 
that  they  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
verifying  all  their  quotations.  I  gene- 
rally peruse  Conservative  newspapers;  I 
know  what  Liberal  newspapers  are  likely 
to  say,  and  I  am  curious  to  know  what 
Conservative  papers  think.  I  know  that 
some  Gentlemen  have  a  perfect  thirst  to 
read  the  contents  of  United  Ireland,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  the  Serjeant-at-Arms 
should  deprive  them  of  the  pleasure  of 
perusing  the  paper.  I  hope  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  will 
use  his  influence  in  order  to  secure  a 
copy  of  this  paper  being  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  Seading  Boom. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  sure  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  will  sympathize 
with  me  when  I  say  I  am  most  desirous 
not  to  interfere  with  duties  which  really 
do  not  belong  to  me.  This  is  a  matter 
which  does  not  come  within  the  purview 
of  my  Department,  but  belongs  entirely 
to  the  Department  of  the  Sergeant-at- 
Arms.  I  will,  however,  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  to  the  desire 
expressed  by  hon.  Members,  and  I  hope 
that  the  desire  will  he  satisfied. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  :  I  am  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  what  the  Secretary 

the  Treasury  has  said,  and  nowl  hope 

will  allow  me  to  bring  another  matter 
before  him.  I  want  to  point  out  that  the 
admission  to  the  portions  of  this  House 
open  to  journalists  is  a  most  valuable 
concession  to  newspapers.  It  is,  pecu- 
niarily, a  valuable  concession,  and  no 
daily  newspaper  is  really  able  to  compete 
successfully  with  any  newspaper  in  the 
same  city,  except  it  has  exactly  the  same 
rivileges  of  entrance  to  the  Heporters' 
Gallery  and  also  to  the  Lobby  of  the 
2  A 
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House  asitBcontemporary.  WilltheCom- 
mtUee  believe  that  this  state  of  things 
exieta — namely,  that  a  newspaper  re pre- 
Benting  one  set  of  political  opinions  in  a 
oity  has  an  opportunity  of  having  a  re- 
presentative in  the  Boporters'  Gallery 
and  a  Tepresentative  in  the  Lobby,  and 
that  another  newspaper,  represeating 
another  set  of  political  opinions,  is  de- 
nied the  privilege  of  having  a  represen- 
tative in  the  Lobby.  Everybody  who 
has  any  association  with  newspapers 
knows  that  the  Lobby  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  the  Bourse  of  news  in  this 
oountry,  and  that  no  newspaper  which  is 
not  able  to  have  a  representative  in  the 
Lobby  is  able  to  supply  its  readers  with 
anything  like  a  satisfactory  and  able  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  political  and  Parlia- 
mentary feeling.  Now,  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  confess  in  this  matter  to  no  Party 
feeling,  my  sole  desire  being  that  equal 
facilities  should  be  given  to  newspapers 
of  all  shades  of  opinion.  The  case  to 
which  I  allude  is  this.  In  the  city  of 
Edinbui^h  there  is  a  paper,  as  every- 
body knows,  called  The  Scoitman.  It  is 
a  paper  conducted  with  the  greatest 
editorial  and  business  ability.  Be- 
oently,  a  paper  has  been  started  in  that 
city  called  Tht  Seottiih  Lead«r.  Tht 
ScoUman  represents  what  is  called  Li- 
beral Unionist  opinion  upon  the  great 
controversy  now  before  the  country.  1 
regret  that;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
should  bo  very  sorry  to  propose  that  The 
Seottman  newspaper  should  be  deprived 
of  all  and  every  form  of  facility  which  it 
requires.  Now,  will  it  be  believed  that 
this  state  of  things  exists? — !%»  SeoUith 
L*aA*r,  which  represents  Home  Bule 
opinion  upon  the  Irish  Question,  is  de- 
prived of  the  opportunity  of  sending  a 
representative  into  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  of  Oommons.  I,  as  a  journalist, 
maintain  that  Tht  Seottvum  newspaper 
reaps,  in  this  preference,  as  great  an 
advantage  over  its  rival — Th»  Seottiih 
Ztader — as  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury were  to  make  it  a  present  of 
£10,000  a-year.  [Lui^hter.l  Hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  opposite  laugh.  Do  they  know 
anything  about  the  matter  F  If  it  will 
please  hon.  Gentlemen,  I  will  lower  my 
figure,  and  say  £5,000.  Perhaps  that 
Will  satisfy  the  commercial  instincts  of 
hoa.  Gentlemen.  Is  it  fair  the  privileges 
of  this  House  should  be  used  in  this 
grossly  unjust  manner?  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  says  this  is  not  his  Se- 
JO:T.F.  O'Connor 


partment.  Whose  Department  is  it  f 
Are  we  to  he  told  there  is  any  body  of 
men  in  this  House  who  can  disregard 
the  authorityand  mandate  of  this  House  ? 
In  the  absence  of  information  on  tho 
point,  we  look  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  Upon  tbeseEstimates  he  ia 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  Government  ia 
this  House,  and  I  trust  he  will  see  fair- 
play  done  between  the  different  political 
organs  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall, 
Oambome) :  I  do  not  understand  why 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson) 
should  disclaim  responsibility  in  this 
matter.  We  do  not  ask  him  to  interfere 
unduly  with  the  duties  of  the  officers  of 
the  House  ;  but  we  want  bim  to  use  his 
induenoe  in  seeing  that  justice  is  done. 
This  is  not  merely  a  question  of  the 
supply  of  Vnilid  Ireland.  There  are 
many  papers  which  ought  to  be  found 
upon  the  table  of  the  Beading  Room— 
BeynoWi,  for  instance,  which  is  the  only 
democratic  paper  I  am  acquainted  with, 
ought  to  be  supplied  for  the  perusal  of 
hon.  Members.  I  do  not  want  to  give 
any  special  facilities  for  this  or  that 
paper ;  but  what  I  suggest  is  that  there 
should  be  a  Suggestion  Book  in  the 
Beading  Boom,  in  which  suggestions  as 
to  the  supply  of  newspapers  and  the 
like  could  1)6  entered.  There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  I  see 
the  assistant  in  the  Members'  waiting- 
room  receives  £80  a-year.  This  assistant 
has  very  long  hours  indeed,  and  there- 
fore it  seems  to  me  his  remuneration  is 
exceedingly  email.  I  am  not  anxious  to 
add  to  the  burdens  of  the  country  by 
making  wholesale  additions  to  salaries ; 
but  what  I  do  want  the  Committee  to 
understand  is  that  not  only  is  the  salary 
for  this  official  very  small,  but  he  has  to 
wait  three  months  before  he  is  paid. 
We  have  been  discussing  the  question 
whether  artizans  and  labourers  shall  be 
paid  weekly;  why  should  officials  of 
this  House  have  to  work  three  months 
before  they  receive  their  pay  ?  If  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  cannot  see  his 
way  to  suggest  an  increase  of  the 
salaries  of  the  poorlj-paid  officios  of 
this  House,  I  trust  he  will  see  they  are 
paid  more  frequently.  Then  there  ia 
the  case  of  the  servants  and  the  refresh.- 
ment  rooms.  We  ore  told  that  £l,000 
a-year  is  granted  to  the  Befreshment 
Department.  I  do  not  say  that  that  is 
too  much,  or   too  little;   but  wliat   I 
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tike  to  know  whether  the  Houae  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  conaidering  them 


wish  to  point  out  is,  that  the  eervantB 
have  to  be  on  duty  for  very  many  hours. 
They  have  to  be  in  attendance  until  the 
HouBB  rises.  I  think  that  when  the 
Sitting  are  unduly  prolonged,  they 
ehoula  be  grantedeome  extra  remunera- 
tion. I  trust  these  points  will  receive 
the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
Mj  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  has  alluded  to  the  fact  that 
the  correspondents  of  certain  newepapers 
are  precluded  from  the  privilege  of  en- 
teriog  the  Lobby  of  the  House.  There  is 
a  kindred  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the  Trea- 
sury  Bench,  and  it  is  that  the  corre- 
spondents of  foreiign  newspapers  are  not 
allowed  into  the  House.  Now,  the  cor- 
respondents of  English  newspapers  are 
permitted  to  enter  the  French  Chamber, 
the  German  Chamber,  the  Austrian 
Chamber,  and  there  is  a  strong  feel- 
ing  ■ 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  to  report  Progress. 

Keaolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrou>. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

QUESTION. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— AERANGE- 

UENT  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
COAL  MHTES,  4o.  REGUHTION  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Chil&bks  (Edin- 
burgh, 9.), 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
aUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  wonld  probably 
be  able  to  state  to-morrow  or  Friday  on 
what  day  the  oonwderation  of  the  Coal 
Hinee  Begulation   Bill   oould    be   re- 

Ms.'mA80N  (Lanark,  Mid)  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  satisfactory  if  the 
Bill  were  not  taken  this  week. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
there  was  no  prospect  of  its  being  taken 

Mb.  FENWICK    (Northumberland, 

rsbeek)  sud,  as  there  was  an  im- 
L  that  the  Home  Secretary  was 
le  of  the  clauses,  he  should 


] 


before  the  Bill  was  resumed  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  foundation  for 
the  statement;  but  he  would  inquire. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
ZTmrMday,  UthJufy,  1887. 


MINUTESJ-Sat  First  w  Pabliamemt— The 
Earl  of  Wiochilsea  and  Nottinghun,  after 
the  death  of  hit  hrotbsr  ;  The  Lord  Gerard, 
after  the  death  of  his  father, 

PoiiLio  Bn.1,— 5«»>d  ilfoitii^— Oriminal  Law 
AmendmeDt  (Ireland)  (164). 

EGYPT—  THE  ANQLO-TUHKISH  CON- 
VENTION —  THE  DEBATE  OF  MON- 
DAr,  JUNE  U-COERECnON. 
The  Eabl  of  EOSEBERY  :  My  Lords, 
since  the  noble  Marqaess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  the  other  day 
contradicted  the  report  that  he  had  used 
a  disreapeotful  expression  with  reference 
to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  Extra- 
ordinary at  Constantinople  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  I  have  also  looked  at 
my  share  in  that  report,  where  I  was 
represented  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  a  state  of  suspended 
animation.  I  be^  to  state  that  I  never 
used  that  expression. 

CEIMINAL    LAW   AMENDMENT   (lEE- 
LAND)  BILL.— (No.  IM.) 

[The  iMrd  Aihhoume.) 
SECOND      BEADtRO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing  read. 

Thb  LOBD  chancellor  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashboohhb),  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  tiia 
second  time,  said:  My  Lords,  the  Bill 
to  which  I  have  now  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  grant  a  second  reading  is  a  Bill 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland;  and  the  title  of  the  Bill, 
which  I  have  read,  indicates  both  the 
scope  and  the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  suggests  two  ques- 
tions, which  any  such  Bill  obviously 
suggests,  at  the  outset — namely,  is  the 
existing  CrimiDel  Law  adequate  for  tlie 
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pnrpoaes  that  every  Criminal  Code  must ,  torate  in  Ireland,  it  would  be  anreasoD- 


ful&F  and,  aeconiTly,  are  the  propoaah 
in  ttie  Bill  auffioient  to  meet  the  evil 
which  exietB  at  the  present  time?  It 
would,  I  think,  be  affectation  to  ask 
your  Lordships  if  you  are  ignorant  of 
what  has  gone  on  for  months  in  the 
other  HouBS  of  Parliament  descriptive 
of  these  proposals,  and  descriptive  also 
of  the  state  and  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  which  have  rendered  it  neces- 
sary, in  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers, to  offer  these  proposals  for  adop- 
tion to  Parliament.  The  attention  of 
this  House  has  been  pointedly  directed 
to  the  important  aspect  of  this  question 
more  than  once,  and  on  the  Uotion  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Fitzgerald)  an  important  debate 
took  place  in  the  present  Session  with 
reference  to  the  jury  system  in  Ireland, 
which  indioated  many  of  the  considera- 
tions which  must  be  present  to  the  mind 
of  everyono  who  desires  to  approach 
this  (jueetion  with  an  earnest  and  im- 
partiu  desire  to  do  what  the  require- 
ments of  the  case  obviously  call  for. 
That  discussion,  temperately  and  fully 
inaugurated  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  indicated  with  great  fulness  and 
plainness  that  the  present  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland  was  inaut&cient,  owing  to  the 
wide  system  of  intimidation  which  then 
prevailed,  and  now,  unfortunately,  pre- 
vails in  Ireland— an  intimidation  which 
does  not  stop  short  at  any  class,  and 
which  includes  witnesses  and  which 
reaches  jurors.  That  debate  further 
indicated  that  the  present  jury  system 
under  euch  an  ordeal  must  be  taken  in  a 
numerous  class  of  cases  and  in  too  many 

Jiarts  of  Ireland  to  have  practically 
ailed  and  broken  down.  Your  Lord- 
ships are  familiar  with  the  history  of 
this  question,  and  of  what  has  taken 
place  in  reference  to  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  ordinary  law 
has  been  tried  for  a  period  practically  of 
two  years,  and  I  am  very  glad  Uiat 
that  trial  was  made,  because  there  were 
numerous  statements  made  that  until 
the  ordinary  law  and  the  ordinary 
methods  of  its  administration  had  been 
tried  and  fully  tried  for  a  sufficient  time 
it  would  be  unreasonable  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  with  the  matter  and  to  pro- 
vide  stronger  measures.  My  Lords,  it 
was  also  pressed  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  country  that,  in 
view  of  the  great  addition  to  the  eleo- 


able  after  granting  great  privileges  to 
the  Irish  population  not  at  the  same 
time  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
showing  whether  the  ordinary  law,  with 
its  methods  and  system  of  administra- 
tion, could  not  be  trusted  to  preserve 
peace,  order,  andtranquiUity  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  under  which  to  carry  on 
their  ordinary  avocations.  That  system 
has  been  tried,  and  I  think  no  man  can 
say  that  in  bis  opinion  the  methods  at 
present  applicable  to  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law  can  be  regarded  aa 
adequate  for  working  out  the  mainten- 
ance of  law  and  order,  so  that  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Queen,  our  fellow  subjects, 
should  be  able  to  rise  in  the  morning 
and  perform  their  duties,  and  lie  down 
at  night  in  peace  and  safety,  and  free 
from  the  dread  of  outrage,  and  free 
from  the  terrors  of  intimidation.  It  ia 
more  the  machinery  and  the  methods  of 
adminietration  of  the  law  than  the  actual 
laws  themselves  that  this  Bill  deals  with, 
and,  although  I  am  aure  every  one  of 
your  Lordships  ia  familiar  with  what 
has  passed  elsewhere,  and  what  is 
known,  if  not  universally,  at  all  events, 

Eiretty  generally,  aa  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
Bud,  I  am  bound,  I  think,  to  make 
some  short  statement  which  I  hope  will 
not  be  wearisome  to  your  Lordshipa. 
Although  I  do  not  think,  as  some  thinic, 
that  statistics  of  themselves  are  the  only 
guides  in  reference  to  legislation,  they 
are  at  the  same  time  always  useful,  and 
should  be  presented  fairly  and  reason- 
ably to  Parliament.  My  Lords,  statis- 
tics taken  for  a  week,  a  month,  or  even 
two  months, .  may  present  an  uncertain 
picture,  and  lead  to  fallacious  conclu- 
sions, and  it  ia  alwaya  advisable  to  take 
a  view  of  statistics  sufficiently  broad  to 
enable  them  to  be  examined  from  a,  fair 
standpoint,  and  in  a  way  that  will  chal- 
lenge criticism.  I  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ehips  to  contrast  two  periods  of  time 
which  will  enable  a  wide  and  fair  reanlt 
to  be  inferred.  Take  the  30  months 
before  the  dropping  of  the  last  Act  of 
this  description,  and  a  period  of  20 
months  which  has  elapsed  since,  and  I 
think  that  examination  will  lead  your 
Lordships  to  soma  important  results. 
In  the  20  months  from  December,  1883, 
to  July,  1885,  the  total  B'  "OM 

numbered  1,250,  and  e  Vi 

ening  letters,  645,  and 
was  one  murder.    Tal 


>v  Google 


I 


yi3  Criminal  Laio  {Joly  14, 

average  the  total  agrariaa  offences  for 
that  time  amounted  to  63  per  month,  or, 
excludiDg  threatening  letters,  32  per 
mouth.  So  much  for  the  20  mouthfl 
during  which  legislation  analogous  to 
that  which  I  now  ask  ;our  Lordehips  to 
adopt,  existed.  Now,  take  20  months 
from  a  period  when  no  such  legislation 
was  iu  esistence,  and  you  will  find  the 
coutrast  significant.  The  20  months 
taken  from  August,  188S,  to  Uarch, 
1887,  show  that  there  were  no  less  than 
1,771  agrarian  offences,  as  against  1,2S0, 
or,  excluding  threatening  letters,  1,041, 
as  against  645  ;  and,  my  Lords,  the  one 
murder  which  was  returned  in  the  first 
period  of  20  months  to  which  I  referred 
has  to  be  compared  with  16  murders 
which  took  place  during  this  latter 
period.  The  result  thus  gained  from  a 
comparison  of  these  two  periods  ia  cer- 
tainly interesting  and  instructive.  The 
monthly  average  during  the  first  period 
was  63,  while  in  the  latter  period  it  was 
69.  Excludiog  threatening  letters,  the 
32  of  the  former  period  became  52  in 
this  period  when  no  exceptional  legisla- 
tion existed.  I  decline  to  rest  the  whole 
cue  of  the  Govemment  on  figures,  but  I 
will  give  your  Lordships  one  more  in- 
stance. Contrast  Juno,  1666,  with  June, 
1887.  While  putting  aside  the  element 
of  threatening  letters,  we  find  that  49 
agrarian  ofiTencea  were  committed  in 
Juno  of  last  year,  and  we  find  that  in 
June  of  this  year  the  number  is  in- 
creased to  66.  The  statistics  with  re- 
ference to  Boycotting  are  these.  On 
the  31st  of  May  last  154  persons  were 
wholly,  and  647  persons  were  partially 
Boycotted.  But,  my  Lords,  these  figures 
taken  tdone  would  be  entirely  mislead- 
ing, because  they  would  give  your  Lord- 
ships an  absolutely  erroneous  idea  of 
the  real  facts.  You  cannot  visit  one 
individual  with  this  brutal  and  dis- 
graceful mode  of  proceeding  without 
taking  into  account  that  his  family 
and  his  household  are  bound  up  with 
bim,  and  equally  suffer  from  this  hor- 
rible system  of  denunciation  and  in- 
timidation. Thus  the  figures  work  out 
in  this  way — that  in  reality  650  persons 
were  wholly  Boycotted,  and  there  may 
be  classed  as  partially  Boycotted  3,819, 
making  a  gross  total  of  4,669.  These 
"  in  themselves  so  grave  that 

'  ^t)  weakened  by  any  argu- 
T  doubt  if,  in  all  your 
^V^|land,  in  the  oom- 
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fortable  aud  peaceful  surroundings  of 
English  life,  with  all  the  comfort  and 
ease  provided  by  the  laws  and  the  ad- 
miniscratioa  of  the  laws,  you  can  realize 
the  painful  and  horrible  position  to  which 
every  person  is  subject  who  is  mixed  up 
in  this  form  of  intimidation,  which  is  as 
criminal  as  it  is  demoralizing— this  sys- 
tem of  coercion,  intimidation,  and  inter- 
ference in  every  relation  of  life  which 
spares  neither  sex  nor  age  from  its  re- 
morseless and  cowardly  attacks.  My 
Lords,  instead  of  the  manly  and  righte- 
ous indignation  which  such  a  system 
requires,  it  has  been  described  in  lan- 
guage— I  will  not  say  of  excuse,  or  of 
iustification,  or  of  palliation — I  will  not 
describe  the  language,  lest  it  should  be 
said  I  did  so  in  terms  of  too  great  force ; 
but  words  have  been  used  in  reference 
to  this  system  which  are  not  words  of 
indignation,  which  are  not  words  of  re- 
probation, and  which,  to  the  unwary  and 
ignorant,  might  he  taken  as  amounting 
fJmost  to  palliation,  if  not  to  justification, 
of  these  gross  ofi'ences.  Your  Lordships 
have  read  the  suggestion  that  there  are 
analogies  to  be  found  in  this  system  to 
trade  unions.  It  is  a  slander  on  the 
system  of  trade  unionism  to  say  that  the 
systemlhavedescrifaedwould  be  adopted 
in  any  trade  union  in  this  country. 
Then,  it  is  equally  startling  to  find  the 
euphemism  of  exclusive  dealing  used,  not 
as  a  description  of  these  acts,  because 
they  would  be  abhorrent,  but  the  term 
"  exclusive  dealing"  is  used  in  sentences 
and  phrases  which  convey  to  those  who 
read  them  that  this  horrible  system  of 
Boycotting  can  have  an  analogy  in  some 
system  of  exclusive  dealing.  I  know 
what  a  hopeless  task  it  would  be  for  me 
to  attempt  to  describe  the  system  of 
Boycotting ;  but  I  will  adopt  the  words 
of  Mr.  Gladstone  when  be  was  earthing 
a  much  stronger  measure  than  this.  The 
words  in  which  he  spoke  are  strong, 
vigorous,  and  clear.  These  are  Mr. 
Gladstone's  words.  Speaking  on  May 
24,  1882,  he  said— 

"  What  is  maant  by  '  Boycotting  P '  In  the 
first  place,  it  ia  combiaed  intimidation.  In  the 
second  place,  it  is  combined  intimidation  made 
use  of  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  private 
liberty  of  choice  by  fear  of  ruin  and  slarvatian. 
In  the  third  place,  that  being  nbat '  Boycotting ' 
is  in  itself,  »e  most  look  to  this— that  the  ereed 
of  ■  Boycotting,'  like  erery  other  creed,  reqalres 
a  sanction  ;  and  the  sanction  of  '  Boycotting ' — 
that  which  stands  ia  the  rear  of  '  Boycotting,' 
and  by  which  alone  'Bsycvttiog'  can,  in  the 
long  tun,  be  nude  thoroughly  ^ective — ia  tos 
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norder  which  ia  not  to  Ira  denoanced.  .  .  . 
I  liBra  stated  that  there  might  be  exclusive  deal- 
ing between  men,  Bnt  that  ii a  totally  diSerent 
ibuig ;  and,  anleu  I  am  manli  mJataban,  tbat 
declaration  was  mads  before  '  Boy cottinK '  was 
heard  of .  .  ,  .  I  may  have  said,  and  I  say 
now,  that  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  deal  witii 
one  man  rather  than  another,  and  even  to  tell 
people  that  I  am  doing  lo ;  but  that  has  nothing 
to  do  with  combined  intimidation  exercised  for 


venting  them  from  doing  what  they  ha' 
light  to  do.  Tbat  is  iUegnl,  and  that  ii  the 
illegality  recommended  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
and  it  is  plain  that  those  who  recommend  aad 
unction  such  illegality  are  responsible  for  other 
illegalities,  even  though  they  do  not  directly 
■anction  them."— (3  Hatuard,  [169]  1S6I-2.) 

It  would  be  impoeeible  for  an;  man  to 
state  the  case  witli  greater  cleamesB  and 
to  indicate  more  completely  the  system 
which  requires  the  denunciation  of  every 
honest  man,  and  which  admits  of  neither 
defence  nor  excuse.  This  system  of 
outrages,  I  may  tell  your  Lordc^ips,  has 
not  the  same  painful  intensity  all  over 
Ireland;  it  varies  in  force  and  it  varies 
in  degree.  It  is  not  found  at  all  in  some 
localities  and  in  some  places  it  has  great 
power.  The  reports  of  the  National 
League  meetings  in  the  local  Nationalist 
Press  inlrslandindioatstheinterfereuces 
which  are  sought  to  be  accomplished  by 
this  widespread  intimidatioD,  this  hor- 
lible  system  of  Boycotting  in  almost 
every  relation  of  life.  I  am  afraid  it 
will  be  my  duty  to  read  some  of  these 
reports  taken  from  the  various  news- 
papers. I  feel  that  I  should  not  do  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  give  my  authority  for 
these  various  quotations  from  the  Pro- 
vincial Press  in  Ireland  which  disclose 
the  action  of  this  combined  intimidation 
which  was  denounced  in  such  scathing 
terms  by  Ur.  Gladstone.  I  have  gone 
back  tvo  months  in  the  past.  The  first 
date  I  take  is  the  27th  of  Uay  and  the 
last  the  1st  of  July  in  the  present  year. 
I  quote  the  following  report  from  Tht 
Tuam  Neuii  of  May  27,  1887  :— 

"  Eiltartan  branch,  Rev.  Father  Kerins, 
C.C.,  chairman. —Hugh  Baldwin  was  summoned 
to  attend  the  meeting,  the  charge  of  consorting 
with  a  Dotorioaa anti-Nationalist beingbroagbt 
again  at  him.  Heniaured  some  member*  of  the 
committee  before  the  meeting  that  he  did  not 
know  what  be  was  doing,  and  that  it  would  not 
happen  him  again." 

I  qnote  the  following  from  ThtNalionalitt 
and  Leiniler  Timet  of  the  28th  of  May, 
18B7:— 

"  UooDB  branch,  Mr.  P.  F,  Famane,  chair* 
man. — *  That  baving-  deliberately  inquired  into 
Lord  Athhoumt 


the  cose  of  landgmbbing  in  this  district  in 
which  a  man  named  Patrick  Bourke  baa  de- 
prived Thomas  Byrne  of-all  chancM  of  regain- 
ing possession  of  hia  farm,  we  desire  to  denounce 
in  the  ttrongeat  terms  such  base  conduct ;  and, 
moreover,  as  the  said  Patrick  Bourke,  who 
the   buainess  of  a  dealer,  e 


living  by   the  support  accorded  him  by    the 

Eeople,  we  deem  hii  conduct  the  more  repra- 
ensible,  and  e*  he  hat  done  irreparable  injury 


to  Thomas  Bjtqb  by  depriving  him  of  the 
opportanity  which  existed  but  for  hia  uncalled 
for  and  unnecessary  iqterference  of  regaining 
possession  of  hia  farm,  we  call  on  onr  fellow- 
countrymen  to  aid  DB  in  marking  our  abhor- 
renco  of  saoh  vile  conduct.'  The  hon.  secretary 
was  requested  to  sand  copies  to  cinomadjaeutt 
branches  of  the  League- 
In  Tht  Ltintier  Zaadtr  of  June  11,  1887, 
was  this  report — 

"  Monasterevan  branch,  Ur.  Patrick  Camll, 
and  subseqaently  Rev,  Jamei  Hughes,  C.C.. 
chairman. — The  committee,  however,  desini  it 
to  be  known  that  they  will  not  receive  anybedy 
into  the  branch  who  will  take  a  turf-bank 
against  the  wish  and  expressed  consent  of  the 
person  who  usually  cuts  such  bank,  and  if  any 
member  of  the  branch  violates  this  rule  he  will 
bo  summarily  expelled.  The  people  ahonld 
make  their  own  rules  about  their  turf-banks, 
and  light  their  pipes  with  the  estate  office  per- 
mits. Mr.  James  Carroll,  Elldangan,  cnme  be- 
fore the  committee  and  apolo^wd  for  having 
accommodated  the  Uessrs.  Fitapatiick,  01 
Derryoughta,  with  a  stand  in  his  yard  for  their 
horse  and  trap  every  Sunday  for  years  post. 
He  acknowledged  that  he  was  fully  aware  of  the 
part  of  the  Fitzpatricks  had  taken  against  the 
National  League  during  all  that  time,  and  that 
he  knew  that  were  it  not  for  them  there  would 
most  probably  never  have  been  a  londgrabbex 
in  the  district." 

What  do  your  Lordships  think  of  astate 
of  things  in  which  an  unfortunate  maa 
is  oompelled  by  terror  to  apologise  for 
having  done  an  act  of  mere  neigbbourly 
kindliness  ?  Tht  PttpU  of  June  15, 1687, 
contains  the  following  : — 

"  Ballaghkeen  branch,  Thomas  Eiosella  chair, 
man.— The  following  resolution  passed  unani- 
mously :—' That  Jack  Doran,  lata  of  Bally> 
murry,  at  present  living  in  the  labourer's 
cottage,  Mountdaniel,  be  turned  off  this  com- 
mittee and  expelled  from  membership  of  this 
branch  for  putting  his  horse  to  graxe  on  the 
evicted  farm  in  Garrymoyle.'  WiIlMm  Murphy, 
of  Derry,  is  also  aiding  the  grabber  by  building 
a  house  for  him  on  said  farm." 

What  liberty  can  there  be  in  a  country 
where  a  man  is  not  allowed  to  graze 
cattle  or  to  build  A  house  on  particular 
land?  lite  Twim  NeKtoiSMu^n,  1887, 
contains  the  following  statement : — 

"  Loughrea  branch. — Mr.  Lee  also  appeared 
and  gave  bis  reasons  for  retaining  Graham.  A 
Delegate.— Is  this  the  man  that  used  to  be 
painting  the  bannera  for  usF  (Laughter  and 
applause.)  Mr.  Leo.— What  do  you  wont  ms  to 
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do  with  him  ?  I  do  not  know  how  I  can  legally 
turn  him  oat.  Ur.  MolkemB.  We  do  not  mind 
-what  ia  legal  in  the  e;e  of  the  English  lavr  at 
alii  yon  oan  get  him  out  as  yon  get  him  in. 
(Apfdanaa.) " 

Theo,  again,  io  TAt  LiimUr  Ltader  of 
June  35,  1887,  appears  the  follow- 
ing:— 


ledge  that  certain  traders  regularly  supply 
goods  to  emergency  men  working  on  Hyland'a 
farm,  from  wlucti  he  was  nnjoslly  evictod,  and 
on  inquiry  Ending  that  ancli  is  the  case,  ve 
call  on  all  persons  who  hare  hitherto  supplied 
goods  and  therehy  onconTSiged  evicting  land- 
U)ti»  to  desist  from  this  practice,  or  they  them- 
selves muBt  be  coTUidered  emergency  aids  and 
treated  as  auch.' " 

What  U  the  horrible  Buggestlon  that  ia 
conveyed  by  the  words,  "They  them- 
selves mast  be  considered  as  emergeacy 
uda  and  treated  as  such  ?  "  We  may 
affect  here  to  be  ignorant  of  everything 
that  has  not  been  biought  fully  to  our 
notice,  but  it  would  be  presuming  too 
much  to  assert  that  your  Lordships  do 
not  know  what  the  meaning  of  that 
threat  is.  Emergency  men  in  Ireland 
have  been  murdered ;  they  have  been 
waylaid  and  subjected  to  every  form  of 
outrage ;  and  with  the  light  of  that  fact 
thrown  upon  the  matter  we  can  appre- 
ciate the  hideous  aignificance  of  those 
words.  And  yet  we  have  been  told  that 
we  are  to  pass  by  these  facts  because  the 
Irish  National  League  is  merely  a  form 
of  trade  union.  I  say  that  the  trade 
anions  of  this  country  are  slandered  by 
such  a  alatement.  I  will  now  quote  the 
following  from  The  Dunialk  Democrat  oi 
June  25,  1887:— 


oonnty  Lonth  that  the  rich  and  popnloos  paiit 
of  Aidee  during  tbi£  yeai  of  tnal  shoold  have 
only  78  membras  enrolled  in  ita  branch  of  the 
Kational  League  out  of  a  possible  or  more  than 
600.  That  we  believe  the  Irishman  of  to.da^ 
who  io  times  to  come  will  he  unahle  to  show  hiB 
oiud  of  mambership  for  1887— (or  the  year  me- 
morable for  campaigning  and  struggling  for 
life  of  the  unfortunate  Irish  peasant!}',  for  the 
reiiral  of  priMt  hunting,  and  the  suicide  of 
1 — ji — »; —     _g  believe  such  delinquent  must 


as  worth  being 
trusted.'  The  resolution  was  unanimously 
adopted,  after  which  the  meeting  adjourned." 
The  resolution  was,  of  course,  unai 
monsly  passed,  as  they  always  are,  for 
obvious  reasons.  I  take  the  next  ex- 
tract from  Thi  Tuam  News  of  June  24, 
1887— 


Iff  resi 
Qoanimously  passed  :  —  Resolved, 
'  That  any  member  of  this  hrancli  who  supports 
or  holds  any  oommunication  with  persons  who 
decline  to  become  members  of  the  National 
League  be  expelled  from  this  branch ;  that  the 
names  of  the  anti-leaguers  be  published  after 
next  meeting,  and  be  known  as  the  black  list  of 
the  parish.' " 

Ou  the  1st  of  July,  I8B7,the  same  paper 
contained  the  following : — 

llulla  branch.— The  neit  case  was  that  of 
John  Briscoe,  who  was  found  to  be  a  back- 
slider. He  was  joined  in  the  I'iaaof  Campaign 
the  estate  of  H.  B.  Trench,  but  he  ten. 
dercd  his  rent  to  the  receiver  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  Estate  Committee,  for  which 
he  was  brought  up  before  the  Ust  meeting  of 
this  branch,  and  his  case  was  referred  to  the 
Loughrea  District  Organization,  where,  after  a 
long  deliberation,  he  was  exonerated  on  con- 
dition that  he  would  pay  in  the  full  amount, 
mi'iiM  the  reduction  demanded  by  the  tenantry, 
which  he  agreed  to ;  but  afterwards  lie  re- 
fused emphatically.  It  was  resolved  by  the 
committee  that  all  persons  who  were  the 
cause  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  being  broken 
in  the  Clonbrook  estate  be  expelled  from  the 
branch,  and  that  a  foil  Ust  of  their  names 
should  be  published  in  our  next  report." 
The  same  paper  of  the  same  date  con- 
tains the  foUowiog : — 

"Tuam  branch.— The  hon.  Secretary  read 
the  following  letter  from  the  Cummer  branch 
of  the  National  Leage : — '  Corofln,  June,  25, 
1887.  Bear  Sir,- Enclosed  you  will  find  postal 
order  for  IDi.,  the  amount  voted  by  our  branch 
towards  the  foes  of  your  solicitor  for  the  Loague. 
The  following  ia  a  resolution  passed  at  our 
meeUng  on  Sunday  last: — "That  we,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corofln  League,  request  our  secre- 
tary to  write  to  the  Tuam  secretary  to  bring 
under  tho  notice  of  tho  next  Tuam  conrentioa 
the  conduct  of  some  of  tho  Tuam  inhabitants 
who  are  sustaining  a  man  named  Pat  Tarpy,  of 
Boonbeg,  by  giving  him  employment  against 
the  will  of  this  League,  by  whom  he  has  been 
Boycotted  for  grabbing  the  turf  bank  of  a  poor 
widow,"  Yours  truly,  James  Mullin,  sec.'  " 
I  now  come  to  a  case  with  which  your 
Lordships  must  have  been  familiar 
through  the  atatementa  that  have  been 
made  in  the  public  Press.  It  is  the 
means  that  have  been  taken  to  compel 
the  tenants  of  a  lady  at  Mitchellstown 
to  stand  out  against  her.  Ia  one  case 
the  following  fetter  was  received  by  the 
tenant  : — 

"Dearest  Madam,- 1  know  you  would  not 
like  to  injure  me,  and  us  there  is  no  —  coming 
to  market  at  present,  don't  come  into  the  shop ; 
if  you  are  seen  coming  into  the  shop  I  may  as 
well  shut  the  door ;  nothing  would  froe  me 
from  blame  and  things  may  Ik  settled  in  a  few 
days  please  Uod,  and  as  I  can  do  no  good  there 
is  DO  use  in  you  ooming  about  the  plaoe.  I  an 
dear  Uodam  your  fiisad ' ' 
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In  the  next  case  the  tenant  teoeired 
the  following  letter: — 

Jan.,  1887.     To E«jr.    8ii,—l  fear 

cording  to  the  notice  of  tbis  moniiag  that  I 
could  not  mSelj  send  in  — but  perhaps  wo 
could  managetobaTe  it  left  Homeplacfl  priTately 
for  mttna  tims.    At  any  place  you  would   aay 

around  the ae  I  nearly  supplied  them  all  it 

must  be  done  very  privately  as  in  the  present 
stalo  of  the  coantry  Uie  conseqaences  might  be 
something  terrible  to  me.  Hoping  yoa  will  take 
the  matter  into  consideration,  and  you    will 

much  oblige ^oars  respectfully .    P.8.-  " 

you  would  kindly  drop  me  a  note  by  this  [Ht 
day)  evening's  post  and  aay  what  you  think 
th«  matter." 

I  donat  think  that  7011?  Tjordships  can 
full;  appreciate — I  will  notnse  the  word 
"  inconvenieQce,"  because  it  is  not  a 
term  strong  enough— but  the  suffering 
that  is  caused  b;  living  under  such  a 
state  of  cireumstancea.  I  will  now  pro- 
ceed to  refer  to  the  charges  of  Judges 
to  the  grand  juries  of  Ireland.  Chargee 
of  Judges  are  usually  regarded  aa  being 
of  very  high  autbority;  and,  indeed,  I 
recollect  that  when  a  Bill  making  im- 
portant changes  in  the  Criminal  Law  of 
Ireland  was  introduced  in  1870  the 
charges  of  the  late  lamented  Baron 
Dea^were  referred  to  with  approval  by 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortesoue,  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  Colleague  of  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  support  of  the  Bill  of 
which  ha  was  in  charge.  The  charge  of 
Ur.  Justice  O'Brien,  which  lit.  Qlodstone 
thought  unworthy  of  much  consideration, 
your  Lordships,  I  am  sure,  will  think 
worthy  of  your  serious  attention.  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien  said — 

"  AH  the  acconnta  that  I  have  received  as  to 
the  slate  of  this  connti;  since  the  last  assizea 
coDcor  in  representing  that  no  kind  of  improve- 
ment whatever  has  taken  place.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  icf ormalioQ  that  I  have  been  able  to 
ooUect  leads  me,  I  regret  to  say,  to  the  inevi. 
table  conclusion  that  this  county  of  Ckre 
possesses  the  bad  distinclion  of  being  the  worst 
part  of  all  Ireland  in  respect  of  social  order,  and 
to  the  further  conclusion  that  it  is  worse  at  pre- 
siut  than  it  was  atany  lime  before.  You  know 
there  is  another  and  a  greater  evil  which  staree 
you  in  the  face  every  day,  and  that  is  the  evil 
oF  intimidation,  open  or  anexprpsaed,  that  per- 
mestea  the  whole  of  this  commuDity.  Vou 
need  not  be  told  that  there  is  in  existence  a 
form  of  nnaeen  terrorism  that  interferes  at  pre- 
sent with  all  relations  of  social  life,  penetrating 


,  uid  utterly  hostile  and  inoonsistent  with 
the  npcesaary  freedom  and  confidence  of  social 
life  and  civil  life,  which  are  the  foundationa  of 
all  prosperity  and  all  happiness  in  the  commu- 
nity ;  and— as  so  commonly  happened  in  the 
past  history  of  Ireland — criminal  means  and 


Lord  Athiowiu 


Amendmmt  {trtlmi)  BiU.       720 

criminal  organizations,  once  in  exiatenoe,  are 
applied  to  outer  objects  and  other  and*  besides 
those  that  bronglit  them  into  eiisteooe.  It  is 
not  the  relations  connected  with  land  that  are 
affected  by  it,  but  every  relation  is  affected  by 
it  more  or  less.  Men  cannot  pursue  their  daily 
avocations,  they  cannot  buy  or  sell,  they  can- 
not employ  or  dismiss  their  servanls,  they  can- 
not regulate  their  own  domestic  or  family  rela- 
tions without  being  subject  to  a  species  of 
tyranny  so  dire  that,  ovor  and  over  again,  it 
has  become  a  common  marvel." 
Uy  Lorde,  that  ia  powerful  and  felici- 
tous language,  and  describes  a  terrible 
and  appalling  state  of  things.  It  cannot 
be  put  aside  by  any  language  calculated 
to  make  Judges  disregard  grave  and 
serious  facta  brought  before  them  in 
the  ordinary  discharge  of  their  duties. 
There  is  also  a  charge  in  the  Queen's 
County  of  Baron  Dowse,  who  used  oao- 
tioua  but  euggeative  language.  I  will  not 
quote  it  to  your  Lordships,  but  it  points 
outgravelyaaignificantincrease  of  crime, 
and  he  was  unable  to  congratulate  the 
grand  jury  on  the  condition  of  the 
county.  Then  there  wae  a  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  Murphy  at  the  Longford 
Summer  Assizes.  It  was  the  trial  of  a 
man  named  Cunningham  for  homicide, 
which  resulted  ia  acquittal.  Mr.  Justice 
Murphy  said  that  such  a  verdict  waa 
flying  in  the  face  of  the  strongest  evi- 
dence. I  do  not  read  theee  sentences  as 
indicating,  any  one  of  them,  conclu- 
sively the  state  of  facts  which  exists, 
but,  taken  together,  I  say  they  all  go 
to  make  np  a  picture  which,  with  the 
koowled^  which  I  am  entitled  to  as- 
sume every  maa  in  this  country  pos- 
sesses throQgh  the  public  papers,  must 
bring  home  to  the  mind  and  conscience 
of  every  man  what  is  the  state  of  affairs 
that  we  have  either  to  deal  with  or  deli- 
berately to  decide  that  we  will  not  deal 
with.  I  have  presented  to  your  Lord- 
ships a  state  of  facts  which  must  either 
be  dealt  with  or  left  alone,  and  the  only 
way  to  deal  with  crime  and  intimidation 
is  by  a  measure  for  the  amendment  of 
Criminal  Lav.  If  you  do  not  so 
deal  with  crime  and  intimidBtion  you 
'II  prefer  to  let  them  go  on  intact,  with 
impunity,  and  eafe.  The  Bill  which  I 
have  to  present  to  your  Lordships' 
notice  is  a  Bill  which  I  think  very  intel- 
ligible in  its  objects  and  in  its  purposes. 
It  would  be  improper  for  me  in  a  second 
reading  speech  to  go  in  detail  through 
the  provisions  of  the  measure,  as  I  feel 
that  I  have  already  nwre  than  tres- 
passed on  the  ind"''~'  ou  Lord- 
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tlie  Attorney  General  to  get  a  change  o^ 
venue.  These  are  clausea  whicli  are  to 
be  put  into  operation  in  proclumed  dis- 
tricts. The  last  part  of  the  Bill,  be- 
ginning with  Section  6,  deals  vith  dan- 
gerous asBociationa.  Your  Lordships  will 
see  that  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  satis- 
fied that  any  associatioa  is  formed  for 
the  commission  of  crimes  or  for  carrying 
on  operations  for  or  by  the  commission 
of  crimes,  or  for  encouraging  or  aiding 
persons  to  commit  crimes  or  for  inter- 
fering with  the  administration  of  the 
law  or  disturbing  the  maintenance  of 
taw  and  order,  it  may  be  declared  by 
him  B  dangerous  asaooiation.  This 
power  is  subject  to  this  greet  and  moat 
powerful  check — no  greater,  or  more 
powerful  can  be  imagined— that  the 
special  FrocUmation  bringing  this  sec- 
tion into  effect  must  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament and  be  subject  to  its  judgment. 
Your  Lordships  will  see  that  the  power 
of  Parliament  is  invoked,  the  control  of 
Parliament  maintained,  and  that  every 
safeguard  is  given  for  a  just  and  wise 
us»  of  this  power.  There  is  also  the 
first  clause,  which  is,  of  course,  of 
importance  ;  and  also  there  are  other 
clauses  of  importance  —  machinery 
clauees;  but  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  expedient  to  weary  your  Lordehipa 
by  going  through  them  in  detail.  There 
is  one  other  matter  which  I  must  men- 
tion. Ko  term  is  named  for  the  termi- 
nation of  this  Bill.  \_Crm  of  "Hear, 
hear!"]  I  pat  that  as  one  of  the  points 
on  which  we  invite  any  criticism  which 
may  be  offered.  I  mention  it  in  order 
that  it  may  be  canvassed  by  anyone  who 
feels  disposed  to  question  it.  Anyone 
acquainted  with  this  subject  must  know 
that  legislation  such  ae  this  loses  much 
ofitsefflcacyhybavingafiseddateofone, 
four,  or  five  years,  and  that  the  putting 
in  of  such  a  date  tends  to  the  creeping 
paralysiB  of  such  legislation.  Everyone 
knows  that  at  a  certain  date  such  legis- 
lation may  possibly  be  allowed  to  drop  j 
there  may  be  Dieeolutions,  there  may  be 
changes  of  Ministry ;  but,  independent 
of  these  two  contingencies,  everyone 
knows  that  to  fix  a  date  to  such  legisla- 
tion is  to  render  it  indrm  and  enfeebled 
and  somewhat  halting  weeks  before  the 
legislation  expires.  But,  though  no  date 
is  mentioned  in  this  Bill,  the  whole  affair 
is  before  Parliament  and  can  be  dealt 
with  according  to  the  requirements  of 
the  case.    I  have  always  called  this  Bill 
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shipa.  But  this  Bill  may  be  divided 
into  three  main  parte.  One  is  contained 
in  the  second  clause  for  increaeing  the 
summary  jurisdiction.  This  subject  is 
familiar  to  your  Lordships.  It  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  and  others  this  Ses- 
sion in  the  debate  on  the  jury  system  in 
Ireland.  It  was  also  dealt  with  in  a 
Committee  of  the  House  in  which  some 
noble  Lords  opposite  took  an  active 
part.  This  Section  2  contains  provisions 
which  I  regard  as  of  the  highest  import- 
ance, and  which  I  am  satisfied  will  be 
found  efficacious.  The  clause  creates  no 
new  ofi'ence.  It  brings  within  the  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  of  this  Act,  in  its  first 
Bub-section,  any  person  who  eball  take 
part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy,  now 
punishable  by  law,  to  compel  or  induce 
any  person  or  persons  either  not  to  fulfil 
his  or  their  l^al  obligations,  or  not  to 
do  what  he  or  they  have  a  legal  right 
to  do.  The  2nd  sub-section  also  brings 
within  the  area  of  summary  jurisdiction 
any  person  who  shall  wrongfully  and 
without  legal  authority  use  violence  or 
intimidation  to  any  person  or  persons 
with  a  view  to  cause  him  or  them  either 
to  do  any  act  which  he  or  they  has  or 
have  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing, 
or  to  abstain  £rom  doing  any  act  which 
Buch  person  or  pereone  has  or  have 
a  legal  right  to  do.  The  3rd  sub- 
seotion  de^  with  people  who  take 
part  in  riots  or  unlawful  assemblies,  or 
wrongfully  take  or  hold  forcible  posses- 
sion of  house  or  land,  or  unlawfully  resist 
or  obstruct  Sheri^  constables,  or  others. 
There  is  also  another  sub-section,  which 
deals  with  persons  who  incite  others  to 
commit  such  offences.  These  offences 
are  made  triable,  not  before  the  ordinary 
magistrates,  but,  following  other  prece- 
dents, before  paid  magistrates,  and  are 
punishable  with  six  months'  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.  This  clause  is 
one  which  can  only  be  applied  in  the 
main  in  proclaimed  diatricts.  I  regard 
that  provision  as  of  the  highest  import- 
ance. I  believe  that  this  summary 
jurisdiction,  if  fairly,  firmly,  and  steadily 
applied,  will  work  out  peace  and  quiet  in 
many  districts  now  disturbed  by  crime, 
outrage,  and  intimidation.  It  is  neces- 
sary that  for  the  class  of  offencee  men- 
tioned in  this  section  there  should  be  a 
trial  speedy  and  effective.  The  next 
branch  of  tiie  Bill  is  that  which  enables 
rtther  party  to  obtain  a  epeoial  jury  and 
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bj  its  proper  name — a  Bill  to  amend 
tho  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland.  This  Bill 
has  been  called  a  Coercion  Bill.  It  is 
an  entire  misuse  of  lanj^uage.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  the 
late  Vicerory  of  Ireland  (Eatl  Spencer), 
who  has  had  ample  experience  of  such 
le^alation,  would  say  that  he  was  ad- 
ministering at  any  period  of  his  life 
legislation  which  he  did  not  feel  was 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
honest  Bubjecls  of  the  Queen  and  for 
eafeguarding  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
And  yet  I  have  read  that  this  is  not  only 
a  Coercion  Bill,  but  a  special  form  of 
Coercion  Bill.  I  do  not  want  to  make 
any  personal  charges ;  but  I  will  say 
that  the  only  speciality  I  can  find  in 
this  BiU  is  this— that  certaioly  for  the 
tirst  time  for  many  a  long  year  the 
Government  have  come  forward  with 
a  Bill  for  the  strengthening  of  their 
hands  in  the  enforcement  of  law  and 
order,  and  for  the  protection  of  per- 
sonal liberty  in  Ireland,  not  with  the 
loyal  co-operation,  but  nith  the  resolute 
hostility  of  the  Opposition.  No  matter 
what  Government  might  be  in  power, 
no  matter  what  form  of  goremment 
might  be  in  existence  in  Ireland,  this 
legislation  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary unless  you  wanted  to  make  Ireland 
aplace  where  crime  and  intimidation  are 
committed  with  absolute  impunity.  I 
am  entitled  to  say  this,  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
described  his  o<rn  Bill  of  1882  as  a  Bill 
that  in  its  administration  was  "public, 
judicial,  and  responsible."  Mr.  Glad- 
atone  is  a  master  of  phrases  with  regard 
to  his  own  handiwork  ;  but  the  Bill  he 
80  deseribcd  had  clauses  far  stronger  and 
far  more  open  to  criticism  than  the  Bill 
which  I  have  so  imperfectly  explained. 
I  ask  what  portion  of  the  administration 
of  this  Bill  is  not  public,  is  not,  before 
any  person  can  be  deprived  of  his  liberty, 
subject  to  judicial  sanction,  is  not  re- 
eponsible  ?  How  can  any  man  be  sent 
to  prison  without  the  intervention  of 
judicial  action,  or  be  jeopardized  by  a 
single  clause  without  its  being  known 
that  every  circumstance  would  be  made 
public?  In  some  cases,  the  absolute 
notice  of  Parliament  is  esssntisl.  A  Bill 
of  this  kind,  to  be  adequate,  must  be 
sufficient.  A  Bill  of  this  kind  should 
grapple  with  crime,  should  prevent 
crime,  it  should  punish  crime.  A  halt- 
ing Bill  called  a  Crimes  Prevention  Bill 
that  would  not  prevent  crime  would  be 
X-ori  Aihboarne 


ridiculous.  A  weak  BiU  would  be  worth- 
less. A  real  Bill  must  be  a  Bill  that  is 
strong  enough  to  be  always  sufficient. 
I  put  this  one  test  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House — would  that  Bill,  would  a  single 
one  of  its  clauses,  jeopardize  a  single 
innocent  man?  That  is  a  fair  test  of  the 
Bill— would  any  man  not  guilty  of  an 
offence  be  imperilled  by  a  single  one  of 
its  provisions?  The  Bill  itself  I  do  not 
eay  is  sufficient  to  promote,  to  cause  the 
happiness  and  the  peace  of  Ireland,  but 
it  tc^oa  an  important  and  esaentiat  part 
in  that  direction.  A  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Criminal  Law  is  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  ot  law  and  order, 
which  it  ia  neoesaary  to  re-eetabUsh 
where  it  haa  been  imperilled,  and  for 
restoring,  where  it  has  been  taken  away, 
that  liberty  which  is  essential  for  ereiy- 
one.  The  Bill,  taken  in  conjunotioD 
with  other  Bills,  will  tend,  I  believe  in 
my  heart,  to  the  settlement  of  the  peace 
of  Ireland ;  it  will  be,  I  hope,  a  terror 
to  evildoers ;  it  will,  I  know,  be  a  terror 
to  nobody  else.  Its  introduction  haa 
had  an  effect  for  good  in  Ireland.  That 
everybody  knows.  Its  enactment  must 
have  a  more  powerful  effect  in  the  eame 
direction.  The  knowledge  that  such  an 
Act  is  law,  that  such  an  Act  is  capable 
for  effective  use,  must  in  itself  be  a  vast 
and  powerful  factor  in  bringing  about 
that  respect  for  law  and  liberty  which  is 
at  present  so  urgently  needed  in  many 

garta  of  Ireland.  I  believe  that  this 
ill,  fairly  and  firmly,  lastly  and 
steadily  adminietered,  will  be  a  great 
encouragement  to  all  law  -  abiding 
citizens ;  will  powerfully  assist  the  reign 
of  order,  tranquillity,  and  liberty  in 
Ireland;  and,  animated  by  that  bwief, 
I  earnestly  hope  that  your  Lordships 
will  accord  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 

Movfd,  •'  That  theBill  be  now  read  2'." 
— {7%»  Lord  Aihbourni.) 

Eaal  GRANVILLE :  I  should  much 
have  preferred  following  a  layman  in 
this  debate,  and  certainly  not  one  who 
stands  so  high  as  a  lawyer,  and  who  haa 
undoubtedly  so  much  knowledge  of  Ire- 
land that  we  may  well  assume  that  he 
has  stated  at  least  all  that  can  be  said 
for  the  Bill  the  second  reading  of  which 
he  haa  moved.  But  it  may  be  conve- 
nient to  your  Lordships  that  I  should 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  stating  the 
coarse  which  my  late  Colleaguee  and  I 
propose  to  take  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
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come  with  leas  foroefrom  a  GoTemment 
which  is  substantially  the  same  aa  that 
which  in  the  most  formal  manner  au- 
Doaoced  that  the  cardiaal  principle  of 
their  Irish  policy  was  the  absence  of  ex- 
ceptloaal  legislation.  This  is  especially 
the  case  if  we  refrain,  as  I  shall  always 
wish  to  do,  from  any  inquiry  as  to  the 

foBsible  motives  which  may  have  contit- 
uted  to  the  change.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  this  House  is  likely  to  agree  that 
the  Opposition  hare  a  correlative  duty 
from  which  they  oanuot  shrink— namely, 
when  a  proposal  is  mads  to  restrict  in  an 
exceptional  way  the  rights  of  the  sub' 
ject,  it  is  their  business  to  consider  whe- 
ther there  are  sufBcient  grounds  for 
such  exceptional  restrictiooB,  and  whe- 
ther the  latter  are  such  as  ought  to  he 
applied.  I^ow,  we  assert  that  no  such 
grounds  have  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment for  such  a  measure.  We  do  not 
know,  and  have  not  been  informed  by 
the  Government,  of  any  exceptional  state 
of  Irish  crime  which  justifies  exceptional 
legislation  at  this  time.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  throws  some  little  contempt 
upon  the  statistics  of  crime,  and  save  that 
no  statesman  would  rely  upon  statistics 

to  frame  the  course  he  would  pursue 

LoBD  ASHBOUaNE :  To  rely  alone 
upon  them. 

Eabl  QBANVILLE  :  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  afterwards  went  into  sta- 
tistics, and  it  is  remarkable  that  while 
for  tour  months  complaints  have  been 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
cose  is  not  made  out,  your  Lordships 
should  now  be  treated  to  an  entirely  new 
view  of  the  case  which  has  not  been  pre- 
sented before.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  took  two  periods  of  20  months; 
but  he  did  not  make  the  slightest  refer- 
ence to  matters  which  have  some- 
thing to  do  with  a  comparison  of  the 
two  petiods.  He  did  not  say  whether 
the  state  of  the  country  waa  the 
same  in  both  periods,  whether  in  the 
early  period  and  the  late  period  there 
was  the  same  amount  of  distress,  or 
whether  the  same  number  of  evictions 
were  carried  out  in  both;  and  all  these 
things  are  surely  elements  of  considera- 
tion in  making  a  oompariBon  of  this 
kind.  But  there  is  another  comparison 
which  has  been  already  made ;  I  do  not 
think  an  answer  has  been  given  to  it ; 
and  it  is  possible  an  answer  may  be 
riven  now.  The  comparison  is  between 
uie  first  fire  months  oi  this  year  and  ths 


I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid  all  unneces- 
sarily contentious  matter  ;  but  I  cannot 
blind  myself  to  the  fact  that  what  I  have 
to  say  will  he  contrary  to  the  views  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  House.  I 
feel,  however,  that  this  very  circum- 
stance will  induce  you  to  bear  patiently 
with  me  while  I  trespass  upon  your  at- 
tention for  a  short  time.  I  refrain  from 
making  any  remarks  or  passing  any 
judgment  on  the  action  of  various 
Parties  during  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
through  the  House  of  Oommone.  It 
would  not  be  becoming  for  me  to  do  so 
in  this  plaoe.  I  will  confine  myself  to 
the  position  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Ash- 
bourne), in  hia  vigorous  perorations, 
said  that  this  Bill,  in  conjunction  with 
others,  will  have  a  good  effect.  How 
do  we  stand  with  regard  to  those  Bills  f 
At  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  Her 
Uaiesty's  Government  promised  one 
Bill  of  repression  and  two  of  a  remedial 
character.  The  smaller  of  the  two  re> 
medial  measures  was  brought  into  this 
House,  and  has  left  it  with  the  uncon- 
tradicted and  undeniable  assertion  that 
nobody  liked  it.  I  have  already  ven- 
tured to  prophecy  that  it  will  come  back 
to  your  Lordships  in  a  different  form, 
and  for  once  I  feel  pretty  sure  that  my 
prophecy  will  be  fulfilled.  The  other 
remedial  measure  has  never  appeared, 
and  has  probably  never  been  prepared. 
But  to  make  up  for  its  absence,  we  are 
promised  that  the  Government  will  pre- 
aent  to  ua  immediately  a  second  repres- 
sive measure,  containing  provisions 
which  it  is  true  have  oeen  before 
granted,  but  which  have  neverbeen  used. 
The  result  is  that,  instead  of  having 
one  measure  of  repression  and  two  of 
a  remedial  character,  we  have  one  of 
a  more  or  less  remedial  character  and 
two  of  a  decidedly  repressive  kind.  1 
will  now  proceed  succinctly  to  state,  on 
behalf  of  my  late  Oolleagues  and  at  their 
request,  the  principal  objections,  forldo 
not  propose  to  go  mto  any  details,  to  the 
Bill  which  comes  recommended  by  such 
large  numbers  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  has  been  said  that  no  politician 
should  make  any  admission ;  but  I  freely 
admit  that  any  Government  coming  to 
Parliament  and  declaring  their  inability 
to  maintain  law  and  order  are  entitled 
to  demand  from  their  political  opponents 
a  full  and  fair  oonsideratioD  of  their 
proposals.    And  die   appeal  does  not 
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last  five  months  of  18SS ;  and  tbe  num- 
ber of  crimsa  had  fallen  from  474  to 
387 ;  so  that  there  were  nearly  one' 
fourth  more  in  1 S85  than  in  the  present 
jear.  It  does  strike  me  that  if  Her 
Uajsatj's  Govemment  declared,  dui 
these  five  months  of  greater  crime,  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  eKceptional 
legislation,  it  is  strange  they  should 
think  there  has  been  such  ground 
during  the  five  months  they  have  been 
pressing  forward  this  Bill,  when  the 
amount  of  crime  has  been  decidedly 
less.  If  in  the  former  period  the  amount 
of  crime  was  not  sufficient  to  justify 
exceptional  legislation,  why  does  an  im- 

{ roved  state  of  things  call  for  it  now? 
have  no  idea  what  answer  can  be 
given.  I  feel  sure  that  in  this  House 
tbe  extraordinary  attempt  at  an  answer 
will  not  be  mode — that  Uie  Government 
now  about  to  pass  the  Bill  were  not 
aware,  when  they  introduced  it,  that 
there  was  about  to  be  so  few  ofi'ences. 
We  are  told  that  we  are  not  to  look  at 
statistics  of  cnme  alone.  We  want  to 
know,  if  we  are  not  to  look  at  crime,  but 
to  tbe  state  of  Ireland,  in  what  particu- 
lars, whether  as  regards  Boycotting, 
acquittals  of  criminals,  or  any  other  such 
symptoms,  that  country  is  worse  than  at 
tiie  end  of  1885,  when  tbe  Qovemment 
declared  it  was  not  justifiable  to  apply 
exceptional  measures,  whatever  causes  of 
regret  may  exist  in  both  cases.  We 
believe  that  we  are  entitled  to  precise 
information  on  this  point.  The  Bill  is 
partly  directed  against  crime,  but  largely 
also  against  tbe  associationa  which  are 
complained  of,  and  against  others  which 
may  arise.  I  am  somewhat  fearful  of 
entering  upon  a  difficult  and  complicated 

S[uestioD  upon  which  one  who  is  un- 
earned may  easily  make  a  slip.  But  I 
believe  the  state  of  tbe  case  as  to  com- 
bination to  be  this.  The  Oommon  Law, 
08  interpreted  by  Judges— in  fact,  Judge- 
made  taw — bore  heavily  upon  combina- 
tions for  purposes  which  were  not  untaw- 
ta\  when  followed  by  one  person.  By 
Olaose  2  yon  submit  to  officials— same 
of  whom  are  without  legal  training  and 
who  are  dependent  upon  the  Executive 
Government— tbe  application  of  these 
moat  difficult  legal  doctrines.  You  enable 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on  his  own  judg- 
ment, or  advised  by  his  Executive  or  his 
lawyers,  to  declare  what  combinations, 
in  his  opinion,  are  dangerous,  and  so  to 
make  them  illegal,  going  in  direct  oppo- 
£arl  GrmviUe 


sition  to  the  decision  of  Parliament  in 
1882,  when  Clause  88  in  the  Prevention 
of  Crimes  Act  was  passed  in  order  to 
prevent  such  a  danger.  You  take  away 
from  tbe  tribunals  in  these  cases  all 
discretion  as  to  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  the  combination.  Tbey  can  only  ask 
the  question— "Who  says  that  this 
combination  is  illegal?"  Tbe  answer, 
"^Tbe  Lord  Lieutenant,"  'doses  their 
mouths,  and  behind  it  tbe  Courts  cannot 
go.  The  tribunal,  whatever  it  may  be, 
is  debarred  from  inquiring  into  the 
legality  or  illegality  of  the  oombination. 
Indeed,  tbe  provisions  of  Clauses  6  and 
7  assume  that  tbe  associations  thus  made 
illegal  are  not  unlawful  at  Common  Law. 
If  tbey  are  so  tbey  are  already  made  the 
subject  of  summary  conviction  under 
Clause  2,  and  these  clauses  would  be 
unnecessary.  The  Law  of  Conspiracy 
in  Great  Britain  has  been  described  b; 
Ur.  Justice  Stephen  and  others  as  bein^ 
of  a  singularly  elastic,  and,  therefore, 
dangerous  character,  depending  not  only 
upon  the  acts  themselves,  but  upon  the 
motives  with  which  they  were  taken. 
These  authorities  have  pointed  out  that 
tbe  only  safeguard  against  its  becoming 
a  perilous  tyranny  has  lain  in  the  fatt 
that  the  accused  has  always  had  the 
protection  of  a  jury  of  his  fellow- 
citizens.  This  Bill,  not  content  with 
opposing  intimidation  and  crime,  allows 
the  work  of  conspiracy  to  be  so  carried 
on  as  not  only  to  impose  on  the  breach 
of  a  civil  obligation  tbe  penalties 
attached  to  a  criminal  offence,  but  to 
render  criminal  the  exercise  of  a  man's 
undoubted  right  to  deal  with  whom  he 
pleases.  It  is  true  that  tbe  Irish  tenant 
lias  been  liable  to  such  a  risk.  But, 
while  you  leave  him  open  to  a  criminal 
liability,  condemned  in  principle  by 
the  Act  of  1875,  you  take  from  him 
the  only  safeguard  he  has  hitherto  had 
in  the  presence  of  a  jury.  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships'  permission  to  guard 
myself  from  being  misunderstood.  Do 
not  think  that  I  am  of  opinion  that  all 
these  combinations  are  defensible,  or 
that  many  of  them  are  not  to  be  con- 
demned and  deplored.  What  I  wish  to 
insist  on  is  this— that  in  your  desire  to 
prevent  what  I  much  doubt  is  to  be  pre- 
vented you  ought  not  to  be  tempted  to 
tamper  with  so  important  a  principle  as 
tbe  separation  from  criminal  penalties 
of  the  breach  of  civil  obligations.  Bj 
this  Bill  you  give  to  the  fizecutive,  aD^ 
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But  it  may  be,  and  probably  will  be, 
said  these  may  be  good  arguments  in 
the  mouths  of  those  vho  always  held 
them  to  be  sound,  but  they  are  without 
weight  from  public  men  who,  when  in  a 
position  of  responsibility,  did  exactly 
the  same  thing  as  that  which  they  now 
attach.  I  take  the  liberty  of  altogether 
repudiating  this  tu  queque  argument,  a 
class  of  argument  which  may  be  some- 
times  effective  in  debate,  bat  even  when 
just,  is  of  little  use  in  detennining  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  a  question.  But 
I  deny  that  the  tu  quaqu*  applies  that 
we  have  ever  done  tbe  same  thing,  or 
that  the  same  thing  has  ever  been  done 
by  any  other  Oovernment,  even  by  tbe 
most  ultra- GonserTative,  when  dealing 
with  unreformed  Parliaments.  There 
were  strong  powers  given  in  the  Act  of 
1881,  but  not  such  as  fire  contained  in 
the  present  permanent  Bill.  Were  I  to 
admit  that  we  were  bound  never  to  ob- 
ject to  the  renewal  of  any  legislation 
which  we  had  once  promoted,  I  should, 
at  least,  have  the  right  to  claim  that  the 
obligation  should  be  confined  to  that 
which  we  had  most  recently  done,  and 
not  to  that  which  experience  bad  taught 
us  to  discard.  I  defy  anyone  to  say  that 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  justified 
by  those  in  the  Act  of  1S62  ;  and  it  is 
well  known  that  in  1885  we  only  thought 
of  renewing  a  very  few  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  of  1882,  which  was  much 
milder  than  that  of  18BI,  which,  ^ain, 
did  not  contain  some  of  the  most  pro- 
minent provietons  of  the  present  Bill. 
But  I  go  much  further,  and  I  say  that 
if  as  late  as  1865  we  had  proposed  this 
very  Bill,  it  might  diminish  tbe  weight 
of  our  advice,  but  sot  in  the  least  di- 
□unish  our  duty  to  oppose  that  which  in 
the  present  circumstances  we  sincerely 
believe  to  be  not  only  not  beneficial, 
but  of  a  singularly  harmful  character. 
Uany  of  your  Lordships  must  remember 
the  time  when  duelling  was  generally 
acknowledged  to  be  a  necessary  evil.  I, 
as  a  very  young  mau,  advised  a  contem- 
porary to  send  a  challenge,  an  action 
which,  while  it  exposed  my  own  safety 
to  no  danger,  was  calculated  to  lead  a 
dear  friend  to  risk  hie  own  life  and  that 
of  a  follow  creature  in  a  manner  which 
would  be  universally  condemned  now. 
I  was,  however,  sincerely  convinced  at 
the  time  that  I  was  doing  right,  and  I 
know  that  I  was  thought  to  be  so  by 
all  who  were  cognizant  of  the  circum- 


not  to  Parliament,  the  power  to  enact 
what  is  and  what  is  not  law.  Lord 
Hartington,  with  his  usual  frankness, 
stated  that  this  Bill  technically  created 
B  new  offence.  It  gives  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  the  power  to  do  eo.  Every 
Irishman  for  the  future  will  live  under 
laws  which  may  from  time  to  time  be 
changed  by  the  Executive.  I  have  tried 
to  show  why  we  believe  that  there  are 
no  safflcient  grounds  for  this  measure, 
and  why  we  object  altogether  to  tbe 
machinery  and  procedure  which  you 
create  by  this  Bill.  We  equally  object 
to  another  unprecedented  innovation — 
the  giving  a  permanent  character  to  an 
esceptional  measure.  As  a  medicine 
mercury  may  do  good  for  a  short  time 
to  a  temporarily  diseased  liver,  but  it  is 
fatal  as  a  permanent  application.  Coer- 
cion may  possibly  deal  a  useful  blow  to 
temporary  disorder.  But  as  a  perma- 
nent instrument  of  government  it  is 
worse  than  useless;  it  is  dangerous. 
And  yet,  when  once  adopted,  it  is  a  reed 
on  which  rulers  soon  teach  themselves 
to  rely.  The  noble  Marquess  tbe  Prime 
Minister  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
declared  not  long  ago  his  confidence 
that  20  years  of  repression,  or  what  he 
called  firm  and  resolute  government, 
might  be  sufficient;  but  be  has  now 
deviated  into  eternity.  It  is  true  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
denied  the  permanency  of  the  measure, 
saying  that  all  that  had  been  done  was 
to  omit  fixing  the  date  for  its  coming  to 
an  end.  There  might  be  some  consola- 
tion in  such  an  assurance  when  we  con- 
sider the  late  practice  of  the  Govern- 
ment  about  ^^pt.  Following  the  ex- 
ample of  their  FredecesBors,  who,  for 
obvious  reasons,  refused  to  fix  a  date 
for  evacuation,  they  absolutely  refused 
to  do  bo;  but  immediately  afterwards, 
without  any  apparent  advantage,  they 
agreed  to  an  exact  date.  But,  unfortu- 
nately. Acts  of  Parliament  are  construed 
by  their  words  and  not  by  any  gloss  put 
Upon  them  ;  and  there  is  no  measure  on 
the  Statute  Book  which  is  more  perma- 
nent on  the  face  of  it  than  the  present 
Bill.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to  believe 
that  to  apply  permanent  disabilities  to 
Ireland  from  which  Great  Britain  is 
free,  and  against  the  wishes  of  five- 
sixths  of  the  Irish  people,  can  either 
theoretically  or  practically  conduce  to 
harmony  of  feeling  or  to  a  real  political 
ftnd  social  union  of  tbe  two  islands. 
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Btances.  Now,  ought  this  action  to  have 
debarred  me  from  offering  exactly  the 
opposite  couneel  a  few  yeare  later  when 
full  and  ripe  opinion  had  condemned 
these  appeals  to  force  established  hy  an 
old  and  barbarous  custom.  One  lesson 
I  learn  from  the  present  state  of  things 
and  difference  of  opinion.  It  is  to  avoid 
all  bitterness  and  acrimony  of  attack 
upon  those  who  differ  from  me  and  my 
Friends ;  they  differ  from  us ;  they  wish 
to  stand  upon  the  old  ways,  and  adhere 
to  those  methods  of  routine  which  have 
been  so  often  tried  and  have  so  often 
failed.  We  wish  that  tbey  should  a^ree 
with  us  in  thinkiDg  that  recent  events 
have  made  a  very  great  change  in  the 
circumstaoces  which  ought  to  govern  as 
in  this  matter.  We  look  to  Uie  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  in  Ireland ;  we  look 
to  the  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  Irish  people 
to  he  allowed  their  Oonatitutional  liberty ; 
we  look  to  the  concurrence  of  the  clei^y  ; 
we  look  to  the  opinion  of  men  such  as 
the  representatives  of  XTlster  tenant- 
farmers  whom  you  placed  upon  your 
Koyal  Oommission,  and  we  look  to  the 
sympathy  of  millions  of  Englishmen, 
Scotchmen,  and  Welshmen,  who  are 
united  in  believing  that  this  act  of  the 
Government  is  one  not  only  not  beoe- 
ficial,  not  only  not  advantageous,  but  as 
one  that  is  of  a  most  injurious,  in- 
effectual, and  dangerous  character.  But, 
though  we  may  regret  we  have  no  right 
to  complain  that  others  do  not  agree 
with  us,  yet  this  respect  for  the  con- 
scientious opinions  of  others  cannot  pre- 
vent me,  on  behalf  of  my  late  Colleagues, 
and  authorized  by  them,  to  protest  as 
strongly  as  we  can',  consisteDtly  with  no 
unnecessary  violence,  against  the  Bill 
which  is  about  to  be  passed.  We  fully 
acknowledge  that  we  are  absolutely  with- 
out the  power  of  rejecting  or  amending 
this  Bill,  and  for  that  reason,  and  far 
others  connected  with  the  deep  interest 
we  feel  in  this  great  Assembly,  we  do 
not  intend  to  offer  an  opposition — which 
could  only  be  impotent  and  absolutely 
futile — either  at  this  stage  or  at  any 
further  stages  of  the  Bill ;  we  prefer 
leaving  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  responsibility  of  the  Irish 
Jolicy  which  they  have  thought  it  their 
uty  to  propose. 

Thb  Eakl  o?  CABNAEVON  :  I  have 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  man- 
n«r  in  which  uie  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
£(irt  QratmUt 


viile)  has  summed  up  the  ofajeotione  to 
be  urged  against  this  Bill.  Some  of 
those  objections  doubtless  have  great 
weight  with  those  who  disapprove  the 
Bill ;  but  I  cannot  concur  in  them,  es- 
pecially as  to  the  alleged  severity  of  the 
measure.  As  regarde  the  objection  to 
the  permanency  of  the  Bill,  so  far  from 
viewing  that  feature  of  the  measure  as 
harmful,  I  believe  it  to  he  a  great  ad- 
vantage ;  and  again  with  respect  to  the 
objection  that  the  Billis  directed  against 
combinations,  I  cannot  but  feel  that  the 
noble  Earl  is  under  some  misapprehen' 
sion  on  that  point,  when  I  find  that 
there  are  clauses  in  the  Bill — the  sixth 
and  seventh — which  explicitly  exclude 
from  the  operation  of  Ute  Act  any  agree- 
ment or  oombination  under  the  Trade 
ITnion  Acts  of  1871,  1876,  and  1879, 
and  which  practically  protects  the  Iriah 
tenants  from  the  danger  whi(^h  the  noble 
Earl  apprehended.  Now,  it  has  been 
said  that  the  state  of  things  now  is  not 
worse  or  better  than  that  in  1885,  and 
that  consequently  this  Bill  becomes  un< 
necessary.  I  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  that  point.  When  we  entered 
Office  in  1885,  and  I  assumed  the  Vice- 
royalty  of  Ireland,  I  must  frankly  tell 
the  House  that  there  was  no  alternative 
to  the  course  we  then  pursued.  The 
Cabinet  to  which  I  belonged  decided 
that  it  was  impossible  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment for  a  renewal  of  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act.  I  and  those  who  acted 
with  me  accepted  the  facts  of  the  case 
as  we  found  them,  and  I  endeavoured 
to  make  the  best  of  them.  I  was  a 
party  to  the  course  adopted,  and  I  tho- 
roughly agreed  with  it,  and  anyone 
who  will  review  the  oircumstanoes  will 
see  the  peculiar  position  we  were  in. 
We  were  in  a  minority  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  we  could  obtain  no  definite 
promise  of  support  if  we  asked  for  a 
renewal  of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act, 
there  were  only  a  few  weeks  of  the 
Session  remaining,  and  the  Cabinet, 
under  the  circumstances,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  impossible  to  ask 
for  a  renewal  of  the  Act.  That  experi- 
ment was  worth  making,  and  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  good  has  come 
from  that  experiment.  My  main  objec- 
tions were  that  repressive  legislation 
such  as  the  Peace  Preservation  Bill 
which  was  in  question  at  the  time  was 
open  to  these  two  objections— that  it 
was  temporary  and  that  it  was  excep- 
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tional.  Now,  as  regards  thia  present 
Bill  the  objection  that  it  is  temporary 
cannot  lio.  It  is  a  permanent  measure, 
and  I  will  frankly  say  that  that  perman- 
ence is  in  my  eyes  a  merit.  I  knov 
nothing  more  distracting,  more  dis- 
quieting, more  irritatiag,  than  an  Act 
which  is  to  expire  within  a  few  years. 
It  is  impoBsibls  with  such  an  Act  to 
have  consistent  and  steady  government. 
And  if  there  has  been  one  great  error  of 
policy  which  runs  through  the  whole 
course  of  Irish  history,  itlios  been  this 
incessant  vacillation  and  oscillation  in 
legislation.  I  have  said  that  a  main  ob- 
jection to  repressive  legislation  was  that 
it  was  exceptional.  Now,  to  a  certain 
extent,  thia  Bill  is  exceptional,  but  only 
to  a  certain  extent.  I  wish  to  argus  the 
question  of  exceptional  legislation  with 

JierCect  fairness.  In  itsoU  exceptional 
egislation  I  believe  to  be  a  great  evil. 
It  is  a  course  to  be  adopted  only  as  the 
lesser  of  two  evils.  It  irritates,  it  is 
bad  for  the  Qoremment,  it  is  doubtful 
as  regards  the  governed,  and  it  is  only 
effective  as  long  as  it  lasts.  Soma  of 
yourLordshipB  may  remember  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  speeches  in  1844  on  the  question 
of  coercion.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
those  speeches  mode  a  great  impression 
upon  my  mind.  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  no 
weak  Uinister,  and  he  acknowledged 
very  frankly  the  evils  of  this  system; 
but,  after  all,  this  must  be  set  down  to 
the  other  side  of  the  account,  that  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  offers  both  direct 
and  indirect  powers.  It  offers  direct 
powers  in  all  those  clauses  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made  to-night,  but  it 
also  offers  that  which  is  almost  as  useful 
—  namely,  an  indirect  power  iu  the 
apprehension  which  it  engenders  in  the 
minds  of  individuals.  In  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  there  were  powers,  as 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  will  remember, 
vHch  were  never  or  hardly  ever  used.  I 
am  bound  to  give  the  House  my  own  ex- 

ferience  in  this  matter.  When  I  went  to 
reland  and  the  Peace  Preservation  Act 
was  on  the  point  of  expiring  I  felt  the 
enormous  disadvantage  under  which  the 
Executive  Uoveramemt  laboured  from 
the  approaching  expiry  of  those  powers. 
I  felt  and  I  knew  that  a  very  large  part 
of  the  turbulent  and  disaffected  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  were  conscious  that  when 
those  powers  expired  an  authori^  and 
an  influeoce  on  the  part  of  tiie  Crown 
had  expire^  with  them.    But  I  have  a 


third  answer  to  the  argument  which  was 
used  to-night.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  is  no  worse  now 
tban  it  was  in  IBM.  Now,  my  conten- 
tion is  that  the  condition  of  Ireland  is, 
as  compared  with  1865,  both  new  and 
worse.  I  will  not  judge  this  matter 
exclusively  by  figures  and  tabulated 
Betums,  but  I  will  refer  to  unquestioa- 
able  facta.  During  the  last  few  months 
we  have  seen  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
brought  into  operation.  I  will  on^  aay 
of  that  Plan  of  Campaign  that  it  goes  to 
the  very  root  of  all  contracts  between 
man  and  man,  and,  more  than  that,  it 
is  tainted  with  this  great  immorality — 
an  immorality  which  I  for  one  cannot 
understand  how  any  section  of  the 
GathoUo  clergy  con  overlook — that  it 
conatitutns  every  man  a  judge  of  his 
caee.  Secondly,  during  these  last  few 
months,  we  have  also  seen  the  expedi- 
tion, to  Canada  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  a  leader 
among  the  Nationalists — an  expedition 
conceived  and  undertaken  under  much 
of  the  highest  influence  and  authority  of 
his  Party,  an  expedition  almost  without 
parallel  in  the  oistoiy  of  this  country, 
an  expedition  to  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nion across  the  sea  for  the  purpose  of 
levying  war  and  stirring  up  sedition  and 
insurrection  and  attacking  the  Bepre- 
sentativo  of  the  Queen,  both  in  hia 
private  and  public  character.  Thirdly 
and  loatly,  I  will  say  that  during  these 
last  few  months  we  have  seen  an  open, 
avowed,  and  confessed  strife  between 
order  and  disorder.  My  Lords,  I  aay 
that  the  first  condition  of  all  things  in 
any  country  is  obedience  to  the  law. 
But  when  we  come  to  a  state  of  things 
such  asl  have  described,  almost  any  mea- 
sure which  restores  respect  for  law  and 
which  enforces  lawis  right  and  necessary. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  these  facts  which 
I  have  stated  show  that  the  condition  of 
Ireland  is  a  new  condition  and  indicates 
altogether  a  new  departure.  I  will  go 
a  step  further.  The  condition  of  thinga 
is  not  merely  new,  but  it  is  distinctly,  in 
my  opinion,  worse.  In  these  points  at 
least  the  condition  of  things  baa  become 
gravely  aggravated.    In  1885  there  was 

treat  lawlessness  in  parts  of  Ireland ; 
ut  there  was  not  in  the  whole  length 
and  breadth  of  the  country  an  open  and 
avowed  defiance  of  all  law  and  of  all 
Qovemment  as  such.  Then  crime  waa 
contracted  within  a  comparatively  narrow 
'  ere,  whereas  now  it  haa  assumed  a 
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muoli  la^er  area.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Ashbourne)  will  remember 
that  in  one  memorable  Assize,  vhen  I 
vaa  Viceroy  in  Ireland,  there  vas  not  a 
failure,  if  I  remember  rightly,  of  one 
ungle  State  trial  or  prosecution.  Now, 
from  what  my  noble  and  learned  Frieud 
said  to-night,  your  Lordehips  may  judge 
how  impotent  the  juries  have  become 
to  discharge  their  duties  under  the  ter- 
rorism to  which  they  are  subjected. 
Again,  there  is  now  a  much  larger  or- 
ganization of  lawlessness,  and  this  is  a 
state  of  things  which  is  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  peace,  with  order,  and  with 
security.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
dwelt  at  considerable  length  on  the  sys- 
tem of  Boycotting.  But  we  could  not 
put  a  stop  to  it,  we  had  no  power  to  put 
a  stop  to  it,  because  that  power  bad  ex- 
pired with  the  Peace  Preservation  Act. 
When  I  think  of  this  system  of  Boycot- 
ting, which  has  been  described  by  my 
Boble  and  learned  Friend  to-night,  I 
have  been  lost  in  astonishment  when  I 
have  heard  it  apologized  for  by  one  who 
has  held  the  high  position  of  Prime 
U inister,  and  who  has  thought  it  worthy 
in  him  to  justify  this  monstrous  system 
by  the  term  of  eiclusire  dealing.  One 
other  point,  my  Iiords,  in  reference  to 
my  argument.  It  shows  that  the  state  of 
things  is  worse  now  than  before.  In  1 885 
— I  say  it  without  fear  of  contradiction — 
as  head  of  the  Irish  Government,  I  had 
the  support  in  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  of  a  considerable  section  of 
the  Catholic  body,  whose  power  is  un- 
deniably great,  and  I  regret  to  see  how 
great  the  difference  now  is,  and  how  very 
large  a  proportion  of  that  clergy  has 
been  alienated.  That  the  Catholic  clergy 
are  in  a  position  of  great  difficulty  I  do 
not  deny,  and  it  is  not  surprising  if  in 
many  Icstauces  they  consent  to  swim 
with  the  tide.  My  Lords,  those  of  you 
who  will  reflect  upon  the  principles  held 
by  the  Pamellite  Party,  and  who  will 
reflect  as  to  what  the  full  meaning  of 
those  principles  is,  must  be  conscious 
that  they  go  to  the  very  root  of  maey 
of  the  things  which  many  of  the  Catholic 
clergy  of  Ireland  would  hold  most  dear 
and  most  valuable ;  and  I  am  confident 
that  they  must  be  alarmed  at  the  prose- 
cution of  their  designs.  Now,  my  Lords, 
if  all  that  I  have  said  be  true,  and  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  I  believe  it  to  be 
true,  then  I  am  forced  to  this  conclusion, 
that  if  property  Is  in  any  sense  to  be  pre- 
7^  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


served,  if  the  people  of  Ireland  are  not 
to  be  demoralized,  if  the  Government  is 
to  be  a  Government  in  anything  more 
than  in  name,  then  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  this  Bill  should  pass.  Bat 
having  expressed  my  full  concurrence  la 
this  measure,  allow  me  to  add  a  few  re- 
marks. First,  then,  when  this  Bill  has 
become  law,  I  trust  that  the  Government 
will  use  the  powers  conferred  by  it  upon 
them  firmly.  Temperately,  it  may  be, 
but  firmly.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  the  provisions,  on  the  whole,  are 
moderate;  but  I  am  quite  sure  there  caa 
be  no  unkindnesB  to  a  people  so  great  aa 
the  uncertain  or  capricious  exercise  of 
those  powers  ;  and  I  hope  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will,  when  this  Bill 
has  become  law,  make  a  determined 
effort  for  the  material  good  and  welfare 
of  Ireland.  My  Lords,  there  are  evils 
of  the  very  highest  kind  to  remedy. 
There  is  in  Ireland  a  poverty  that  is 
almost  shameful,  there  is  a  congestion 
of  people  on  poor  and  barren  soil,  there 
is  an  absence  of  those  communications 
even  which  in  the  Colonies  you  would 
have  long  since  established,  and  the  re* 
sources  of  the  country  are  too  often 
allowed  to  lie  idle.  Here  and  there,  in- 
deed, there  are  instances  gf  individual 
benevolence,  but,  as  &  whole,  I  am  bound 
to  say  the  Government  has  done  but 
tittle,  and  oven  of  that  little  has  done 
muoh  unwisely.  How  can  you  expect  to 
find  content  in  a  population  so  poor,  so 
depressed,  so  weighted  with  difficulties 
of  every  kind  unless  the  Government  will 
adopt  an  almost  paternal  attitude  towards 
them  ?  It  would,  as  has  been  said,  he 
vain  to  prophecy,  and  I  shall  not  do  so; 
but  I  do  entertain  the  hope  that  when 
this  Bill  has  passed  there  will  came  a 
time,  it  may  be  short,  it  may  be  long, 
which,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  use  it  wisely,  for  the  material  im- 
provement of  the  country,  may  be  turned 
to  very  good  account.  I  must,  however, 
say  this  first  of  all.  The  Government 
must  not  be  afraid  of  spending  money. 
They  must  not,  as  many  Governments 
have  done  before  them,  haggle  over  the 
few  pounds  which  may  be  necessary. 
I  believe  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  has  already  very  seriously  pro- 

?osed  todevote£50,000  to  objects  which, 
believe,  to  be  of  the  very  first  class 
importance  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  vote 
for  this  Bill,  but  X  vote  for  it  regretfully, 
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ftnd  ID  a  certaia  sanBe  unwtlliiigly.  I 
look  upon  it  as  a  melaacholy  neceseity. 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  will  reatore  order, 
but  it  oaanot  of  itself  cure  many  ot  the 
«TilB  under  which  Ireland  labours.  Do 
not  let  QB  blind  ourselTeB  to  the  past  his- 
tory of  Ireland.  I  do  not  look  upon  the 
oonditioD  of  affairs  as  desperate,  nor  will 
I  Bar  that  the  population  of  Ireland  is 
a  disloyal  population,  though  I  bslieTs 
that  there  is  ^eat  disaffection.  I  believe 
that  there  is  a  deep-rooted  ignorance, 
which  is  played  upon  by  the  demagogues; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  believe  that  there 
are  sounder  elements  below  the  surface, 
which  the  skilful  touch  of  wise  states- 
manship may  once  more  call  into  being. 
Parliament  is  giving  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  great  power,  full  power,  the 

?owet  that  they  claim  and  pronounce  to 
e  necesBBry,  and  I  have  every  trust  and 
confidence  that  they  will  use  those  powers 
OS  discerning  and  patriotio  stateBmeu. 

Teb  Duke  of  AKOYLL  :  I  earnestly 
hope  your  Lordships'  House  will  give  a 
second  reading  to  this  Bill.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Aibbourne)  who 
presented  the  caaa  for  the  Government 
Las,  in  my  opinion,  done  bo  with  great 
perspicuity  and  great  moderation  of 
tone.  The  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Earl  Gran- 
ville), though  characterized,  as  hia 
speeches  ever  are,  by  great  ability  and 
moderation  combined  with  great  dex- 
terity, nevertheless  seemed  to  me  a 
speech  intended  to  smother  debate  and 
prevent  the  full  discussion  of  all  that  is 
involved  in  this  measure.  My  Lords,  I 
hope  it  will  be  understood  in  the  coun- 
try that  your  Lordships  are  unwilling', 
as  a  rule,  to  sanction  exceptional  legis- 
latioD  and  to  take  away  the  liberties  of 
the  subject.  We  do  not  pass  these  Bills 
for  nothing — we  do  not  pass  them  with- 
out a  strong  opinion  that  there  is  a  great 
and  sufficient  justification  for  our  action. 
There  are  two  great  recommendations, 
in  my  eyes,  in  favour  of  this  BOl.  It 
does,  or  attempts  to  do,  two  great  things. 
First,  it  endeavours  to  restore  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  those  personal  liberties 
of  which  they  have  been  deprived  by 
the  most  odious  conspiracy  that  has 
ever  sprung  up  in  any  civiUzed  nation. 
Secondly,  my  Lords,  it  tends  to  redeem 
the  public  men  of  this  country,  and  to 
save  the  public  men  of  this  oountiy,  from 
the  terrible,  and,  I  may  say,  insupport- 
able, temptatioa  to  play  fast  and  loose 
YOU.  (XXWm.     [TBISO  BZBise.'l 


with  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land solely  with  reference  to  the  Party 
neoesaitiea  and  interests  of  the  day.  On 
this  second  point  I  am  disposed  to  hope 
that  we  shall  never  again  in  this  House 
witness  such  a  scene  as  that  enacted  in 
June,  1665,  when  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  took  Office, 
with  a  knowledge  that  a  measure  pre- 
pared by  the  previous  Government  with 
reference  to  Ireland  would  not  be  sup- 
ported by  them  in  Opposition.  The  in- 
formation  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
taken  Office  without  the  power  to  carry 
the  legislation  that  might  be  necessary 
for  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
filled  the  Conservative  Party  with  blank 
despair  and  dismay.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess wsa  compelled  to  take  Office  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case, 
though  he  knew  that  the  very  measure 
which  had  been  prepared  by  the  late  Libe- 
ral Government  would  not  be  supported 
by  its  authors,  and  that  if  he  brought  it 
forward  he  could  not  carry  it.  I  hope 
that  we  shall  never  again  look  upon  so 
discreditable  a  scene ;  and  I  confess  that 
I  oonsider  one  of  the  most  valuable  parts 
of  the  Bill  to  be  that  which  gives  it  a 
definite  term.  We  ought  to  do  notliing 
with  regard  to  Ireland  which  would 
limit  the  liberty  of  the  subject;  but 
when  we  pass  a  measure  in  order  to 
secure  that  liberty  against  secret  con- 
spiracy, we  ought  to  make  it  as  permanent 
as  passible.  Let  us  take  a  Ittt^e  broader 
view  of  the  position  in  which  we  are 

filaoed.  Why  does  my  noble  Friend  who 
eads  the  Opposition  wish  to  limit  the 
discussion  on  this  measure?  I  du  not 
expect  to  hear  from  anyone  here  that 
passionate  declamation  that  we  have  read 
of  elsewhere.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  I  speak  of  plat- 
forms, of  dinners,  of  garden  parties ;  I 
speak  of  luncheons,  and  of  railway  sta- 
tions ;  I  speak  of  every  place  and  every 
oooasion  on  which  the  public  mind  can 
be  moved  and  public  opinion  can  be 
formed  by  passionate  eloquence.  I  will 
tell  your  Lordships  why  my  noble  Friend 
did  not  go  into  a  wide  diBcussion  of  thia 
measure.  He  had  no  alternative.  No 
man  can  deny  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, whether  or  not  he  may  choose  to 
call  it  terrorism.  Terrorism  has  been 
rendered  so  perfect  that  crime  has  ceased 
to  he  necessary.  Is  there  any  remedy  for 
thia  state  of  things  7  I  listened  carefully 
to  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
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I^eader  of  the  OppositioD,  as  I  thought 
lie  might  say  what  they  say  out-of-doors — 
"We  hare  got  a  remedy  in  our  pocketa 
which  will  do  everythiag."  He  did  not 
say  that  he  had  a  measure  which  would 
render  this  Bill  unnecessary  ;  butlwiah 
to  press  this  point  upon  your  Lordships' 
attention — that  on  the  part  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  there  is  no  alternative 
scheme  for  the  redemption  of  the  people 
from  the  thraldom  of  the  system  under 
which  they  are  now  suffering.  It  is  most 
important  that  the  public  should  under- 
stand that  there  was  a  scheme— that  two 
Bills  were  produced,  the  production  of 
which  ended  in  the  complete  defeat  of 
the  Goremment  in  ParliamoDt.  The 
very  first  thing  they  did  afterwards  was 
to  announce  that  both  those  Bills  were 
gone.  I  say  that  they  are  not  entitled 
to  claim  that  they  have  an  altematiTS 
scheme.  They  hare  vague  and  empty 
phrases — ambiguous  phrases  which  no 
human  being  can  understand.  But  it 
is  most  important  the  public  should 
understand  there  is  no  rival  scheme 
before  the  country  to  put  an  end  to  ' 
crime  in  Ireland.  We  had  two  most 
markable  Bpeeohea  last  week — one  by 
Hr.  Gladstone  and  the  other  by  Mr.  John 
Morley,  the  two  great  apostles  and 
prophets  of  the  PamellitB  Party  in  this 
country.     Both  dearly  show  that  the 

Seat  principles  on  which  the  scheme  of 
t.  Gladstone  was  based  have  been 
abandoned.  We  do  not  know — can  any 
human  being  tell  us  P — whether  there  is 
any  scheme  before  us.  But,  on  tlie 
other  hand,  we  do  know  that  the  Irish 
Members  will  be  retained  in  this  Parlia- 
ment. That  is  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
question.  Most  people  will  think  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  was  originally  quite  right 
— that  if  there  was  to  be  a  separate 
Parliament  in  Ireland  we  ought  not  to 
have  the  Irish  Members  here  to  dictate 
to  us.  But  Mr.  Gladstone  has  now  made 
an  announcement  on  the  subject,  though 
in  very  ambiguons  terms.  Poor  Mr. 
John  Motley  nodertook  to  explain  the 
other  day  what  Mr.  Gladstone  said  at 
Swansea,  and  the  upshot  of  his  explana- 
tion was  that  Mr.  Gladstone's  proposal 
Tas  now  tt\e  converse  of  that  made  by 
Hr.  Whitbread.  That  is  all  we  know 
of  that  part  of  the  scheme  which  lies  at 
the  root  of  the  whole  business.  But 
they  resort  a  great  deal  to  general 
phrases.  A  favourite  stock  phrase  is 
"  the  management  by  the  Iiiah  people 
Th«  Duk»  of  Ars^U 


of  exclusively  Irish  affairs."  There  are 
a  great  many  people  who  open  their 
eyes  wide  and  nelievo  that  mey  have 
got  something  better  than  the  east  wind 
when  they  have  swallowed  that  phrase. 
They  offer  no  definition  of  Irish  affairs, 
and  we  do  not  know  what  they  mean  by 
it.  la  it  purely  an  Irish  affair  th^ 
Irishmen  should  hold  the  property  to 
which  they  are  entitled  ?  Is  it  purely 
an  Irish  affair  that  under  the  Imperial 
Government  of  the  Queen  every  Irish* 
man  should  be  free  to  dispose  of  hia 
property  and  his  liberty  as  ne  pleases, 
and  not  as  a  secret  conspiracy  pleases  ? 
Then  we  ask  you  to  explain  what  is  an 
exclusively  Irish  subject.  When  the 
Land  BiU  was  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  pointed  out  in  a  powerful 
speech  by  Sir  Hen^  James  that  under 
Mr.  Gladstone's  scheme  every  part  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1881  might  be  called  in 
question.  I  understand  Mr.  Gladstone 
to  say  that  that  was  a  mistake,  and  was 
not  BO  intended.  I  believe  the  truth  was 
that  there  was  to  be  a  clause  prohibiting 
the  Irish  Parliament  from  dealing  with 
the  landlords.  Surely  these  things 
ought  to  be  made  known.  I  should 
like  to  know  if  it  is  a  purely  Irish 
question  whether  men  who  hold  land 
under  charters  dating  from  the  12tb  and 
13th  centuries  are  to  be  deprived  of  their 
property  ?  I  certainly  should  regard 
that  question  as  one  of  Imperial  and  not 
of  merely  Irish  interest.  We  hare  a 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  that  is 
terrible,  and  the  Leaders  of  the  Op- 
position do  not  pretend  that  they 
have  a  scheme  that  will  pnt  an  end 
to  that  state  of  things.  It  haa  been 
asked — "  Why  do  not  the  Government 
adopt  the  plan  of  the  Cowper  Commis* 
sion,  and  propose  a  periodical  reviaign 
of  rents  ?  "  I  say  that  the  Cowper  Com- 
mission never  suggested  aueh  a  plan; 
thev  never  recommended  a  periodical 
revision  of  rents,  but  that  they  ahonld  be 
fixed  according  to  the  average  of  prices 
extending  over  five  years.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  proposal  of  the  Cowper 
Commission  was  in  itself  unreasonaMe ; 
but  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  the  Land  Court  in  Ireland  has  only 
disposed  of  200,000  cases  out  of  500,000 
oases  which  have  been  brought  before  it, 
and  if  we  were  to  have  a  periodical 
revision  of  rents,  it  would  be  hopeless  to 
expect  that  that  Court  could  get  through 
its  work  fox  jrears  to  oome,  as  it  will  pro* 
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bal)1y  tftVe  it  another  five  years  to  dis- 
pose of  the  oases  already  betore  it.  The 
BnggQstion  of  the  Oowper  Commission, 
therefore,  supplies  no  remedy  for  the 
difficulties  with  which  we  bare  to  deal. 
I  haTe,  I  think,  good  grouod  for  com- 
plaining of  the  course  that  has  been 
taken  by  the  noble  Lords  who  ore  re- 
sponsible for  the  Act  of  1S61.  They 
know  that  I  never  approved  that  Aot, 
but  I  have  never  said  anything  agaioat 
it  vbioh  can  compare  with  what  they 
Have  said  againat  their  own  Act  within 
the  last  three  or  four  months.  Moreover, 
they  continue  to  use  the  old  cant  and 
slang  about  the  Land  Question  in  Lre- 
land  which  they  used  before  that  Act  was 
passed.  It  is  quite  true  that  you  cannot 
expect  to  settle  tlie  Irish  Land  Question 
for  ever  by  an  Act.  I  quite  agree  on 
the  principle  that  you  cannot  make  a 
silk  purse  out  of  a  sow's  ear ;  that  you 
will  never  legislate  satisfactorily  on  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  land  by  attempting  to 
tinker  up  the  Aot  of  18S],  because  that 
Aot  was  founded  upon  false  and  dan- 

ferous  principles.  Creryone  has  now 
isoovered  that  for  himself.  If  the 
arguments  of  noble  Lords  who  oppose 
this  Bill  are  right,  there  ought  to  be  a 
revision  of  rents  in  Ireland  every  year. 
It  was  the  reduetio  ad  abturdum  to  sup- 
pose that  the  State  could  legislate  to 
regulate  di&erencesin  prices  which  took 
plaoe  from  time  to  time,  or  to  regulate 
the  seasons.  The  noble  Earl  near  me 
has  said  that  crime  in  Ireland  is  only 

Xarian.  That  is  another  of  the  stock 
ases  of  the  noble  Earl.  What  does 
the  noble  Earl  mean  by  that  phrase  7 
Does  he  mean  that  crime  in  Ireland  only 
exists  in  connection  with  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  that 
it  does  not  exist  as  between  tenant  and 
tenant  and  between  tenant  and  la- 
bourer? 

The  Eahl  of  KIMBEELBT  :  That 
is  all  agrarian  crime. 

The  Duke  or  ARaTLL :  Does  the 
noble  Earl  appreciate  the  foil  meaning 
of  that ;  does  he  not  know  that  Ireland  is 
not  a  commeroial  or  a  manufacturing 
country,  and  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
relations  whioh  exist  in  that  country  are 
agrarian?  What  the  noble  Earl  and 
those  who  think  with  him  really  mean 
by  agrarian  crime  is  that  crime  which 
occurs  in  connection  with  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  cruel  evio- 
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tions  that  have  occurred  lately  in  Ireland. 
Noble  Lords  do  not  adopt  the  same  lan- 
guage with  regard  to  these  evictions  in 
this  House  which  is  familiar  in  "an- 
other place."  We  are  too  well  ac- 
2uainted  with  the  facts  in  this  House  to 
e  misled  upon  the  matter.  We  know 
that  during  the  last  quarter  the  pro- 
portion of  evictions  in  Ireland  compared 
with  the  total  number  of  tenants  has 
been  03  per  cent,  and  that  for  the  four 
quarters  of  the  year  it  has  only 
amounted  to  r4  per  cent.  There  are 
more  evictions  in  the  year  within  two 
miles  of  this  House  than  occur  in  10 
years  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  Do  noble 
Lords  really  mean  that  Irish  tenants  are 
to  be  kept  in  possession  of  their  holdings 
for  ever,  whether  they  pay  their  rent 
or  not?  With  regard  to  the  attitude 
whioh  the  Liberal  Party  has  assumed 
towards  Lord  Lanadovrne,  I  must  fay 
that  it  is  opposed  to  all  their  best  tra- 
ditions, and  that  they  have  left  it  to  the 
people  of  Canada  to  do  that  justice  to 
the  noble  Lord  which  ought  to  have  been 
done  by  his  noble  Friends.  Theyhavenot 
donethatjusticeto  him  because  it  did  not 
suit  the  book  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party  at  the  present  moment.  Libe- 
ralism does  not  consist  in  holding  politi- 
cal power,  but  in  maintaining  truth.  As 
far  as  we  know,  the  so-called  evictions 
in  Ireland  have  of  late  been  got  up  by 
the  Parnellites  and  by  the  National 
League  inciting  the  tenants  not  to  accept 
any  compromise  which  might  be  offered 
them  by  their  landlords.  I  will  give 
your  Lordships  some  coses  in  illustration 
of  the  state  of  things  I  have  described. 
But  first  I  wish  to  notice  a  speech  made 
by  Mr.  Morley  the  other  day  at  Cam- 
bridge. Mr.  Morley  was  very  angry 
because  educated  men  at  Cambridge  had 
presented  an  address  to  Lord  Harting- 
ton,  and  he  said  there  was  the  greatest 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  educated 
classes.  I  dare  say  there  is.  But  will 
Mr.  Morley  say  there  is  less  ignorance 
among  the  masses  he  is  in  the  habit  of 
addressing  ?  I  thought  Mr.  Morley  was 
going  to  ^ov  that  the  Irish  had  proved 
themselves  capable  of  self-government 
in  every  case  in  which  they  bad  been 
tried,  in  Poor  Law  management  and  so 
D.  But  what  was  my  astonishment 
hen  I  found  that  Mr.  Morley  said  that 
Englishmen  do  not  know  what  gross, 
"  Boandalous  maladministration  "  went 
on  in  Ireland.    Here  is  a  ease.      I  be- 
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liere,  under  Mr.  Bforley's  direction, 
about  two  jears  ago  an  Act  was  passed 
giving  enlarged  powers  to  certain 
Unions.  In  the  course  of  six  years  five 
TTnioDB  spent  on  156,000  persons 
£317,000,  a  total  composed  partly  of 
Gorernment  advances  at  lov  interest, 
partly  of  benefactions  at  no  interest  at 
all,  and  partly  of  ruinous  rates  levied  on 
property,  of  vhioli  those  who  levied  the 
rates  paid  nothing  themselves.  That 
meant  final,  complete,  absolute  ruin. 
And  now  a  Bill  is  before  Parliament  tc 
take  the  management  of  these  TTnione 
out  of  the  hands  of  men  whom,  if  English- 
men knew  more  about  them,  thej  would, 
according  to  Ur.  Morley,  be  willing  to 
trust  with  absolute  power.  He  says 
these  Unions  are  insolvent,  "  over- popu- 
lated, wretchedly  poor,"  and,  what  is 
more,  that  the  population  is  increasing, 
although  all  means  of  subsistence  are 
diminishing.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say, 
this  IB  "  typical  of  the  problem  we  hare 
to  face  "  iu  Ireland.  But  how  does  he 
propose  to  face  it  ?  He  proposes  to  hand 
it  over  to  others,  to  fly,  to  resign.  He 
says,  in  effect — "  We  have  no  remedy; 
let  us  hand  it  over  to  an  Ush  Parlia- 
ment to  exercise  their  ingenuity  upon." 
That  is  the  whole  politr  of  Her  Majesty's 
liberal  Opposition.  I  was  in  conversa- 
tion with  an  Irish  gentleman  a  few 
weeks  ago,  and  he  told  me  some  storioB 
which  are  very  horrible.  I  will  give 
your  Lordships  two  or  three  cases  which 
I  can  place  before  Parliament.  I  can- 
not give  your  Lordships  all  the  verifica- 
tions which  I  asked  for  myself;  you 
must  take  them  upon  my  word.  The 
first  case  occurred  on  the  property  of  a 
man  who  has  some  land  in  Ireland,  but 
is  not  dependent  on  the  land,  and  he  is 
a  warm  Irishman.  Oase  A  was  this. 
A  fanner  came  to  him  and  said — "I  wish 
to  sell  my  holding."  The  landlord  said — 
"  Tou  are  quite  free  to  do  it ;  you  need 
not  ask  my  leave;  the  law  gives  you 
leave."  The  whole  transaction  was 
settled.  The  holding  was  duly  put  up 
to  auction,  another  Irishman  bought  it, 
and  the  new  tenant  entered  into  posses- 
sion. This  poor  man  was  in  poeseesion 
for  a  few  months  when  a  third  Irishman 
or  Irish- American,  of  whom  nothing  was 
known  except  that  he  had  come  from 
America,  appeared,  and  he  said—"  Mr. 
Gladstone  says  that  the  Irish  tenant  is 
to  sell  his  land  for  the  best  price  he  can 
get."  All  the  Irish  are  resolved  to  get 
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the  highest  price  they  can.  The  Irish- 
American  went  to  the  man  who  had  the 
farm,  and  said — "You  must  get  out  of 
that  farm.  I  am  willing  to  |^re  the 
man  who  sold  it  to  you  a  higher 
price  for  it."  The  other  replied — "  I 
have  bought  the  form  and  am  in  posses- 
sion, and  I  will  not  go  out."  What  was 
the  consequence  ?  A  Moonlight  agency 
was  set  to  work,  the  poor  man  who 
bought  the  farm  had  his  house  invaded, 
the  Moonlighters  put  a  gun  to  his  head 
and  said — "Unless  you  sign  a  revoca- 
tion we  will  blow  your  brains  out ; "  and 
the  poor  man,  from  fear  for  his  life  or 
the  lives  of  his  family,  gave  up  the 
form,  and  the  Irish-Amencan  stepped 
into  possession.  That  is  what  yon  call 
liberty  in  Ireland.  The  whole  trane- 
action  was  no  secret.  The  landlord 
could  do  nothing,  and  he  was  advised  to 
accept  the  man  as  a  tenant.  I  was  told 
by  my  friend  of  a  precisely  similar  case 
on  a  neighbouring  estate.  A  tenant  had 
made  bis  bargain,  bought  a  farm,  and 
paid  the  price;  but  another  Irishman 
came,  and,  with  the  support  of  the  Na- 
tional League,  offered  £30  more,  and 
the  poor  man  who  had  bought  the  farm 
was  obliged  to  give  it  up.  These  are 
operations  which  tell  upon  the  poor  man 
and  not  upon  the  rich.  It  is  the  tenant 
class  who  are  tyrannized  over  by  the 
National  League.  Is  this  the  teaching 
of  political  truth  ;  is  it  teaching  worthy 
of  a  great  political  Party  ?  You  talk  of 
this  Bill  interfering  with  the  liberties  of 
Ireland.  Precious  liberties !  My  Lords, 
lam  reminded  that  in  Scotland  libertieB 
meant  monopolies  in  ancient  times — 
privileges  of  monopoly  enjoyed  by  cer- 
tain burghs.  But,  at  least,  these  privi- 
leges were  legal;  they  were  known  to 
the  law.  But  what  you  call  "libertiee" 
in  Ireland  are  the  privileges  of  ruffians 
sitting  in  secret  council  calling  before 
them  poor  people  and  depriving  them  of 
their  rights.  A  friend  of  mine,  well 
and  honourably  known  by  both  Parties 
in  this  House,  and  living  in  a  part  of 
Ireland  where  crime  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  word  ie  hardly  ever  heard 
of,  told  me  of  a  case  on  bis  own  pro- 
perty where  the  tenant  came  to  him  and 
said — "Here  is  my  brother;  he  is  as 
good  a  man  as  I  am,  and  wiU  take  the 
farm  off  my  hands  and  pay  the  price." 
The  landlord  said — "By  all  means.  I 
shall  be  delighted  to  see  your  brother  in 
the  farm."    The  brother  paid  tbe  price 
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with  tbe  assent  of  all  parties  and  to  the  i 
Batisfaction  of  the  landlord.  He  entered 
into  poeseeBion.  The  National  League 
called  this  poor  man  before  them,  and 
ordered  him  to  surrender  the  farm.  That 
farm  ia  now  vacant  and  uncultivated. 


These  are  mere  specimens  of  oases  that 
have  occurred.  "But,"  says  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville),  "I  do  not  find 
these  cases  in  the  papers-"  No;  because 
he  only  fumbles  over  the  police  reports. 
Tou  go  to  your  Parliamentary  Betums 
and  police  reports  and  say  that  you  do 
not  find  this  and  that  percentage  of 
crime.  That  is  the  stock  argument  of 
my  noble  Friends  who  are  opposed  to 
tMs  Bill.  But  these  oases,  specimens  of 
which  I  have  given,  do  not  appear  in 

Eolics  courts  at  all.  A  poor  man  who 
as  any  complaint  dare  not  make  it 
hnown  in  a  pi^ice  court,  and  for  every 
case  of  the  kind  that  is  brought  before 
a  police  magistrate  there  are  100  that 
□ever  get  there  at  all.  We  must  depend 
upon  the  common  sense  of  Parliament 
ID  dealing  with  this  question:  This 
should  be  remembered — that  when  the 
authority  of  law  is  suspended  in  any 
country,  it  is  the  universal  fact  that 
those  who  rise  to  the  top  and  exercise 
despotic  authority  are  the  very  lowest 
and  the  most  disreputable.  Private 
motives  and  envy  and  covetousness  dic- 
tate the  actions  of  these  men,  and  the 
whole  country  is  kept  under  a  sense  of 
Tillaioy  triumphant.  It  has  been  stated 
that  this  Bill  will  fail  in  Its  purpose. 
My  noble  Friend  has  predicted  this.  It 
may  fail,  as  so  many  others  have  failed, 
although  I  think  it  has  a  better  chance 
from  oiroumstanoes  connected  with  it; 
but  if  it  does  not  fail,  its  failure  will  be 
largely  due  to  my  nohla  Friend  and 
those  with  whom  they  act.  It  is  some- 
times said  that  society  rests  always  ulti- 
mately upon  force.  I  think  this  is  a 
great  mistake,  Sooiety  does  not  rest 
upon  force.  The  ultimate,  the  lowest, 
and  the  firmest  foundation  on  which 
it  rests  is  not  force,  but  accented 
and  acknowledged  authority.  When 
you  assail  the  accepted  dootriues  on 
which  society  rests  yon  may  even 
paralyze  it,  and  these  are  now  as- 
sailed by  passionate  declamation.  In 
their  phrases,  in  their  legal  arguments, 
plausible,  but,  in  my  opinion,  altogether 
erroneous,  my  noble  Friends  have  dis- 
placed the  primary  duties  which  are 
owing  between  man  and  man,  and  by 


their  false  analogies  they  confuse  that 
sense  of  right  on  which  society  ulti- 
mately rests.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
who  leads  the  Oppoettion  in  the  other 
House  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  been 
busy  lately  in  confounding  the  case  of 
trade  juions  with  combinations  in  Ire- 
land for  agrarian  purposes.  Now,  oan 
there  be  a  more  tranq>areDt  fallacy  than 
this  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 
"To  give  to  the  Irish  tenant*  and  cottar 
^pulation  tbe  ssme  protection  in  respect  of 
their  luid  strikes  that  fou  gire  to  the  English 
artisan  in  reapect  to  his  labour  strikes." 

Certainly  the  trade  unionist  has  a  right 
to  combine  in  defence  of  the  price  of  hie 
own  property.  There  is  not  a  man  in 
the  other  House,  or  a  demagogue  on 
any  platform,  who  would  assert  more 
clearly  than  I  do  the  right  of  workmen 
to  combine  in  defence  of  the  prioe  of 
their  property.  Their  labour  is  their 
property,  the  most  sacred  of  all  property, 
and  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  combine 
in  defence  of  it.  There  may  be  economic 
difficulties;  but  there  is  nothing  dis- 
honest, nothiag  illegal,  nothing  unjust, 
in  combinations  of  that  character.  Com- 
pare with  that  the  case  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ants. The  essence  of  the  case  of  the 
Irish  tenant  is  that  he  holds  the  property 
of  another,  and  Mr.  Gladstone's  position 
is  that  the  tenant  is  to  have  the  same 
liberty  of  dealing  with  the  land  as  the 
English  labourer  with  his  own  property. 
No  Minister  has  ever  laid  down  such  a 
doctrine  as  this  before.  The  two  cases 
are  absolutely  different.  You  talk  about 
evictions  on  account  of  such  proceedings 
happening  in  no  other  country  in  the 
world.  I  had  some  conversation  the 
other  day  with  a  very  distinguished 
American,  who  is  at  the  head  of  a  large 
commercial  concern  holding  large  estates 
of  chiefiy  forest  land,  and  employing  a 
large  number  of  men  who  live  in  houses 
on  the  estates.  I  put  the  question  to 
him — "  What  would  you  do  if  your  men 
struck  and  refused  to  go  out  of  your 
houses,  and  adopted  Mr.  Gladstone's 
principle  that  they  have  a  right  to  deal 
with  your  houses  precisely  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  they  have  a  right  to  deal  with 
their  own  labour?  "  My  friend  replied — 
I  should  write  a  letter  to  the  Governor 
of  my  State,  and  within  24  hours  five 
companies  of  Militia  would  arrive  and 
turn  them  out."  In  no  country  in 
the  world  does  the  Law  and  the 
public    sentiment    protect    tlie    rights 
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of  property  more  absolutely  than  ii 
America,  aad  the  people  know  that 
the  welfare  of  the  poor  ie  ae  much,  de- 
fended by  the  law  aa  the  property  of  the 
rich.  And  now  as  to  the  general  position. 
I  am  not  now  talking  of  mere  changes 
of  opinion,  which  mnst  happen  txom 
time  to  time.  There  has  been  a  com' 
plete  forgetfulceas  of  everything,  a  com 
plete  repudiation  of  those  things  which 
go  down  deep  to  the  very  foundation  of 
society.  We  hare  seen  during  the  last 
16  months  four  or  five  gentlemen  sitting 
round  a  green  table  at  Westminster  and 
drawing  up  a  new  edition  of  the  British 
Oonstitution.  No  such  a  thing  has  ever 
been  adopted  before,  go  back  as  far  in 
our  history  as  you  please.  There  have 
been  no  span  new  inventions,  no  brand 
new  Constitutions,  given  to  the  founda- 
tions of  society ;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
unprecedented,  unjustiGable,  immeasur- 
ablo  presumption.  The  greatest  of  Ur. 
Gladstone's  constructions  was  the  famous 
Budgetof  1853.  I  do  not  deny  that  the 
measure  disestablishing  the  Irish  Church 
showed  immense  constructive  power;  but 
in  that  case  he  had  to  deal  with  a  Chris- 
tian Church,  and  all  he  had  to  do  was  to 
divide  the  spoil.  In  this  case  he  has 
attempted  to  reconstitute  a  whole  Con- 
stitution, to  make  a  brand  new  system 
of  Oovemment  for  the  Three  Kingdoms. 
Not  even  he  was  adet^uate  to  these 
things.  I  shall  vote  for  this  Bill,  be- 
cause I  wish  to  secure  for  every  indi- 
vidual of  the  Irish  people  the  liberties 
which  have  come  down  to  them  under 
the  Imperial  system.  I  wish  that  every 
peasant  in  Donegal  and  every  peasant 
in  Kerry  shall  be  free  under  an  Imperial 
system  to  dispose  of  his  property  and  of 
his  labour  as  he  thinks  fit. 

Thb  Earl  of  DENBIGH  said,  it  was 
a  strange  anomaly  that  this  Bill  should 
be  opposed  by  an  es-Prime  Uiuister 
and  some  of  his  most  trusted  coadjutors, 
when  its  sole  objett  was  to  cause  the 
majesty  of  the  law  to  be  respected.  It 
was  no  more  a  Coercion  Bill  than  was 
the  Decalogue.  It  would  only  be 
brought  into  action  by  special  Pro- 
clamation in  disturbed  distriote,  and  it 
would  become  inoperative  as  soon  as 
crime  and  disturbance  ceased.  Asecond 
anomaly  vras  that  the  Bill  was  applica- 
ble only  to  a  country  which,  in  its  normal 
state,  was  peculiarly  free  fromorima,  and 
at  this  moment,  with  some  terrible  ex- 
ceptions, was  very  orderly  and  well- 
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behaved.  These  terrible  exceptions, 
however,  which  existed  in  a  few  block 
spots  where  the  law  was  rendered  nuga- 
tory and  set  at  defiance  were  the  cause 
of  this  exceptional  legislation.  This 
lawlessness  originated  in  the  schemes 
and  machtnationH  of  the  enemies  of  the 
British  Crown,  who  had  imposed  upon 
the  ignorance  and  simplicity  of  the  Irish 
peasantry,  and  by  dwelling  solely  on 
their  grievances,  many  of  which  were 
happily  records  of  the  past,  had  roused 
their  passions  to  a  degree  which  rendered 
them  well-nigh  indomitable.  Attempts 
had  been  made  to  give  a  religious  cha- 
racter to  this  movement,  and  to  fasten  a 
stigma  on  the  loyalty  of  Catholics,  as 
such,  because  the  lawlessness  was  most 
observable  in  Catholic  districts.  It  was 
his  object  to  deny  this  false  conclusion, 
and  to  account  for  the  facts  on  which  it 
was  founded — namely,  that  Oatholios, 
apparently  supported  by  their  clergy, 
had  been  openly  acting  in  opposition  to 
the  teaching  of  their  ChuroQ  as  laid 
down  by  uie  Roman  Pontiff  in  hia 
Encyclical  of  November,  1B96.  Hia 
Holiness  said — 

"  Let  ever;  Boul  be  Bubject  to  the  highor 
jiowerB.  ladeed,  to  contemn  lawful  authority, 
in  whomaoeTsr  inTested.  is  as  unlawful  as  to 
rssist  the  Divioe  Will,  and  irhomsoever  leaista 
that  TuslieE  wilfully  to  destruction.  '  He  that 
resiateth  the  Power  reauiteth  thp  ordinance  of 
Ood ;  and  tbey  that  rosiat  purchase  to  them- 
selvea  damaatioa.'  Wherefore,  to  cait  aaida 
obedience  and  by  popalar  violence  to  incite  the 

intry  to  sedilion  ii  treason,  not  only  agunst 
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He  (the  Earl  of  Denbigh)  asserted 
unhesitatingly  that  this  movement  had 
no  religious  motive.  It  was  purely 
economical,  and  to  understand  it  one 
must  cast  a  glance  back  on  Irish  history. 
If  he  had  often  in  the  course  of  his  argu- 
ment to  use  the  words  Oatholio  and 
Protestant  in  antagonism  to  each  other, 
he  did  so  with  no  desire  of  emphasizing 
or  accentuatin  g  reli  gious  di  fferences, 
which  no  one  could  deplore  more  than 
he  did.  He  was  sanguine  enough  to 
hope  that  the  time  miffht  not  be  far  off 
when  if  we  could  not  all  worship,  as  onco 
was  the  case,  at  the  same  altar,  we  might 
yet,  with  a  more  perfect  knowledge  of 
each  other,  cease  to  judge  harshly  of 
those  who  consoientiously  differ  from  ns 
and  contend  only  who  shall  outdo  the 
other  in  charity,  and  best  set  an  example 
of  loyalty  to  our  Sovereign  and  devotion 
to  the  best  interests  of  our  country.    Tbo 
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pasthistory  of  Ireland  for  three  centuries 
afforded  melancholy  pictures  of  cupidity, 
cruelty,  and  intolerance.  The  Irish 
Catholic  population  va^  dieposseaaed  of 
its  land  and  persecuted  for  ita  faith  in 
form  and  to  a  degree  that  one  shud- 
dered nov  to  read  of.  Driven  out 
of  their  posaessiooa  by  aliens  both  in 
race  and  in  creed,  they  were  merci- 
lesely  shot  down  or  martyred  as  traitors 
for  their  faith  alone.  The  favoured 
Protestants  divided  their  fairest  lands 
among  thenteelves,  and  drove  the  dis- 
possessed ones  into  the  wilds  to  starve 
and  perish.  In  short,  the  Catholics  got 
all  the  kicke,  and  the  Protestants  the 
halfpence.  What  wonder,  then,  that 
there  should  have  grown  up  a  bitter 
hereditary  hatred  among  the  Catholic 
Irish  for  their  English  oppreaaors.  They 
clung  with  passionate  love  to  their  clergy, 
Tvho  were  mostly  of  the  same  class  and 
suffered  the  same  wrongs  as  themselves. 
But,  it  may  be  argued,  all  this  was  hun- 
dreds of  years  ago,  and  for  the  last  60 
years  we  have  done  our  best  to  make 
amends ;  may  not  this  be  taken  into 
account  as  a  counter- weight  ?  Wrongs 
that  have  been  inflicted  for  a  series  of 
Tears  cannot  be  forgotten  in  a  day. 
Wrongs  beget  wrongs,  and  like  curses 
and  chickens  come  home  to  roost. 
Wrongs  never  remain  unpunished  by 
Him  who  has  said — "Vengeance  is 
mine,  1  will  repay."  Wo  had  sown  the 
wind;  and  he  believed  we  were  reaping 
the  whirlwind,  lloreover,  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  the  tenant  faroier  in  Irc- 
luid  had  not  had  the  same  advantages 
as  in  England.  With  some  notable  ex- 
ceptions, he  was  generally  considered  as 
a  rent-paying  machine;  and  but  little 
oonsideration  did  he  get  if  he  failed  to 
pay  his  generally  exorbitant  rent.  There 
was  no  sympathy  between  him  and  his 
landlord.  The  Catholic  diatricte  being 
the  pooreat,  generally  speaking,  had 
ever  oeen  the  focus  of  discontent.  Emis- 
aaries  from  America,  many  of  them  de- 
scendants of  those  who  had  in  time  past 
emigrated  from  the  Irish  shores  with 
bittemeas  and  hatred  in  their  hearts, 
came  over  and  traded  on  the  lowest  pas- 
sions of  the  poor  and  ignorant  Irish. 
They  assured  them  that  if  they  would 
band  together  to  repudiate  their  debts 
they  would  impoverish  and  drive  out 
the  landlords,  and  would  thus  enter 
again  into  the  estate  of  which  their  fore- 
fathers had  been  disposseBsed.    What 


wonder,  then,  if  they  jnmped  at  this 
and  fell  into  the  specious  snares  of  these 
schemers,  whose  chief  object  was  to  em- 
barrass and  impoverish  the  England  they 
had  been  brought  up  to  hate.  Combi- 
nation when  innocent  was  lawful ;  but 
when  it  was  used  to  violate  the  laws  of 
God  and  of  the  land  it  must  be  put  down 
as  immoral.  He  need  not  tell  them  the 
horrors  of  Boycotting,  which  was  a  dis- 
tinct violation  of  the  Divine  law  of 
charity.  The  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
organized  plunder,  and  as  the  lending 
Irish  Judges  had  declared  that  juries 
could  not  be  depended  upon  to  convict, 
there  remained  nothing  but  the  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  of  trained  magia- 
tratea.  The  anomaly  was  increased  by 
the  fact  of  these  Catholics  being  appa- 
rently headed  and  supported  by  their 
clergy  in  these  un- Christian  actions  and 
violations  of  the  law ;  but,  from  in- 
quiries he  had  personally  made  recently 
in  Ireland,  he  was  convinced  that  a  large 
number  of  the  Bishops  and  superior 
clergy  lamented  these  excesses,  and 
would  willingly  receive  assistance  from 
without  to  help  them  to  control  the  un- 
ruly and  deplorable  actions  of  the  Na- 
tional League.  This  National  League, 
by  its  intolerable  tyranny,  kept  in  sub- 
jection both  clergy  and  luty,  with  some 
notable  exceptions;  and,  as  a  Bishop 
expressed  it  to  him,  it  required  a  hero 
or  a  saint  to  brave  ita  displeasure  and 
penalties.  He  was  told  of  one  case 
that  was  so  remarkable  in  proving  what 
moral  courage  was  capable  of  doing  that 
he  felt  disposed  to  mention  it.  A  cer- 
tain parish  prieat  named  Doyle,  since, 
unfortunately,  deceaaed,  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  condemning  openly  and  forcibly 
the  acts  of  the  Land  Leagae.  Two  of 
his  own  parishioners  were  sent  to  him 
to  threaten  him  that,  unless  he  promised 
to  cease  from  these  condemnations,  he 
would  find  that  when  the  day  came  for 
collecting  his  dues  they  would  be  want- 
ing. He  sharply  rebuked  them  for  their 
cruel  threat,  but  added — "I  have  been 
put  here  by  (iod  to  do  my  duty,  and  I 
shall  fulfil  it  at  whatever  oost.  He  will 
take  care  of  me."  When  the  day  came 
to  collect  his  duos,  which  was  the  follow- 
ing Sunday,  these  two  same  emissaries 
were  the  men  that  held  the  plates  for 
the  collection,  and  the  dues,  instead  of 
being  withheld,  were  doubled.  Such  is 
the  force  of  courage  in  a  good  man. 
It  was  astonishing  to  think  how  mva. 
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who  probably  would  be  capable  of 
giving  their  lives  for  their  faiUi,  as  did 
their  forefathers,  were  yet  so  terrified 
of  inourriog  unpopularity  at  the  bauds 
of  their  neighbours,  that  tbey  would  ab- 
stain from  openly  Goudemning  what  tbey 
knew  must  be  wrong.  They  were  like 
the  Comtesse  de  Quise  in  The  Ingoldthy 
Legendt,  who  "  did  not  mind  death,  but 
could  not  stand  pinching."  It  was,  how- 
ever, difficult  to  judge  of  others  until  we 
have  passed  ourselves  through  a  like 
ordeal.  Some  priests  had  purposely 
joined  the  councils  of  the  National 
Xieague  in  their  own  parisheB  in  order 
to  control  their  actions  and  minimize 
the  evil;  but  many,  instead  of  exer- 
cising control  themselves,  had  been 
carried  away  and  oompromiBed  by 
Uie    movement.      It    was   chiefly   the 

Jounger  and  more  ardent  ouratea  that 
ad  figured  most  iu  the  Nationalist 
ranks.  The  parish  priest,  as  a  rule, 
kept  quiet,  or  stood  aloof  altogether.  He 
bad  touched  on  the  past  unjust  beha- 
viour of  England  towards  her  Catholio 
subjects  in  order  that  he  might  have  the 
satisfaction  of  bearing  witness  to  her 
present  fairness  and  consideration  for 
them.  He  was  encouraged  the  more  in 
this  by  the  testimony  of  the  reigning 
Fontifi',  Leo  XIII.,  who,  in  an  audience 
which  he  granted  him  four  years  ago, 
expressed     himself    to    the    following 


towards  ber  Catholic  Bubjactaandaf  the  libertj 
which  they  enjoy  under  her  rule — a  liherty 
greater  than  in  any  other  part  of  the  world 


ty,  and 


good  KOvemment  as  far  as  my  infiuence 
eitena  Uiroughout  the  world.  I  can  help  ber, 
not  only  in  Ireland,  hut  in  India  and  in  her 
Colonies.  To  do  thia,  however,  I  mueit  know 
what  she  waota,  and  mniit  have  accurate  and 
official  inlonnation  aa  to  the  atate  of  things." 
The  Pops  never  interfered  in  Party 
politics,  such  as  Home  Hule,  which  were 
outside  bis  scope.  Ho  confined  his 
attention  only  to  the  observance  of 
morality  and  religion ;  and  lest  anyone 
should  imagine  that  he  would  attempt 
to  exercise  any  undue  influence  over  the 
CDnsoiences  of  non-Gatholtcs,  he  would 
again  refer  to  the  Encyclical  already 
quoted — 

"The 
one  ahall  he  compelled  aguiut 
braoe  the  Catholic  faith,  or,  ai  St.  Augustine 
wisely  eaitb,  '  Man  cannot  helieve  otherwise 
than  of  his  own  tree  will.'  " 


Tht  Earl  of  T>mhigk 


It  was  his  conviction  that  it  would  Dot 
be  enough  to  repress  disorder  unless  we 
added  an  antidote  to  the  causes.  We 
were  about  to  give  facilities  for  the 
transfer  and  acquisition  of  land.  Qive 
also  facilities  to  those  who  wish  for  a 
good  Catholio  education,  especially  in 
the  higher  branches.  Hitherto  we  had 
barred  the  subject  of  theology  in  all 
State-supported  Colleges.  Remove  that 
bar,  and  permit  Catholics  to  have  as 
free  an  education  as  Frotestants  in  their 
religion.  We  had  never  succeeded  in 
converting  them  to  Protestantism.  Lei 
them  learn  to  be  good  Catholics.  Wo 
should  then    find    them   as  loyal  and 

Seaceable  as  the  English  Catholioe.  He 
rew  great  distinction  between  an  Irish 
Catholio  and  a  Catholic  Irishman.  The 
first  would  square  bis  religion  to  his 
politics ;  it  was  an  accident  of  hie  birth. 
The  other  made  his  religion  his  guide 
aud  the  motive  of  all  his  actions,  and  bis 
politics  must  not  transgress  it.  Whatever 
their  legislation  was  let  it  be  firm  and 
unwavering,  but,  above  all,  let  it  be  just. 
If  he  might  venture  to  address  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  he  would  do  so  in  the 
words  put  in  the  mouth  of  Wolsey  by 
our  greatest  dramatist— 

"  Be  j  ust,  and  fear  not ; 
Let  all  the  ondAthon  aim'stathe  thy  coantry's. 
Thy  God's,  and  truth's;  then,  if  thou  faU^st, 
Thou  fall'st  a  blessed  martyr." 
There  was  no  people  on  the  face  of  tho 
earth  that  more  appreciated  a  strong  Go- 
vernment than  the  Irish  if  it  were  just. 
Let  them  adopt  the  old  Freoah  motto — 
"  FaitciquedQiiadvienneqwpouirra."  The 
Irish  nature,  where  not  excited  by  drink 
or  politics,  nas  a  generous,  kind,  and 
sympathetic  one.  While  we  held  aloft 
the  sword  of  justioe  in  the  one  hand,  let 
ua  extend  the  olive  branch  in  the  other. 
We  might  win  those  hearts  to  us  that 
were  now  so  bitterly  hostile  to  us,  and 
blessed  would  be  the  day,  if  it  came,  as 
he  prayed  it  might,  when  that  green 
isle,  peopled  with  god-fearing,  law- 
abiding,  and  loyal  subjects,  might  be- 
come, not„&B  it  is  now,  the  weakness, 
but  one  of  the  beet  bulwarks  of  our 
glorious  British  Empire. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  :  I  consider 
with  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)— who  has  deli vereidsuchapower- 
ful  speech — that  this  is  a  Bill  which 
should  be  discussed  in  a  serious  and  not 
in  a  merely  perfunctory  manner,  and 
that  the  opposition  to  (he  Bill  should 
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not  haTO  been  left  to  my  noble  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Bori 
Oranville),  when  in  "another  place"  it 
was  recommeDded  that  it  should  be 
fought  line  b;  line  and  word  by  word. 
I  bad  intended  to  make  some  observa- 
tions which  I  think  material  to  the  Bill 
in  the  presence  of  those  noble  Lords 
who  Dsnally  sit  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  I  did  not  think  that  they 
would  have  thrown  the  whole  and  sole 
burden  of  maintaining  the  debate  and 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill,  which  in 
"  another  House  "  was  fought  clause  by 
clause  and  line  by  line,  upon  my  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Oxenbndge),  who  is 
now  the  sole  occupant  of  that  Bench. 
There  will,  however,  be  a  later  stage  of 
this  Bill,  from  which  I  suppose  my  noble 
Friends  wilt  hardly  be  able  to  entirely 
absent  themselves,  and  I  shall  then 
have  an  opportunity  of  saying  in  their 
presence  that  which  I  think  ought  not 
to  be  said  when  they  are  absent.  I  re- 
gret their  absence  for  two  reasons — first, 
beoBuee  I  think  some  rather  pertinent 
queelions  have  been  put  by  the  noble 
Duke  as  to  the  alternative  which  they 
would  propoae  for  the  establishment  of 
law  Bnd  order  in  Ireland.  But  I  also 
hoped  they  would  have  remained  for 
another  reason,  and  that  is  that  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Oranville]  touched 
on  eome  intelligible,  if  well-founded, 
objections  to  this  Bill,  and  I  should 
have  liked  to  state  my  reasons  for  think- 
ing that  these  objections,  though  they 
may  sound  plausible,  are  not  well 
founded  in  point  of  law  or  of  fact.  I  re- 
peat that  I  nope  I  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  what  I  desire  to  say  in 
my  noble  Friends'  presence  at  a  later 
■ta^  of  the  Bill,  and  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  notice  that  I  have  Bome- 
thtng  to  say  which  I  desire  to  say  in 
their  presence. 

The  Eabi,  or  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  the  discussion  was  left  to  the  Liberal 
TTnionists,  who  had  been  charged  and 
taunted  with  baring  deserted  the  Liberal 
oreed.  He,  however,  contended  that 
they  had  not  changed  their  opinions ; 
and  he  maintained  that  they  were  the 
only  Liberals  who  adhered  to  the  lan- 
guage which  they  used  two  or  three 
years  ago.  Hie  noble  Friends  who 
usually  aat  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  bad  adopted  principlei  which  had 
separated  them  from  the  Liberal  Party. 
Be  had  h<^>ed  that  they  wonld  have  had 


an  opportunify  that  night  of  bearing 
from  the  noble  Lords  who  occupied  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  what  were  the 
reasons  that,  having  led  their  supporters 
on  prerious  occasions  to  vote  for  mea- 
sures of  this  sort,  they  bad  now  entirely 
changed  their  opinions.  He  had  hoped 
that  they  were  on  that  occasion  to  hear 
answers  to  certain  objections  to  the  Bill 
which  were  brought  forward  in  the  other 
House — answers  to  legal  points,  because 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  sitting  be- 
low him  (the  Earl  of  Selborne)  certainly 
could  deal  with  those  paints  as  no  other 
person  in  Parliament  could  deal  with 
them.  And  when  they  were  told  tbat 
fresh  crimes  were  created  under  the  Bill, 
they  were  anxious  to  hear  what  those  new 
crimes  were,  and  then  to  hear  the  answer 
of  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  below 
him  on  tbat  point  also.  Now,  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  House  ?  He  could 
not  deny  that  usually  the  House  was 
comparatively  empty  at  that  hour ;  but 
nobody  was  now  present  to  conduct  the 
debate  on  that  side  of  the  House.  What 
a  position  for  the  House  to  be  placed 
in!  (At  this  time  there  were  about  Id 
Peers  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  and  five  on  the  Opposition  side, 
but  only  one  (Yiscount  Oxenbridge)  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  the 
Benches  immediately  behind  it.)  Would 
the  noble  Lords  who  bad  left  return  to 
the  House  that  evening  ?  Would  any 
noble  Lord  say  that  the  noble  Lords  had 
gone  away  with  the  intention  of  return- 
ing an  hour  hence,  or  that  they  bad  any 
intention  of  returning  at  ^1  ?  He 
should  like  to  have  asked  them  a  num- 
ber of  questions  had  they  been  present. 
Although  it  was  the  dinner  honr,  no 
one  believed  for  a  moment  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Opposition  to  return 
later  on. 

VisoouMT  OXENBRIDGE  :  Yes,  it 
is ;  I  say  so. 

Thb  Eari,  of  OAMPERDOWN  : 
Would  his  noble  Friend  keep  the  debate 
going? 

VisooHNT  OXENBRIDGE  :  Tee,  I 
have  done  the  best  I  can  to  keep  it 

Thk  Eael  of  OAMPERDOWN :  His 
noble  Friend  said  tbat  he  had  done  his 
best  to  keep  a  House,  and  he  would 
accept  the  statement.  At  all  events,  he 
hoped  that  on  the  third  reading  they 
would  have  a  debate  which  was  worthy 
of  the  subject  Then,  he  trusted,  reasons 
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would  be  given  to  them  wliich  bad  not 
been  given  to-night,  and  that  a  state- 
ment would  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
objections  to  the  Bill.  The  onl;  state- 
ment they  had  had  was  a  statement  of  a 
most  meagre  description  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  led  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
which  was  perfectly  inadequate  to  the 
enormous  importsuce  of  this  Bill.  Those 
nho,  like  himself,  claimed  to  have 
adhered  to  their  principles,  and  to 
hare  maintained  the  Liberal  creed,  had 
a  right  to  hear  something  more  from 
noble  Lords  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  than  they  had  heard  to-night, 
ne  hoped,  also,  that  they  would  have 
more  courtesy  shown  them,  and  that 
they  would  be  more  fortunate  in  their 
attendan''«  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  than  they  had  been  to-night  in  re- 
gard to  the  Front  Opposition  Bench. 

Motion  agrted  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-iiiorrow. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
TAiinday,  lUhJulj/,  1667. 


MINUTES.]— Nsw  Mbhbbr  Sworn—  Dodgson 
Hainittan  Madden,  Sarjeant-at-lAW  in  Ire- 
land, far  Dublin  UDiTeroit7. 

Supply — laniidtrtd  in  Committet  —  Xtiohdioni 
[Jnly  1 3]  riported. 

Public  Bilui  —  Ordtnd  —  Firil  Rtaiing  — 
Copyright  (Musical  Compotilion*)  (Ko.  2)  * 
[322j. 

Firtt  Riadinj  —  liici'inAva.iK'  KesigDE^oD  Act 
(IB7t]  Ameodmeiit*  [323]. 

BeCDnd  Afiufina— Irish  Land  Law  [308]  [Third 
mghll 

Ctmmitttt — Sepurt — Water  Companies  (EUguIa- 
tioncf  Powers)  •  [141]. 

Cbmidtred  a*  amended — Criminal  Iaw  (Scot- 
land) Procednre  (No.  2)  •  [198], 

QUESTIONS. 


SCOTCH  uNivERsrrr  bill-legis- 
lation. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Ijord  Advocate,  Whether  the  Qo- 
vemmeat  intend  to  bring  in  the  Scotch 
Univenity  Bill  this  Session ;  and,  if  so, 
when  it  will  be  introduced  ? 
Tht  Earl  of  Camptriow* 


{trtUni).  756 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodoxald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities),  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  was  not  able  to  give  a  de- 
finite answer.  But  ho  hoped  to  be  able 
to  announce  the  iotentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  this  measure  in 
n  day  or  two. 

LAW  AND  POLICB-PHOSTITUTES  IN 
MANCHESTER  AND  LIVERPOOL. 

Ma.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (.Manchester, 
S.WJ  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  he  will  inform 
the  House  whether  it  is  the  general 
practice  in  Manchester  and  Liver[iool  to 
declare  women  to  be  common  prostitutes, 
and  to  fine  and  imprison  them,  on  the 
unsupported  testimony  of  the  polioe ; 
and,  whether,  if  such  is  the  practice,  it 
is  in  accordance  with  law? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  the  general  practice 
to  convict  women  charged  with  offences 
at  Manchester  uuder  the  Local  Act  of 
1344,  and  at  Liverpool  under  the  Towns 
Police  Clauses  Act,  on  the  unsupported 
testimony  of  the  police.  If  any  doubt 
is  raised  whether  tue  woman  charged  is 
a  common  prostitute,  it  is  usual  at  Man- 
chester to  remand  the  case  for  further 
inquiries.  I  am  advised  that  such  prac- 
tice is  in  accordance  with  the  law. 


Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow.  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  printing  and  oir- 
culatiug  the  Return  showing  the  work- 
ing of  the  Labourers  Acta  (Ireland), 
ordered  5th  April  last,  and  presented 
on  the  23rd  ultimo  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  hon.  Qentleman  must  be  aware 
that  the  Irish  Giovemment  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
order  of  the  House  for  printing;  bow- 
ever,  the  Return  referred  to  was  in  type, 
and  the  proof  sheela  had  been  finally 
revised. 


Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
■ny  of  ths  Poor  Rate  collectors  in  the 
Eastern  Division  of  the  County  ofWtck- 
tow  have  obtained  payment  of  rates  and 
not  given  receipta  tor  same ;  and,  if  bo, 
bow  it  will  affsct  the  rights  of  pereons 
entitled  to  the  Parliamentary  franchise  ? 
Thb  chief  SECEETAEY(Mr.A.J. 
Balfoitb)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  be  understood  it  had  been  the 
practice  of  the  rate  collector  Jones  to 
receive  rates  without  giring  receipts. 
Mr.  Jones  was  asked  Kir  an  explana- 
tion at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Board, 
aad  stated  that  some  payment  of  rates 
were  made  by  leaving  money  at  bis  bouse 
when  he  was  not  at  home,  but  receipts 
were  a^rtrards  issued.  He  (Ur.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  did  not  think  any  rights  would 
be  affected ;  aod  he  truetM  that  the 
effect  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Queslion 
would  be  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
this  reprehensible  practice. 

POST  OFFICE  —  IRREGULARITIES  AT 
THE  VERB  STBBET  P08T  OFFICE. 
Mb.  BKADLAXTGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Whether 
the  senior  counterman  at  Yere  Street 
Post  Office  was  recently  deficient  £390 ; 
whether  such  a  large  deficiency  ie  con- 
aiatont  with  proper  monthly  chock  by  the 
postmaster ;  wuether  any,  and  what, 
legal  proceedings  have  been  taken 
against  the  defaulter;  whether  the  de- 
faulter's salary,  £28,  accruing  since  the 
discovery  of  hia  default,  has  been  paid 
for  a  time  when  he  was  entirely  absent 
from  bis  duties ;  and,  whether  this  is 
usual;  whether  the  defaulter  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  making  advances  to  the 
postmaster's  chief  derk  on  undated 
cheques;  whether  it  was  part  of  that 
chief  clerk's  duty  to  occasionally  audit 
the  defaulter's  accounts ;  whether,  at 
the  December  official  quarterly  audit, 
the  defaulter  then  produced  to  the  audi- 
tor an  undated  cheque  as  part  of  the 
vooobers  for  bis  cash ;  and,  whether  this 
was  then  reported  to  the  Poatmaater 
Qeneral;  whether  that  chief  clerk  is  still 
in  the  employ  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment; and,  whether  the  postmaster  haa 
aince  retired  on  a  pension  t 

Ths  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikks)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say 
tbat  a  deficiency  of  the  amonnt  stated 
was  recently  discovered  in  the  accounts 
of  the  countermen  at  Yere  Street  Post 


Office,  and  tbat  the  iDveaUgation  which 
followed  disclosed  grave  omissions,  but 
no  actual  dishonesty,  on  the  part  of  the 
chief  clerk,  whose  duty  it  was  to  check 
the  countermen's  accounts.  The  chief 
olerk  was  found  to  have  obtained  on  two 
ocoBsions  advances  of  salary  against  hie 
undated  cheques ;  but  the  cheques  were 
never  produced  as  vouchers  when  the 
accounts  were  audited.  I  was  advised 
that  the  case  did  not  admit  of  legal  pro- 
ceedings ;  and  the  payment  of  those 
officers  who  were  eventually  dismissed 
during  the  period  for  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  keep  tbem  under  suspensioo  was 
in  accordance  with  long  established  prac- 
tice. The  chief  clerk  is  still  in  the  Ser- 
vice, but  has  been  degraded  to  a  lower 
position  and  pay.  The  postmaster  is  re- 
sponsible to  me  for  the  official  cash,  and 
he  will  have  to  make  the  deficiency 
good ;  but  his  fault  is  not,  in  my  opinion, 
of  a  kind  to  invalidate  his  claim  to  the 
penaion  on  which  be  is  about  to  retire 
after  a  service  of  nearly  90  years. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMEST  —  KBIGH- 
LET  SCHOOL  BOARD-FRANK  HEAP, 
AN  DNVAOCINATBD  PDPIL  TEACBER. 
Ub.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther Frank  Heap  has  been  for  about 
two  years  employed  as  monitor  by  the 
Eeighley  School  Board,  and  whether  he 
has  passed  the  necessary  examination 
qualifying  for  pupil  teacher;  whether 
the  Keighley  School  Board  are  desirous 
of  appointing  Frank  Heap  pupil  teacher; 
and,  whether  the  Education  Department 
refuse  to  grant  the  necessary  certificate, 
on  the  ground  tbat  Frank  Heap  is 
unvacdnated ;  and,  if  so,  under  what 
Statute  or  Regulation  is  the  refusal  of 
the  Department  justified? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  WiL- 
LiAU  Hakt  Dike)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
It  is  the  practice  of  the  Department  to 
rei^uire  a  medical  certificate  on  a  pre- 
scribed form,  to  be  filled  up  on  behalf  of 
all  candidates.  If  this  form  showed  that 
the  candidate  had  not  been  vaccinated, 
the  managers  were  told  that  the  oandi- 
date  could  not  be  accepted  until  the 
iperation  was  performed.  This  is  a 
measure  of  precaution  which  has  been 
approved  by  successive  Yioe  Presidents 
of  the  Council,  including  no  less  aa 
ithority  thmi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  South  Leede  (Sir  I^on 
PUyfair). 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Do  I  uoder- 
ataod  that  tbie  is  Bimpl;  a  Beg^ulation 
in  the  discrotiou  of  the  Gouocil,  and  not 
under  a  Statute. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HABT  DYKE:  No. 
I  apprehend  it  is  not  under  any  Statute, 
but  in  the  diBoietion  of  the  Department. 

LAW  AND    POLICE  —  "  BAYFUS  v. 

SAVILLE"— SUMMONSES INTHE  MARL- 

BOEOUGH  STREET  POLICE  COURT. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (ABhton-under-Lyne) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
Hb  attention  has  been  called  to  the  re- 
marks of  Mr.  Justice  Manisty,  in  the 
recent  case  of  "  Bayfus  v.  SaTille,"  that 
the  mode  in  which  Bummonses  were 
obtainedin  the  Marlborough  Street  Felice 
Court  was  "perfectly  shockiog,"  and 
that  by  such  procedure  "  co  man's  cha- 
racter was  safe ;  "  whether  it  is  true 
that  summonses  are  there  grauted  with- 
out any  information  or  evidence ;  whe- 
ther a  Bummoos  was  so  granted  in  the 
case  referred  to  by  Mr.  Justice  Manisty, 
and  used  for  the  purpose  of  estorting 
money  from  a  respectable  solicitor ;  and, 
whether. such  practice  is  according  to 
law ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  take  steps  to  have  the  law  placed 
on  a  more  satisfactory  footing  in  this 
respect  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABD  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
I  bare  made  inquiries  into  the  case 
referred  to  in  bis  Question.  I  have 
not  ascertuned  that  Mr.  Justice  Manisty 
made  use  of  the  obserratienB  therein 
referred  to;  but  he  certunly  did  com- 
ment strongly  upon  the  way  in  which 
the  summonses  in  this  particular  case 
were  issued.    It  is  not,  I  believe,  the 

fractice  of  the  Marlborough  Street 
'olice  Court  to  grant  summonses  with- 
out any  information  or  eridenoe ;  but  it 
is  certain  that  in  this  case  part  of  the 
information  upon  which  the  summons 
was  granted  was  not  properly  verified. 
Upon  the  tacts  before  me,  it  certainly 
appears  that  the  suramoDs  was  used  to 
eitort  money  from  a  respectable  solicitor. 
Upon  the  information  giren  me,  the 
course  pursued  was  not  in  accordance 
with  law ;  but  as  the  esse  was  excep- 
tional, there  is,  in  my  opinion,  no  necss- 
sity  for  any  alteration  of  the  law. 
Sir  William  Mart  Syht 


LAWANDJTJ8TICE-"B0S8<».8AVILLE'* 
—ATTEMPTING  TO  EXTORT  MONEY. 
Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  remark  of 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  in  the  case  of 
"Boss  r.  Saville,"  that  on  the  finding 
of  the  jury  there  was  a  case  fit  for  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  te  ohai^  Saville 
with  attempting  to  extort  money ;  whe- 
ther, in  reference  to  the  same  person, 
Mr.  Justice  Manisty  (in  the  course  of  a 
trial  last  week)  characterized  the  act  of 
putting  the  GHmioal  Law  in  motion  on 
an  nnfounded  charge,  for  the  purpose  of 
extorting  money,  as  "diabolical,"  and 
whether  the  jury  found  that  Savitle  had 
BO  acted;  and,  whether,  baring  regard 
to  the  observations  of  these  learned 
Judges,  and  to  the  danger  to  the  pub- 
lic of  the  abuse  of  the  Criminal  Law,  he 
will  direct  the  Public  Prosecutor  to  take 
proceedings  in  the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattbews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
been  furnished  with  a  report  of  the  two 
actions  ("  Bayfus  v.  Jonas  et  al."  and 
' '  Boss  t>.  Palmer  and  Saville  ").  In  view 
of  the  observations  which  were  made  by 
the  learned  Judges,  Mr.  Justice  Manisty 
and  Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  in  the  cottreo 
of  the  trials,  I  have  thought  it  right  to 
communicate  with  the  Director  of  Fublio 
Prosecutions. 

LAW    AND    POLICE-MOLEarriNG 
WOMEN  AND  YOUNG  GIRIA 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stats  for  the  Home  Deoart- 
meat.  Whether  his  attention  has  lieen 
drawn  to  the  following  statement  con- 
tained in  St.  Stephtn't  Rtvine  of  last 
week : — 

"  It  is  only  qnitfl  lately  that  a  case  occarred 
which  led  to  a  fr&cae  at  the  satea  of  the  Brilish 
Museum,  betweea  the  guardiHii  of  a  young  girl 
and  a  perfumed  old  rake.  This  tatter  geutleniaD, 
it  transpired,  had  followed,  spoken  to,  and 
farced  his  company  on  the  girl  in  question  all 
the  way  from  Piocadilly  to  Gieat  Suffolk 
Street;^ 

and,  whether  the  police  have  power  to 
arrest  men  who  molest  modest  women 
and  girls  in  our  streets  and  squares ; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  will  take  the  necessary 
stepB  to  empower  them  to  do  so  F 

The  8E0BETAEY  or  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 


>v  Google 


761 


War 


(July  14,  1887} 


Offiet. 


762 


said,  tlie.po1ice  had  power  to  arrest  a 
man  who,  in  the  publio  thoroughfares, 
used  indecent  or  insulting  language,  or 
was  guilty  of  insulting  or  indecent  be- 
haviour towards  a  woman  to  her  annoj- 
ance,  or  if  he  molested  her  in  any  way 
amounting  legally  to  an  assault, 
however,  the  behaviour  of  the  man 
short  of  that  neither  the  police  nor  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  any  power  by  law 
to  arrest  the  man. 

Mr.  S.SMITH :  Can  amanbe  arrested 
for  following  a  woman  P 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  the 
hoD.  Member  the  condensed  effect  of  the 
Acts  on  the  question,  which  nay  that  a 
man  can  be  arrested  for  using  indecent 
or  insulting  language  to  a  woman. 
Merely  following  is  not  an  offence,  ex- 
cept under  what  is  known  as  Viscount 
OroBs's  "  Picketing"  Act. 

ROYAL  lEISH  CON STABUUkEY- CIVIL 
EMPLOYMENT  OF  POLICE  FOB  PRO- 
TECTION DUTY. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Sligo,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  constables  on  pro- 
tection duty  with  Lewis  Ooulding,  of 
liavagh.  County  SHgo,  and  Hobert 
Brodie,  of  Lisanagh,  County  Sligo,  have 
been  working  for  weeks  past  like  ordi- 
nary labourers,  not  wearing  their  uni* 
forms  or  side  arms;  whether  he  can 
state  if  constables  so  employed  are  re- 
ceiving any  remuneration  for  suchvork ; 
and,  if  they  are,  whether  he  has  ar- 
ranged any  scale  of  pay  for  suoh  em- 
ployment; and,  whether  he  can  state 
who  pays  car  hire  for  police  whilst 
travelling  through  the  country  with 
Ooulding,  when  acting  in  capacity  of 
Sheriffs'  bailiff  and  summons  server  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAi.FauH)  (Manchester,  E.),  iu  reply, 
said,  he  had  not  yet  had  time  to  make 
the  necessary  inquiries. 

EAILWAY  {ENGLAND  AND   WALES)— 
THE  LONDONDEERY  EAILWAY  (SUN- 
DERLAND AND  8EAHAM  HAEBOUB). 
Hr.  OHANNINO  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked   the   Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  reference  to  the  Londonderry 
Railway  between  Sunderland  and  Sea- 
ham  Harbour,  Whether  he  wil  linform 
the  House  on  what  conditions  oe  to  the 
manner  of  working  the  line  the  Board 
of  Trade  ^ve  tboircertiGcate  authorizing 


the  line  to  be  opened  for  passenger 
traffic  in  1853;  whether  there  have  been 
subsequent  inspections  by  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade;  and,  ^  so,  what  are 
the  dates  of  the  Beports  of  such  inspec- 
tion ;  whether  the  Reports  have  shown 
that  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  before  authorizing  pas- 
senger traffic  on  the  line  have  or  have 
not  heen  fulfilled ;  and,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  any  legal  power  to 
enforce  the  conditions,  if  any,  attached 
to  the  certificate  authorizing  the  open- 
ing of  the  line? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Herey 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
The  Londonden?  Railway  between 
Sunderland  and  Seaham  Harbour  was 
three  times  inspected  in  the  year  ISSS. 
Therailwaywospartlyasingle and  partly 
a  double  line  when  first  submitted  ;  but 
the  Board  of  Trade  directed  the  post- 
ponement of  the  opening  until  it  was 
made  double  throughout,  sufficient 
stations  and  platforms  provided,  a  tim- 
ber viaduct  replaced  by  a  stone  bridge, 
turn-tables  erected  at  Sunderland  and 
Seaham,  the  walls  of  a  cabin  removed 
from  dangerous  proximity  to  the  win- 
dows of  carriages,  gates  erected  at  level 
crossings,  and  signals  put  up.  No  fur- 
ther inspection  of  the  line  has  since  taken 
place.  No  conditions  were  imposed  on 
the  opening  of  the  line ;  but  the  Com- 
pany informed  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
the  system  under  which  they  proposed 
to  work  it.  The  Railway  Acts  give  the 
Board  no  legal  power  with  reference  to 
the  working  of  lines  which  have  once 
been  sanctioned  for  the  public  convey- 
ance of  passengers. 

WAR  OFFICE-MEDICAL  EXAMINA- 
TION  OF  COLONELS  BEFOEE  PEG- 
MOTION. 

Colonel  HUGHES- HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  Colonels,  before 
promotion  to  Major  General,  undergo 
medical  examination;  if  so,  when  the 
Crder  came  into  force,  aad  how  many 
Colonels  have  been  so  esamined  and 
pronounced  unfit? 

The  SECEETAEY  oi  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofb)  (Lincolndiire,  Hom- 
oastle) :  Under  the  terms  of  the  Boyol 
Warrant  a  Colonel  cannot  be  promoted 
to  be  a  Major  General  unless  the 
Commander-in-Chief  certify  that  he 
is  competent  to  command  in  the  field. 
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One  important  factor  in  this  competence 
isphyBioalfitneBB  ;  and  His Boysl  High- 
ness requires  theftid  of  a  Medical  Board 
to  enable  him  to  certify.  The  present 
arrangement  took  effect  from  December, 
1886;  but  np  to  this  time  only  two 
Oolonels  bare  been  declared  physically 
unfit. 

lEELAND-DBILLINa  IK   OBANQE 
LODGES. 

Mh.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
authorities  are  aware  that  drilling  hae 
been  going  on  for  some  time  in  the 
Orange  Lodge,  10,  Butland  Square, 
I)ublin ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  other 
inetitutions  and  clubs  in  the  vicinity 
will  be  equally  permitted  the  like 
privilege  7 

Thb  chief  secretary  {Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue)  (Manchester,  E.):  No,  Sir. 
The  police,  who  state  that  the  Besidont 
Secretary  is  at  nil  times  ready  to  admit 
them  to  the  premises  in  Rutland  Square, 
inform  me  that  there  is  no  foundation 
for  the  allegation. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD:  I  have  very 
good  reason  to  know  that  the  practice 
exists. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)  —  THE 
SCIENTIFIC  UOMMITTEE— EXPENDI- 
TURE. 

Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  ftc.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that,  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Scientific  Committee  of 
the  Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  for  the 
year  ending  31st  March,  18B7,  having 
greatly  exceeded  the  amount  placed  at 
its  disposal  by  tho  Board,  trawling 
operations,  undertaken  in  connection 
with  bye-laws  passed  by  the  Board,  had 
to  be  suspended  for  five  months,  and 
accounts  and  wages,  due  to  tradesmen 
and  working  men,  remained  unpaid  for 
some  months;  and,  whether,  notwith- 
standing repeated  requests  for  payment, 
some  such  aooonnts  remain  still  unpaid  ; 
whether  the  majority  of  the  Board  nave 
expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the  way 
in  which  work  deputed  to  the  Scientific 
Committee  has  been  managed,  and  re- 
commended the  appointment  of  a  paid 
Superintendent  to  carry  out  the  Board's 
inatructions ;  but  the  recommendation 
was  not  adopted,  on  account  of  the  in- 
ifr.  £.  aianhopt 


tervention  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  : 
whether,  in  consequenoe  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland's  neglecting  to  reply 
to  repeated  communications  frum  the 
Board,  scientific  work  was  practically 
suEpended  during  the  months  of  April 
and  May  last,  the  mouths  in  which  some 
of  the  most  valuable  results  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Fishery  Board  may  be 
obtained;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  copies 
or  the  Correspondence  between  the 
Board  and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
together  with  any  protests  or  remon- 
strances addressed  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  by  members  of  the  Fishery 
Board,  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Superintendent  ? 

THBLOEDADV0CATE(Mr.J.H.A. 
Macdorald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's ITniversittes):  Tho  Fishery  Board, 
who  account,  as  a  body,  for  their  vote, 
cannot  throw  the  responsibility  of  any 
part  of  their  expenditure  upon  a  Com- 
mittee. It  is  true  that  tbe  sum  voted 
last  year  for  tbe  purchase  of  the  trawler 
Qartani  was  found  insufficient.  The 
amount  spent  in  putting  her  in  order 
was,  under  Treasury  direction,  charged 
to  the  Tote  for  Scientific  Purposes,  and 
the  vessel  bad,  in  consequence,  to  be 
laid  up  for  four  months.  1  am  not 
avars  what  delay,  if  any,  took  place  in 
paying  accounts  or  wages  ;  but  there  is 
a  small  sum  still  unpaid  to  tradesmen, 
as  to  which  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
is  in  communication  with  the  Fishery 
Board.  The  majority  of  the  Board,  on 
the  11th  of  May,  recommended  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  paid  Superintendent ;  but 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  after  care- 
fully considering  the  matter,  requested 
the  Board,  on  the  26th  of  May,  to  re- 
consider their  Report,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that,  aa  the  present  Board  expires 
in  October,  a  change  in  the  wotking 
arrangements  seems  to  him  ill-timed. 
If  tho  hen.  Member  desires,  through 
the  medium  of  a  Question,  to  impute 
negligence  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
his  Question  should  not  be  put  to  me ; 
but,  speaking  for  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  I  answer  that  part  of  the 
Question  in  the  negative.  It  can  only 
be  by  distinct  breach  of  official  confi- 
dence that  materials  for  such  a  Question 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member's  can  be 
obtained ;  and  it  is  not  usual  to  present 
to  Parliament  confidential  communica- 
tions regarding  matters  such  as  are  re- 
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ferred  to  In  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
hou.  Member's  Qnestioo. 

Mb.  a.  L.  BBOWN  :  Mar  I  aak  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  whom  I  Bhall  put  the 
Question  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  a.  L.  BBOWN  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  not  put  that  Question  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  righb  hon. 
aud  learned  Qentleman  refuses  to  answer 
the  Question  I  oannot  compel  him. 

POST  OFFICE  (IBEIAND)— THE  RURAL 

POST  OFFICE  MESSENGER  OF  DRO. 

HARD.  CO.  SLIGO. 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sliffo,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
rural  post  office  messenger  of  the  dis- 
trict of  Dromard,  County  Stigo.  is  also 
the  process-server  of  the  district;  and, 
if  so,  whether  a  postman  delivering 
letters  along  the  road  is  permitted  to 
carry  letters  in  one  bag  and  processes  in 
another;  and,  whether,  if  this  system  is 
allowed  by  the  Post  Office  Authorities, 
the  poor  people  in  the  district  along  the 
postman's  route,  on  coming  to  meet  him, 
as  is  their  usage,  can  be  served  with  a 
vrit  or  process  vhsn  they  expect  only  a 
letter  ? 

ThePOSTMASTEE  general  (Mr. 
Baikbb)  (Oambridge  University) :  I  have 
directed  iuquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
particular  case  referred  to  by  the  hou. 
Member;  but  I  may  state  generally  that 
in  law  a  postman  has  no  choice  but  to 
deliver  any  letter  which  has  been  posted 
in  accordance  with  the  Post  Office  Regu- 
lations. He  has  no  means  of  knowing 
whether  any  such  latter,  when  properly 
sealed  aud  closed,  contains  any  parti- 
cular document.  Postmen  are  not 
allowed  to  act  as  process- servers  in  the 
usual  senee  of  the  word. 

Mb.  P.  M'DONALD:  In  the  easel 
refer  to  the  processes  were  not  enclosed 
in  envolopea,  but  carried  in  an  open 
bag. 


Sib  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  towards 
the  close  of  last  year  the  Ooveroor  of 
British  Guiana,  Sir  Henry  Irving, 
publicly  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  made  such  arrangements 
irithre^ard  to  the  disputed  territory  be- 
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tween  British  Guiana  and  Venezuela 
that  the  Gtovemment  of  British  Guiana 
was  empowered  to  grant  licences  to  any- 
one  wishing  to  commence  the  gold 
mining  industry  within  the  disputed 
ground,  and  that  on  the  strength  of  Sir 
Henry  Irving's  statement  a  number  of 
Colonists  and  others  took  licences;  if 
any  such  arrangement  has  been  made  ; 
and,  if  not,  what  compensation  will  be 
given  to  those  who  acted  in  the  belief 
that  it  had;  and,  what  authority  had 
Sir  Henry  Irving  for  making  the  state- 
ment? 

Tea  SECRETARY  of  STATE  {Sir 
Henbt  Holland)  (Hampatead):  The 
Governor  of  British  Guiana,  in  June, 
1866,  having  received  authority  &om 
Earl  Granville,  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  to  issue  licences 
for  gold  mining  in  a  portion  of  the 
territory  ia  dispute  between  Great 
Britain  and  Venezuela,  made  a  state- 
ment to  that  effect  in  the  Court  of  Policy ; 
but  nothing  was  said  about  any  arrange- 
ments having  been  made  with  Vene- 
zuela, and  it  was  well  known  that  no 
such  arrangements  had  been  made, 
licences  have  been  granted  for  periods 
not  exceeding  12  months.  No  arrange- 
ment has  been  made  with  Venezuela. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  order  ta 
guard  the  Colonial  Government  against 
any  claim  for  compensation,  have  in- 
structed the  Governor  to  caution  all  per- 
sons interested  in  such  licences,  or  other- 
wise acquiring  an  interest  in  the 
disputed  territory,  that  all  licences,  con- 
cessions, or  grants  applying  to  any  por- 
tion of  the  disputed  territory  will  be 
issued  and  must  be  accepted  subject  to 
the  possibility  that,  in  the  event  of  a 
settlement  of  the  disputed  boundary 
line,  the  land  to  which  such  licence,  con- 
cession, or  grant  applies  may  become 
part  of  Venezuela,  m  which  case  no 
claim  for  compensation  from  the  Colony 
or  from  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
be  recognized;  but  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would,  in  that  case,  do  what- 
ever might  be  right  and  practicable  to 
secure  from  the  Government  of  Vene- 
zuela the  recognition  of  the  licences. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— PRO- 
MOTION OF  DISTMOr  INSPECTOR 
TILLY. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
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Irish  OoTeminent  to  oar^  out  the 
promise  made  bj  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in  Committee  of  Supply 
last  September,  to  "  secure  the  merited 
promotion  "  of  Dtetriot  Inspector  Tilly, 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  1 

The  chief  SEOEETABY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balpoub)  {Manoheater,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  hon.  Member  put  a  eimilar 
QueetiOR  on  the  14th  of  February  last, 
and  he  referred  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  then  given.  No  opportunity  had 
since  arisen  for  carrying  out  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Qorerament  referred 
to. 

Mr.  cox  asked,  would  not  an  oppor- 
tunity soon  arise  in  the  promotions,  con- 
sequent on  a  vacancy  of  an  officer  in  the 
depot,  PhffiDix  Park  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOCB  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  promotions 
which  would  follow  that  vacancy. 

VAQEANT  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL- 
STREET  SOLICITATION. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  North- 
East  Division  of  Cornwall,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  evidence  recently  given  to 
the  country  of  the  power  of  the  police 
in  regard  to  solicitation,  he  will  move 
to  discharge  the  Order  for  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Vagrant  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill? 

Mb.  0.  T.  D.  AOLAND  (Cornwall, 
Lannceston),  in  reply,  said,  that,  in 
view  of  the  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  the  im.poB9ibiiity  of  discussing  pri- 
vate Members'  Bills,  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  get  any  further  stage  of  the 
Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill  beyond 
the  second  reading;  but  he  was  most 
anxious  that  the  present  unsatisfactory 
slate  of  the  law  should  be  adequately 
amended ;  and  if  the  Government  did 
not  undertake  it,  he  intended  to  perse- 
vere till  he  could  get  an  end  put  to  the 
present  scandalous  condition  of  many  of 
the  principal  thoroughfares  of  our  gar- 
rison and  seaport  towns  and  the  Metro- 
polis. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING -PREVENTION 
OF  COLLISIONS  AT  SEA-THE  REGU- 
LATIONS-AfiTICLE  19. 
Mb.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
ashed  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,   Whether   the  Board  have  re- 
vived and  considered  the  findings  and 
Mr.  Cox 


evidence  of  the  inquiry  held  at  New 
York  by  the  British  Consul,  in  the  case 
of  the  collision  between  the  Britannic 
and  the  Ciltie;  and,  whether  the  Board 
of  Trade  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
further  amending  the  Begulations  for 
the  Prevention  of  Collisions  at  Sea,  and 
especially  of  modifying  Article  19,  by 
which  the  use  of  distinctive  blasts  on 
the  steam- whistle,  to  indicate  the  course 
of  the  vessel,  is  left  optional,  and  of 
making  more  definite  and  stringent  the 
Begulation  as  to  the  speed  of  steam- 
ships in  a  foe  generally,  and  when  the 
whistles  of  other  vessels  are  heard  7 

The  SECBETASY  (Baron  Hznrt  Db 
WoRus]  (Liverpool,  EastTozteth) :  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  received  the  Re- 
port and  Evidence  referred  to,  and  as  a 
result  of  their  consideration  have  issaed 
a  cautionary  notice  pointing  out  as  fol' 
lows: — 

"With  reference  to  Uis  recent  collision  be- 
tween the  ateamfihipi  Britannie  and  Cellie,  the 
Board  of  Trade  detira  to  call  the  attention  of 
shipownan  and  ihipmaBten  to  the  wording  of 
Article  19  of  the  Kegulatione  for  preventing 
colliuonB  at  sea— namSy— 

"  Article  1 9. — In  taking  any  coune  authoriied 
or  required  by  theao  Regulations,  a  steamship 
under  way  may  indioate  that  courso  to  any 
other  ship  tehish  the  hai  in  light,  hy  the  follow- 
ing signals  on  her  steam  whistle- onmely 

"One  short  blast  to  mean  'I  am  directing  my 
coerse  to  starboard.' 

"  Two  short  blasts  to  mean '  I  am  directing  my 

"  Three  ^ort  blasts  to  mean  'lam  going  full 

speed  astern.* 

"  The  use  of  Iheae  ugnals  is  optional ;  bnt  if 
tbey  are  used  the  course  of  the  ship  most  be  in 
accordance  with  the  signal  made. 

"  By  which  it  will  be  seen  thnt  these  signals 
were  never  intended  to  be  used  during  fog,  bnt 
only  in  cases  in  which  a  steamship  has  another 
vessel  in  tight. 

"  This  case  shows  the  great  imprudence  and 
danger  of  altering  the  course  <d  a  veaiel  to 
avoid  another  vessel  which  is  not  in  sight,  and 
whose  position  it   is  impossible  correcUy   to 


Hbnbt  O.  CiLCRAFT,  Secretary. 
Thoua*  Qut,  Asnatant  Secretary. 
Board  of  Trade,  Marine  Depart- 
ment, July,  1887." 

Article  19  refers  to  optional  sound  sig- 
nals, which  may  be  made  by  one  steam- 
ship to  another  ship  which  is  in  sight, 
and  does  not  apply  to  signals  in  fog, 
unless  the  vessels  are  in  sight  of  one 
another.  As  regards  the  speed  of  steam- 
ships in  fog,  the  existing;  Article  is  as 
follows:— 
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nt  a  moderate  epeed. 
I  am  advised  that  the  Bute  which  re* 
qnirea  Teasels  to  go  at  a  moderate  speed 
in  fogs  is  sufficient  if  obeyed ;  and  if  the 
maater  of  a  vessel  on  hearing  a  signal 
from  another  vessel  not  in  sight  imme- 
diately gets  the  way  off  his  vessel  and 
does  not  alter  his  course.  I  am  advised, 
further,  that  it  would  add  to  the  dangers 
of  navigation  if  any  additions  are  made 
to  the  existing  Hulea,  which  would  have 
tlie  effect  of  leading  masters  of  ships,  on 
hearing  signals  from  another  ship  in  a 
fog,  to  alter  their  course  before  the;  can 
know  the  position  as  well  as  the  course 
steered  by  the  other  vessel. 

POST  OFFICE  (lEELAND)— DETESTION 
OP  NEW  SILVER  COINS. 

ME.P.M'DONAIJ)(81igo,  N.)  asked 
the  Foatmaster  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  following 
report,  biT^Svenir^Tfltgrapk,  of  Dublin, 
of  the  5th  instant : — 

"  On  Monday  a  littla  }toy  presented  gome  new 
silver  coins  at  the  Post  Office,  College  Oreen. 
The  coins  weie  kept  hj  the  pogtmaster,  who 
gave  it  as  hii  opinion  that  Ibey  were  bad.  The 
boj  waa  then  taken  to  an  office  at  the  end  of 
the  building,  and,  after  undergoing:  a  croaa- 
esamination  nod  giving  the  aame  and  addreea 
of  hia  father,  he  was  released.  The  boy's  father 
amved  at  the  post  office  shortly  after  the 
oceoireDce  took  place;  but  the  postmaster 
raf lued  to  hand  over  the  coins,  or  to  nave  them 
tested  in  his  presence.  He  stated,  however, 
that  'the  incident  would  be  reported  to  the 
Postmaster  General,  who  would,  no  doubt,  take 
steps  in  the  matter.'  In  the  meantime,  the 
coins  were  submitted  to  a  jeweller  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, who  stated  that  they  were  pure  tilver. 
The  postmaster  waited  on  the  father  of  the  hoy, 
at  hu  place  of  business,  and  delivered  np  the 
money  m  a  battered  condition.  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  boy's  father  to  take  legal  steps  to 
test  the  conduct  of  the  Post  Office  oSciala ; " 
whether  the  coins  in  question  were  eome 
of  the  recently  issued  Jubilee  coinage ; 
and,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent innocent  persons  who  may  tender 
any  of  the  new  coinage  from  being  sub- 
jected to  such  treatment  in  future  ? 

Thk  P0STMA8TEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  the  coins  in  question  were 
not  those  of  recent  issue,  but  two  old 
threepenny  bite.  The  boy  who  pr«- 
sentea  them  was  not  detuned  longer 
than  was  necessary  to  inquire  wherehe 
got  them.  Counterfeit  coin  has  been 
frequently  presented  at   the  office  at 
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College  Qreen;  and  the  connteiwomen 
who,  if  they  accept  it,  suffer  the  lose, 
have  been  more  than  once  taken  in. 
The  appearance  of  these  threepenny 
bits  seems  to  have  fully  justified  the 
officer  in  testing  their  genuineness,  and 
he  seems  to  have  acted  in  as  quiet  and 
inoffensive  a  manner  as  was  possible. 

POST   OFFICE— THE    JDBILEE    DAY- 
DETENTION  OF  TELEGRAPHIST 
CLERKS. 

Mr.  LAW80N  (St.  Pancraa,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  how 
many  telegraphists,  male  and  female, 
were  employed  on  Jubilee  day,  and  for 
how  many  hours  overtime ;  whether 
only  200  clerks,  out  of  a  staff  of  over 
2,000,  were  released  from  duty;  and, 
what  proportion  are  so  released  on  Bank 
Holidays? 

The  P08TUA8TEH  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  Al- 
though the  hon.  Member  does  not  state 
to  which  office  he  refers,  I  presume  that 
it  is  to  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  in 
London,  as  in  his  former  Question,  which 
I  answered  on  the  8th  instant.  On 
Jubilee  day  1,540  telegraphists  were  on 
duty  is  that  Office  for  various  periods 
during  the  24  hours.  The  number  of 
hours'  overtime  performed  waa  1,881. 
Four  hundred  and  forty-seven  tele- 
graphists had  the  fall  day's  holiday ; 
and  200,  in  addition,  were  absent  on 
their  ordinary  annual  holiday  and  on 
account  of  sick  leave.  On  ordinary 
Bank  Holidays  it  has  generally  been 
found  possible  to  release  about  250 
telegraphists. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-COURT  HOUSES-^ 
ACCOHUODATION    FOR    PRISONERS 
AWAITING  TRIAL. 
Mb.  OHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for   the 
Home  Department,  in  reference  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  on  the  accom- 
modation for  prisoners  awaiting  trial, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  some  of  the 
worst  of  the  oases  referred  to  in  that 
Beport  were  taken  from  the  Ninth  Be- 
port of  the  Commissioners  of  Prisons  for 
the  year  ended  3Ist  March,  1866  ;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  urgent 
importance  of  this  matter,  to  the  length 
of  time  since  the  Beport  of  the  Prison 
Commissioners,  and  to  the  fact  that  no 
evidence  has  yet  been  laid  before  the 
20 
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House  as  to  the  action  of  Local  Authori- 
tieB,  he  will  either  re-coa aider  his  decision 
not  to  print  the  CorreepODdencQ  between 
the  Home  Office  and  the  Local  AuthO' 
rittes  on  this  subject,  or  else  consent  to 
lay  a  Memorandum  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  brieflj  stating  what  has  been 
done,  or  what  engagements  have  been 
made  b;  the  Local  Authorities  as  re- 
gards the  worst  cases  referred  to  ? 

Thb  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  correspondence  with  Local 
Authorities  iu  reference  to  the  aooom' 
modation  for  untried  prisoners  was  still 
goiagon.  Defects  in  some  Court  Houses 
had  been  remedied,  and  alterations  were 
in  progress  in  others,  or  under  Lon- 
sideratioD.  On  the  whole,  it  might  be 
said  that  Local  Authorities  had  the 
matter  well  in  hand;  and  he  hoped, 
before  the  Session  dosed,  to  present  a 
Memorandum  summarizing  the  result. 

INLAND    NAVIGATION    AND    DEAIN- 

AQE  (IRELAND)— LOUaH  ERNE 

DRAINAGE  WORKS. 

Ma.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretory  to  the  Trea- 
Hury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
importance  of  completing  the  Lough 
Erne  Drainage  Worts,  the  Government 
will  favourably  receive  any  application 
that  may  be  made  for  the  advance  of  a 
further  sum  of  money  necessary  to  finish 
the  undertaking? 

Thb  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  Jacxsos) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  informed  that  the 
application  for  an  additional  loan  is  at 
present  before  ttie  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  and  until  I 
receive  their  Beport  I  cannot  ezpreos 
an  opinion  upon  tne  question. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND :  In  conso- 
quanoe  of  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
tlemao,  I  wish  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  support  the  BiU  for  granting  ad- 
ditional time  and  money  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Lough  Erne  drainage 
works,  which  I  consider  most  necessary 
and  calculated  to  do  maoh  good. 

TRUSTEE  8A VINOS  BANK3-0ABDIFP 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mtt.  HOWELL  (Bethnai  Green,  N.E.) 

asked  Mr.  OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 

to  the  omission  by  the  Trustees  of  the 

Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  year  after  year, 

of  the  sums  in  exoeas  of  £200  standing 
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to  the  credit  of  depositors,  in  the  annual 
statement  madebytbeTn  to  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners ;  whether  the  Go- 
Tornment  will,  as  far  as  practicable, 
correct  any  errors  in  amounts  and  totals 
in  consequence  of  this  omission  in  the 
nent  Eeturn  presented  to  Parliament; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  now 
state  when  the  measure  they  have 
promised  to  introduce,  in  order  to  secure 
a  full  inquiry  into  this  matter,  will  be 
laid  before  this  House  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gosohbk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  omission ;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners have  no  legal  power  to  do  what 
the  hon.  Member  wishes.  They  can  only 
present  the  Eeturns  furnished  to  them 
by  the  Trustees.  In  reply  to  the  hou. 
Member's  third  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Bill  is  already  drafted,  and  wiU 
be  introduced  in  a  few  days. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  atato  the  eztont  to  which  the 
omissions  went,  and  whether  they,  in 
effect,  invalidated  the  Eeturns  ? 

Mn.  GOSCHEN  remarked  that  the 
omiGsions  from  the  Eeturn  were  some- 
what serious,  and  the  Government  were 
looking  into  the  whole  of  the  mattor, 
which  was  one  of  very  considerable  im- 
portance. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  FIRE  BBIGADB- 
DEFICIBNCY  OP  HORSES. 

Mb,  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
asked  the  Secretaiy  of  Stato  for  the 
Home  Department,  as  representing  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Whether 
attention  will  be  given  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  number  of  horses  kept  at  the 
Central  Fire  Brigade  Establishment  at 
Southwark,  and  the  other  fire  engine 
stations  in  the  Metropolis;  and,  what 
steps  are  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the 
Board  of  Works  to  remedy  the  de- 
ficiency 7 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancraa,  E.) : 
Arising  out  of  thia  Question,  I  beg  to 
aak,  whether  the  Government  will  ^ve 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  a  Bill 
relating  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works'  Fire  Brigade  Expenses,  which 
has  been  promoted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  which  was  intro- 
duced in  1884,  in  1886,  and  also  in  the 
present  Session? 
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Tm  8E0EETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MATTBiwa)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Since  my 
hon.  Frieod  gave  Xotioe  of  hie  Question 
the  Fint  Oommiinoner  of  Works  has 
undertaken  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
insuffidenoy  of  horses  in  the  Fire  Bri- 
gade. With  regard  to  the  other  Ques- 
tion, I  must  ask  for  Notice. 

LOCAL  OOTBRNMENT  BOABD— LOCAL 
ADMINIBTRATION-LEQISLATION. 
Mb.  salt  (Stafford)  aaked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  IJocal  QoTamment  Board, 
Whetiier,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  relating  to  Local  Admini- 
stration, he  will,  in  addition  to  a  Bounda- 
ries Commission,  provide  for  inquiry  by 
BoyalOommiseion,  or  otherwise,  concern- 
ing the  indebtedness  of  Local  Autho- 
rities, and  also  into  the  method  of  esti- 
mates, colleotion,  and  publication  of 
accounts  relating  to  local  expenditure 
ia  all  its  branches  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  ErromB) 
(Tower  Hamlete,  St.  George's):  Informa- 
tion aato  the  indebtedness  of  the  Local 
Authorities  will  be  found  in  the  Local 
Taxation  Beturns.  The  questions  as  to 
the  arrangements  for  the  estimates  for 
and  the  colleotion  of  rates  will  seoes- 
sarily  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  Local  OoTemment  Bill ;  but  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  that  it  will  be  requisite 
to  provide  for  inquiry  by  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission, or  otherwise,  as  to  these  mat- 
ters. 

POUCE  FOECB  ENFRANCHISEMENT 
ACT— BEOISTRATION. 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneral,  Whether, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  new  Police 
Force  Enfranchisement  Act,  police  con- 
stables will  be  entitled  to  be  placed  on 
the  Register  this  year  F 

Tax  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
EiCHABD  Wkbstbb)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  If 
the  Question  of  the  hen.  Member  refers 
to  the  Register  which  came  in  force  on 
the  1st  of  January,  1887,  police-con- 
atablea  are  not  entitled  now  to  be  placed 
upon  the  Register  unleae  their  names  are 
already  there.  Iftheir  names  are  already 
upon  the  Register  they  will  be  entitled 
to  Tote.  They  will,  in  my  opinion,  be 
entitled  to  be  placed  upon  the  Register 
which  will  be  the  enbjeot  of  revision  in 
the  autumn  of  this  year,  and  which 
Qomes  into  force  in  the  year  IS8B. 
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THE  NEW  BOUNDARY  COMMISSION. 

Me.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  Whether  he  intends  to  con- 
fine the  inquiries  of  the  new  Boundary 
Commission  to  the  cases  in  which  unions 
and  other  Jx>cal  GoTernment  areas  otct- 
IbjP  counties,  or  will  extend  it  to  all  cases 
of  overlapping  areas ;  and,  whether  he 
will  consider  tne  advisability  of  directing 
the  Commissioners  to  prepare  maps 
showing  the  various  overlapping  Poor 
Law,  Highway,  Sanitary,  and  Potty 
Sessional  areas  throughout  the  country, 
or  in  specimen  counties,  so  as  to  provide 
Parliament  with  adequate  information  to 
deal,  next  Session,  with  the  question  of 
new  Local  Government  areas? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohie) 
^Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's] :  It  is 
intended  to  limit  the  inquiry  by  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  to  oases  in 
which  Unions,  sanitary  districts,  and 
pariehes  overlap  the  county  boundaries, 
and  where  municipal  boroughs  and 
urban  sanitary  districts  are  not  con- 
terminous. It  is  not  at  present  pro- 
posed to  direct  the  Com  mission  to 
prepare  maps  of  the  several  areas  which, 
although  overlapping  each  other,  do  not 
overlap  the  county  boundary, 

MAURirniS-SIE  JOHN  POPE  HEN- 
WESSY. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  If  a  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  in  the  case  of  Sir  John 
Pope  Hennesay  with  reference  to  his 
proceedings  as  Governor  of  Mauritius; 
whether  he  can  now  state  it  to  the 
House;  and,  if  it  is  intended  to  lay 
the  Papers  on  the  matter  upon  the 
Table  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Hbvrt  HoLLAm))  (Hampstead) :  After 
careful  and  anxious  study  of  the  Beport 
of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson — to  whose 
ability  and  impartiality  in  conducting 
this  painful  inquiry  I  desire  to  bear 
testimony — after  reading  all  the  volu- 
minous evidence  given  before  him,  after 
hearing  Sir  John  Pope  Hesnessy's  ex- 
planations for  eeven  days,  and  reading 
the  papers  which  he  prepared  in  his 
defence,  I  have  decided,  though  not 
without  hesitation,  that  suffident  cause 
has  not  been  shown  to  justify  my  ad- 
vising Her  Majesty  to  rranove  Sir  John 
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Pope  HennesBy  from  the  office  of  Go- 
vemOT  ofMauritiuB.  Withthepermiiaian 
of  the  H0U86  I  will  read  the  two  con- 
cladiDg  paragraphs  of  my  despatch, 
which  will  be  published  in  the  Colonj, 
and  which  I  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  HouBe  to-morrow — 

*■  I  do  not  ooQceal  from  myMlf  tliat  much  will 
depend  upon  tho  attitude  and  line  of  conduot 
which  Sic  John  Pope  Henneasj  adopts  on  his 
retura  to  the  Colonj  ;  hut  I  tnut  that  this  in- 
vestigation will  show  him  the  absolute  neccSBity 
of  maintaining  a  strict  impartiality,  and  of 
giving  a  careful  oomudecation  to  the  claima  aad 
intereete  of  all  pereonB,  whether  opposed  to  hi« 
policy  or  advocating  it.  I  shall  eoforce  upon 
him  the  necesaity  of  worlciag  coi'dially  with 
those  who  hold  office  under  him,  and  of  sub- 
ordinating  his  own  peraocal  views,  religioua  or 
political,  to  the  general  good  of  the  Colony  : 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  conSdently  expect 
tha^  notwithstanding  all  that  has  passed,  thoae 
who  hold  office  under  him  will  in  future  give 
iiim  a  loyal  and  generoua  support. 

"  If  aU  parties  meat  in  this  spirit  it  may  be 
hoped  that  the  unfortunate  differences  which 
have  so  materially  affected  the  welfare  of  the 
Colony  ma^  cease,  and  that  general  confidence  in 
the  AdmiDiatnttioD  may  be  again  restored.    1 

I  am  quite  aware  of  the  difficulty  that 
must  be  felt  in  approoiatins;  the  full 
bearing  of  certain  parts  of  this  de 
spatch,  aa  reference  is  necessarily  made 
in  it  to  the  Beport  of  Sir  Hercules 
Bobineon ;  and  I  have  carefully  con- 
sidered the  question  of  laying  other 
Papers  before  the  House;  but  I  have 
arriTod  at  the  conclusion,  in  which  I 
trust  the  House  will  concur,  that  in  the 
best  interests  of  tha  Colony,  and  of  all 
parties  concerned,  it  is  inexpedieot  to 
present  more  than  my  public  despatch. 
In  the  course  of  this  lengthened  raves- 
tigation  charges  were  brought  against 
officials  and  other  persons  which  have 
not  weighed  with  me  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  case,  as  to  a  great  degree 
thoy  were  collateral  to  the  main  issues ; 
but  which  it  would  be  unfair  to  thoae 
peraoDB  to  publish  until  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  meeting  them  with 
dentals  or  explanations.  This  fact  in 
itself  would  render  present  publication 
undesirable ;  but  t  may  add  that  I 
strongly  deprecate  publication,  even  at 
a  later  date,  as  it  would  tend  to  keep 
alive  those  differences  and  that  bitter- 
ness of  spirit  which  have  unfortunately 
prevailed  in  the  Colony,  and  which 
everyone  must  earnestly  desire  to  re- 
move who  wishes  for  the  peace  and 
welfare  of  the  Colony,  and  for  a  re- 
Sir  Simry  SeltaH^ 
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turn  of  confidence  in  the  Administra- 
tion. 

Me.  OHANCE[Killiyiny,  8,) :  What 
about  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  ? 

Mb.  HANBUET  (Preston) :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  full 
justice  will  be  done  by  the  mere  an- 
nouncement of  his  decision ;  and  is  there 
any  precedent  for  a  decision  of  this  kind 
being  arrived  at  t'n  eamtrd  by  a  Minister 
without  full  details  being  lud  before 
the  country  ? 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  :  I  can  only 
repeat  the  arguments  I  have  already 
stated  against  the  publication  of  Papers, 
lamnotawareofanyprecedentuponthis 
point.  The  case  is  a  peculiar  one ;  and 
my  desire  is  to  preserve,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  peace  of  the  Colony. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  To  whom  is  the  despatch  ad- 
dressed? 

Sir  HENET  HOLLAND ;  It  is  ad- 
dressed to  the  officer  administering  the 
government  of  the  Mauritius. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
.  caldy,  &c.) :  Do  the  allusions  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  answer  referring  to 
the  official  cover  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  ? 

Sm  HENEY  HOLLAND :  I  would 
respectfully  suggest  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  read  my  despatch,  which 
will  be  presented,  I  hope,  to-morrow, 
before  they  ask  any  further  Questions. 
Imayadd,  however,  as  mention  has  been 
made  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  that  be  will 
not  return  to  the  Mauritius. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E) :  Have  the  salutary  admonitions 
contained  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
despatch  received  the  assent  of  the  Ca- 
binet, and  will  they  also  be  addressed 
nearer  home  ? 

[No  reply.] 

CRIME  (IRELAND)-STATISTIC8,  1888. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  asked  tho  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  particulars  of  informa- 
tion which  support  the  statement  made 
by  him  that  the  serious  offences  re- 
ported in  Ireland  for  the  year  18B6  were 
767  in  number? 

TuR  CHIEF  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  state- 
ment that  767  serious  offences  occurred 
in  1866  is  erroneous.  I  am  not  per- 
feoUy  sure   I  made   this    statement; 
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but  as  it  is  reported  in  Tie  Timet  [Mr. 
G1.AS8TOHE :  And  other  papers],  and  as 
1  find  that  in  the  Memorandum  from 
which  I  qaoted  the  figures  occur  in  an- 
other conoeotion  in  close  contiguity  to 
the  true  fig^ure,  it  is  most  probable  that 
while  hasti^  quoting  in  the  course  of 
my  speech  I  inadverteutly  read  to  the 
House  the  wrong  number.  The  true 
number  is  632,  and  this  was  the  num- 
ber which  I  had  present  to  my  mind  in 
replying  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  waa  the  number  upon  which  I  baaed 
my  argumeat.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  able  to  satisfy  himself  of 
this  if  he  refers  to  my  speech,  in  which 
I  summed  up  the  argument  thus : — 

"  The  contention  of  th«  right  hon.  Qentle- 
msn  amoonta  to  this— that  in  1870  an  amonnt 
of  crime  not  much  mora  than  hnlf  what  it  is 
nov  was  not  to  be  tolerated  ;  hut  that  now, 
when  this  Hoose  has  been  oocnpiod  in  paeein^ 
meanire  after  meaiora  for  the  amelioiHtion  of 
Iieland,  we  are  qnietly  to  acqaieace  in  a  state 
of  things  incomparahljr  worse  than  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  sappo»eii  that  he  was  justiSod 
in  legiaUting  for  in  1B70-" 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  notice 
that  if  I  based  this  argument  upon  the 
figures  767  which  I  inadTortenUy  used 
I  should  have  been  able  to  say — and  it 
would  have  been  for  the  interest  of  my 
argument  to  say — that  the  amount  of 
crime  before  1B70  was  leas  than  half 
what  it  is  now,  instead  of  saying  that  it 
was  not  much  more  than  half. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ACXILIABY  F0ECF.8)- 
ARUS  OF  THE  &NGU8H,  IRISH,  AND 
SCOTCH  MILITIA. 

3m  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  B.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  If  the  Irish  Militia,  armed  with 
the  Snider  (Converted  Enfield)  rifle,  have 
to  compete  in  the  inter-regimental  rifie 
matches  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
English  and  Scotch  Militia  armed  with 
the  Martini-Henry ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  allowance  will  be  made  to  the  Irish 
Militia  in  consequence  of  their  being 
armed  with  an  inferior  and  practically 
obsolete  weapon :  and,  whether  there  is 
any  intention  to  arm  the  Irish  Militia 
fiimilarly  to  the  English  and  Scotch  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  rifle  matches  referred  to  are  not 
under  the  control  of  the  War  Office ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  Irish  Militia 
is  restricted  in  these  matches  to  the  use 
of  on  inferior  weapon.    Martini-Henry 


rifles  are  ready  for  issue  to  the  Irish 
Militia ;  but  ae  the  regiments  are  now, 
for  the  most  part,  out  for  training,  the 
Military  AuUiorities  in  Ireland  prefer 
that  the  exchange  of  arms  should  not 
take  place  till  this  training  shall  have 
been  completed. 

CRIMINAL  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (ENG- 
LAND AND  IRELAND)— COMPAEA. 
TIVE  PAY. 

Sra  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (DubUn 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Why  the 
scale  of  pay  and  the  scale  of  allowances 
ie  lower  in  the  Irish  than  in  the  English 
Criminal  Lunatic  Asylums  ? 

The  chief  8E0EETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfohb) (Manchester,  E.)  in  reply,  said 
he  was  unable  to  institute  comparison 
as  regards  salaries  between  English  and 
Irish  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylums;  but 
salaries  were  paid  according  to  the  cir- 
oumstancesof  each  asylum.  With  regard 
to  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
the  pay  of  offioials  had  been  increased 
from  time  to  time. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ORDINANCES 
IN  THE  COLONIES. 

Mk.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxtoo)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  state 
to  the  House  the  course  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  taken  with  re- 
spect to  the  Contagious  Diseases  Ordi- 
nances in  the  Colonies  and  Possessions 
of  this  country,  with  the  results  of  any 
action  which  they  may  have  taken  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
HBHaY  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The 
Colonies  in  which  Conta^ous  Diseases 
Ordinances  were  in  force  in  October  last 
were  Jamaica,  Trinidad,  Barbadoes, 
Labuan,  Ceylon,  HongEong,  the  Straits 
Settlements,  Malta,  and  ^ji.  In  Ja- 
maica, Trinidad,  and  Barbadoes,  repeal- 
ing taws  have  been  passed,  which  have 
been  confirmed.  In  Labuan  the  Ordi- 
nances have  been  suspended,  and  their 
repeal  has  been  ordered.  In  Ceylon, 
Hong  Kong,  and  the  Straits  Settlements 
the  Governors  have  been  directed  to  intro- 
duce measures  repealing  the  Ordinances ; 
but  there  has  not  yet  been  sufficient  time 
to  cartT  out  the  instructions.  In  the  case 
of  Malts,  the  Governor  has  been  in- 
structed to  invite  the  Council  to  follow  - 
the  example  of  the  United  Kingdom  in 
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thia  matter.  In  Fiji,  in  viow  of  tliQ 
Bpecial  circumstanceB  affecting  the  health 
01  the  native  population,  and  eapecially 
in  consequence  of  the  coolie  intmigratio" 
from  India,  I  hare  decided  not  to  pre; 
for  the  immediate  repeal  of  the  Ordi 
nances.  In  the  case  of  Qibraltar,  where 
there  ia  no  Ordinance,  the  GtJTemor  has 
been  directed  to  jmt  an  end  to  the  eya- 
tem  of  the  examination  of  women.  In 
St.  Helena  the  Ordinance  of  1865  was 
allowed  to  lapse  in  1879.  I  Bhould  add 
that  I  believe  that  there  is  no  la 
^lation  on  the  subject  in  Ifauiltae;  but 
the  hon.  Member  having  expressed  hia 
opinion  that  there  ia  such  a  law,  an  in- 
quiry waa  made  by  my  Predeceaso^  to 
which  no  reply  has  yet  been  received.  I 
will  make  further  inquiry. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  POST- 

UASTER    AT    BOBRIS  •  IN  .  03S0RY, 

aUEF.N'S  CO. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen'a 
Oounty,  Ossory)  asked  ttie  Poatmaster 
Qeneral,  Whether  an  emergency  man 
namedThomasTynanhas  been  appointed 
to  the  office  of  poatmaater  at  Borria-in- 
Ossory,  Queen's  Oounty ;  whether  Ijnan 
is  advanced  in  years,  and  is  with  diffi- 
culty learning  the  art  of  telegraphy  ; 
whethera  number  of  suitable  oandidatea, 
including  the  widow  of  a  policeman,  ap- 
plied for  the  office,  but  were  rejected; 
whether,  before  the  appointment  was 
sanctioned,  a  Memorial  praying  that  a 
mora  suitable  person  might  be  selected 
was  presented  to  the  Department ;  whe- 
ther this  Memorial  waa  signed  by  155 
householders,  all  residing  in  the  district, 
including  the  parish  priest,  the  Catholic 
outate,  and  two  Poor  Law  Guardians ; 
whether  the  prayer  of  the  Merooraliats 
wasrsfuBed;ana,  ifso,  ouwhatgrounda; 
and,  whether  he  will  inform  the  House 
on  the  recommendation  of  what  persons 
residing  in  the  locality  the  nomination 
waa  made? 

The  postmaster  QENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  As  I 
explained  to  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
13th  of  May,  the  nomination  to  tike  ap- 

SDiutment  of  postmaster  at  Borris-in- 
ssory  rests  with  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury, who  nominated  Thomas  Tynan.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  comparative 
merits  of  any  other  candidates,  as  all 
oorreapondenoe  and  Memoriala  on  auch 
subjects  are  referred  to  the  Treasury. 
I  made  careful  inquiry  in  regard  to 
Hvr  Ibnry  Eotlmd 


Tynan's  fitness,  and  I  satisfied  myself 
that  there  were  not  sufficient  ground^  for 
rejecting  the  nomination,  and  accordingly 
gave  direotiona  that  it  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Ma.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  said,  as  the 
appointment  had  been  made,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an  assurance 
that  the  son  of  the  poatmaater,  who 
had  been  convicted  and  sentenced  to 
15  months'  imprisonment  for  robbery, 
would  not  be  permitted  to  take  any  part 
in  the  business  of  the  local  post  office  on 
behalf  of  his  father? 

Mb.  HATKE3  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  revived  that 
story.  For  a  very  small  theft  the  son  had 
received  the  exemplary  punishment  of 
15  months'  imprisonment  some  years 
ago ;  and  as  he  had  left  the  country  and 
was  at  present  in  California,  he  had  no 
intention  of  returning  to  Ireland. 

WAS  OFFICE— MEDICAL  OFFICERS  IN 
CORK  BARRACKS. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  is 
the  usual  number  of  medio^  officers 
available  for  duty  in  the  Cork  Barracks ; 
what  was  the  number  on  the  roll  on  the 
30th  of  May  ;  what  ia  the  daily  number 
of  patients  occupying  beds  in  the  Cork 
Military  Hospital ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  on  or  about  the  date  mentioned 
the  surgeons  were  only  obliged  to  go 
on  orderly  duty  every  twelfth  day; 
what  is  the  usaal  term  of  rotation ;  and, 
what  has  hitherto  been  the  usual  com- 
plement of  medical  officers  at  that 
station  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  reduction  in  the  troops  in  Egypt 
has  resulted  iu  a  temporary  excess  of 
medical  officers  in  various  military  dis- 
tricts, of  which  Cork  ia  one,  and  all 
military  medical  officers  not  exclusively 
employed  in  the  station  hospital  are 
available  for  duty  in  barracks.  The 
number  on  the  roll  at  Cork  on  the  30th 
of  May  was  14,  of  whom  two  were  on 
leave ;  and  on  the  same  date  there  were 
80  sick  in  the  station  hospital.  It  is 
the  practice  to  place  one  medical  officer 
on  orderly  duty  each  day,  ao  that  with 
12  officers  available  the  turn  of  each 
would  come  round  every  12th  day.  The 
UBual  term  of  rotation  dependa  on  the 
numher  of  officers,  which  for  Oork 
(ozolusive  of  Cork  Harbour)  is  eight. 
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The  other  officers,  although  not  on 
datf,  are  all  employed.  I  may  add 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  preaeot  tem- 
porary excess,  odmieaion  to  the  medical 
staff  has  been  suBpended  until  the  super- 
numeraries are  absorbed. 

ADMIRALTY  —  THE  G0A8T&DAED   IN 

THE   SOUTH    OF    IRELAND  —  H.M.S. 

"SHANNON." 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  a  number  of  coastguards, 
stationed  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  latterly 
received  orders  to  join  H.M.S.  Shannon, 
as  part  of  her  crew,  on  the  Sth  instant ; 
whether  21  of  these  men,  coastguards 
from  the  Cork  "district,  after  answering 
the  summons,  on  arriving  on  board  were 
then  informed  their  services  were  not  re- 
quired; whether  these  men's  fares  and 
return  fares  are  to  be  paid  b^  the  Ad- 
miralty ;  and,  what  individual  is  respon- 
Bible  for  the  alleged  blunder  7 

Tbb  FIK8T  LORD  (Lord  Gborge 
Haultoit]  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  in  reply, 
a^d,  H.M.S.  Sfmnmm  had  left  port;  and 
until  she  arrived  again,  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  no  answer  could  be  obtained 
to  the  Qnestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 


Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
th«  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  is 
the  salary  paid  the  Garrison  Ohaplin  in 
Cork ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  capi- 
tation pay  of  the  Roman  Oatholic  clergy- 
man who  officiates  as  chaplain  only 
averagea  £80  per  annum ;  whether  a 
Protestant  local  parish  clergyman  re- 
ceives £150  a-year  for  assisting  the 
Protestant  Garrison  Chaplain  ;  whether 
the  duties  to  be  performed  by  a  clergy- 
man in  receipt  of  capitation  pay  include 
(in  addition  to  the  Sunday  services) 
baptisms,  churchings,  and  funerals,  at- 
tending the  sick  in  hospitals  and  reading 
prayers  with  the  convalescents,  giving 
apeoial  religious  instruction  to  the  chil- 
dren and  drummers  every  week,  and  at- 
tending to  the  religious  instruction  and 
welfare  of  troops,  including  officers ; 
whether  the  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain 
is  expected  to  be,  and  has  always  been, 
a  clergyman  of  standing  and  experience ; 
whether  the  Roman  Catholic  Chaplains 
&t  Dublin,  Buttevant,  and  Spike  are 
exclusively  employed  in  the  pmormance 


of  similar  duties,  and  what  remuneration 
is  given  each  of  them ;  and,  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  give  the  Roman 
Catholic  Chaplain  to  the  Cork  Garrison 
adequate  pay,  an  allowance  for  quarters 
in  vicinity  of  the  barracks,  and  thus 
enable  him  to  devote  his  exclusive  at- 
tention to  hie  duties  as  chaplain  7 

The  SEOiiETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.Stanhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  Church  of  England  Garrison  Chap- 
lain at  Cork  is  a  commissioned  chaplain, 
and  as  such  receives  17«.  6d.  a  day  for 

Say,  besides  allowances.  He  is  assisted 
y  an  officiating  chaplain  at  £3  a  week, 
who  discharges  the  duties  at  BallincoUig 
and  at  the  Military  Prison,  Cork.  The 
officiating  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  is, 
under  the  Royal  Warrant,  paid  by  a 
capitation  rate  on  the  number  of 
Catholics  in  the  command.  Last  year 
the  payment  amounted  to  £62.  There 
is  also  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  at 
BallincoUig,  paid  at  capitation  rates ; 
and  another  at  Cork  Military  Prison  on 
£35  a-year.  Officiating  clergymen  are 
appointed  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
officer  commanding  at  the  station,  and 
their  duties  are  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
There  are  five  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
men employed  in  Dublin,  three  on 
oapitation  rates,  and  two  with  £150  and 
£  1 00  a-year  respectively.  At  Buttcvant 
the  remuneration  is  by  capitation,  and 
in  Spike  Island  the  pay  is  £100  a-year. 
I^ese  clergymen  are  not  exclusively 
employed. 

Dx.  TANNER  asked,  was  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  number  of  Roman  Catholics 
varied  according  to  the  regimenta 
stationed  in  Cork;  and  as  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman  was  obliged  to  re- 
aide  a  considerable  distance  away  would 
it  not  be  better  to  give  him  a  grant  of 
money  to  enable  him  to  lire  nearer  the 
scene  of  his  duties  f 
LNo  reply.] 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ORANGE  PRO- 
CESSION FROM  POETADOWN. 
Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  on 
Sunday  the  10th  July  a  number  of 
Orangemen  from  Portadown  proceeded 
to  Drumoree  Church  near  the  town; 
whether  they  marched  through  the  Oa- 
tholic quarter  of  the  town  protected  by 
police;    whether  during  the  service  a 
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portion  of  the  congregation  who  oomo 
out  attacked  the  orchard  of  a  leapcct- 
able  Catholio  farmer,  named  Patrick 
O'Connor;  whether  he  was  subBequeotly 
attacked  by  the  mob  and  severely 
injured  ;  and,  why  was  it  that  the  police 
escort  did  not  interfere  to  preaerre  law 
and  order,  and  prevent  the  attack  ? 

Thb  chief  8ECEETABY  [_Mr.  A.  J. 
Balkiob)  (Manchester,  E.)  in  reply, 
said,  ha  had  caused  local  inquiries  to  be 
made,  and  had  not  yet  received  an 
answer. 

THE  MAQI6TRACT  (ENGLAND  AND 
■WAIJB8)~UST  OP  NOMINEES  FOR 
THB  NEW  BOROUGH  BENCH. 
Mb.  CONTBEAKE  (Cornwall,  Oam- 
borne)  asked  the  Seoretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  hia  at- 
tention haa  been  called  to  a  letter  sent 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  Town 
clerk  of  West  Ham,  enclosing  a  list  of 
gentlemen  whose  names,  his  Lordehip 
says,  have  been  submitted  to  him  to 
form  the  new  Borough  Bench  of  Magi- 
strates; by  whom  was  such  list  sub- 
mitted to  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  and, 
whether,  of  the  14  names  enclosed,  only 
three  are  those  of  Liberals,  and  seven 
only  those  of  residents  in  the  borough? 
The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  a  fact  that  only  three  of 
the  14  gentlemen  whose  names  were 
submitted  were  Liberals.  All  the  gen- 
tlemen were  the  occupiers  of  houses, 
warehouses,  or  other  property  in  Ute 
Borough.  There  was  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  politics  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  appointments  made.  It  was 
not  the  practice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  disclose  the  name  of  his  informant  in 
Buob  matters. 

WALES— CIVIL     SERVICE     EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  In 
what  towns  in  Wales  are  Civil  Service 
examinations  held  ? 

The  8E0EETART  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  Candidates  in  open  com- 
petitions are,  under  existing  Begulations, 
examined  in  Wales  for  the  following 
situations: — At  Swansea,  for  situations 
as  out-door  officer  of  Customs;  at 
Cardiff,  for  situations  as  assistants  of 
Excise;  at  Pembroke,  for  appointments 
as  Dockyard  apprentices. 
I>r.  Turner 


PUBLIC  HEALTH— INSANITARY  CON. 
DITION  OF  THE  THAMES. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  SecrAtaiy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  the  8t«noh  from  tha  Biver 
Thames  round  the  Isle  of  Dogs  has, 
during  the  last  few  days,  been  almost 
intolerable;  and,  what  steps  he  pro- 
poses to  take  to  remedy  this  dangerous 
nuisance  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  clerk  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  that  no  complaints  hava 
been  made  to  the  Board  as  to  stench 
from  the  Thames  round  the  Isle  of  Dogs; 
but  that  possibly  the  recent  great  heat 
and  the  absacce  of  rain  may  nave  com- 
bined to  render  the  state  of  the  river 
less  satisfactory  than  it  should  be.  He 
further  states  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  is  doing  its  best  to  deodorize  the 
sewage  at  the  outfalls,  so  that  there  may 
be  no  nuisance  &om  that  source.  I 
have,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  di- 
rected the  attention  of  the  Board  to  this 
important  subject,  which  is  under  their 
exclusive  contool. 

CoMMEL  MAKINS  (Essex,  8.E.) 
asked,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  sluices  at  the  northern  outfall  were 
somstimes  open  before  the  tide  ceased 
to  flow,  so  that  the  sewage  went  up  the 
river  instead  of  down. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  i  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  fact;  I  have  furnished  all  the  in- 
formation which  has  been  given  to  me. 

Colonel  MAKINS :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  inquire  into  the  matter  ? 

Mil.  MATTHEWS :  Yes. 

POST    OFFICE  — CONVEYANCE   OF 

MAII£  TO  AUSTRALIA  AND  THB  BAST 

vii  CANADA. 

Me.  UAOLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  the  Government  intends  to 
afi^ord  any  assistance  and  facilities  for 
the  conveyance  of  mails  to  Australia 
and  the  East  by  any  Canadian  route  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
RAntEs)  [Cambridge  University):  All 
that  I  can  at  present  say,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  is  that  I  am  in  oommnni- 
cation  with  my  Colleagues  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  the  matter  is  engaging  the 
serious  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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-vernmont.  I  need  hardly  add  bow  much 
gratified  I  sball  be  if  any  arrangement 
for  an  improved  mail  service  to  Japan 
and  China  should  be  found  practicable. 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIAMS  [IRET.^AHD)— 
THE  ENHISTIMON  UTJION. 
Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
(for  Mr,  Jokdam)  (Glare,  W.)  aaked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  hie  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Correspondence  and 
dispute  between  the  Local  Qoverament 
Board  of  beland  and  the  Board  of 
Ouardians  of  the  Ennistymon  Union, 
County  Clare,  iu  reference  to,  and 
arising  out  of,  the  appointment  to  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Chaplaincy  of  the 
EnnistTmon  Workhouse  of  the  Bev.  J.J. 
Cooke,  at  a  salary  of  £10  per  annum,  on 
his  personal  application,  and  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  remonstrances  and 
BesolutiouB  of  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  the  Ennistymon  Union  of  the  Sod 
June,  1886, 16th  June,  18B5,  Uth  July, 
1885,  16th  November,  18B6,  14th  De- 
cember, 1686,  2lBt  December,  1886,4th 
January,  1887,  and  .list  May,  1887,  and 
to  the  reply  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  by  letter  dated  2Tth  July,  1885, 
refusing  to  take  any  steps  at  preseut  to 
fill  up  the  vacancy ;  whether  ha  is  aware 
that  the  grounds  on  which  the  Guar- 
dians insisted  that  no  permanent  chap- 
lain should  be  appointed,  and  to  which 
the  Local  Qovernment  Board  then  as- 
sented, were  that  there  were  no  Pro- 
testants in  their  workhouse ;  that  there 
were  few  in  the  anion;  that  the  ser- 
vices of  the  late  chaplain  during  nine 
years  were  never  called  for ;  and  that 
the  Quardians  proposed  that,  should  it 
happen  that  any  casual  Fiotestant  re- 
quired clerical  ministrations,  they  were 
prepared  to  pay  the  Bev.  J.  J.  Cooke  a 
capitation  grant  of  10«.  per  head  for  his 
aervioes ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Board  of  Guardians  have  agreed  with 
Ae  Report  of  a  Committee  appointed 
by  them  condemning  the  appointment ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  will  advise  the 
Lof^  Oovemment  Board  to  reconsider 
their  recent  action  in  this  matter,  with 
a  view  of  annullii^  an  appointment 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
to  be  a  sinecure  and  an  unnecusary  tax 
on  the  ratepayers  of  their  anion  7 

Thb  OHEBP  8E0RETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
BAifouB)  (Manobeeter,  E.),  in  reply. 
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said,  he  believed  the  facts  were  substan- 
tially as  stated  in  the  Question.  The 
wish  of  the  Guardians  to  pay  for  occa- 
sional  services,  instead  of  paying  a  fiied 
salary,  was  a  very  reasonable  one  ;  and 
only  reason  why  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  declined  to  accede  to  it  was 
that  they  were  advised  they  had  no  legal 
powers  to  do  so.  As  it  appeared  to  him 
the  Guardians  were  very  reasonable  in 
the  matter  he  would  make  further 
inquiries. 

EXCISE    (SCOTLAND)  -  ILLEGAL 
SEABOHING  AT  BLUHBAT. 

Dr.  E.  MAODONALD  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  aaked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether,  on  the  8th  of  May  last,  the 
superrisor  of  the  Lochoarron  district, 
along  with  his  men,  and  aided  by  the 
localpolice,  forcibly  entered  and  searched 
the  house  of  David  Poison,  of  Slumbay, 
without  having  a  magistrate's  warrant 
to  do  BO  ;  whether  a  warrant  was  granted 
for  searching  the  house  of  Duncan  Mao- 
donald,  Slumbay,  an  that  date ;  whether, 
on  the  14th  May,  a  warrant  was  granted 
to  search  the  houses  of  both  these  men ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Inland 
Bevenne  Board  has  refused  to  censure 
its  officer  for  this  act  of  alleged  ille- 
^ih,  and  referred  Poison  to  the  Court 
of  Session  if  he  felt  aggrieved;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  cause  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  MaodonaU))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) ;  The  answer  to 
the  first  and  second  questions  is  "  No." 
A  warrant,  applicable  to  the  premises  of 
Dnncan  Macdonald,  was  obtained  on  the 
7tb  of  May,  and  the  search  was  made 
there  on  that  day.  The  answer  to  the 
third  question  is  "  Yes."  No  complaint 
was  made  to  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  and  the  Board  baa  not  refused 
to  censure  its  officers.  The  Board  did 
not  refer  Poison  to  the  Court  of  Session 
if  he  felt  aggrieved  The  only  com- 
munioation  received  by  the  Board  was 
from  Poison's  solicitor,  stating  that  he 
was  instructed  to  raise  an  action ;  and 
on  receiving  notice  of  the  question 
inquiry  was  made,  with  the  result 
stated. 

EGYPT-BIR  HENHY  DEOMUOND 

WOLFF'S  MISSION. 

Mk.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 

the  Uadez  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
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Affairs,  Whether  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  has  yet  received  his  final  instruo- 
tions  to  quit  Oonatantinople ;  and,  if 
BO,  for  what  dav  hia  departure  etaads 
fixed; 

The  under  SECEETART  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jakes  Fbrottssoit)  (Han- 
ohester,  N.E.)=  '  <^^  ^^  nothing  to 
the  dietinot  statement  whiali  I  made  in 
ansver  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  last  Tues- 
day. Sir  Han^  Drummond  Wolff  in- 
tends to  leave  ConatantiDople  on  Satur- 
day nest. 

Mb.  BBYCE:  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  0-entleman,  whether  he 
would  g^re  a  more  speoiGo  answer  to  the 
particular  point  of  my  Question,  which 
18 — Has  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
now  received  hie  final  instructions,  or  is 
it  intended  to  give  him  fresh  instiuo- 
tioDB? 

Sir  JAUES  EERaUSSON :  I  have 
stated  to  the  House  exactly  how  the 
matter  stands.  I  have  stated  that  it  is 
not  intended  that  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff's  stay  shall  be  prolonged,  and  that 
he  intends  to  leave  on  Saturday.  To 
ask  any  further  Question  on  the  point 
is  pressing  me  rather  unduly. 

Mb.  Arthur  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Before  the  Diplomatic  Vote  is 
taken  in  Supply,  can  the  right  hou. 
Qentleman  furnish  the  House  with  the 
total  expenditure  connected  with  this 
Mission  ? 

Sm  JAMES  EERGUSSON:  I  am 
a&ald  I  cannot  furnish  the  House  with 
a  more  definite  statement  than  that  which 
I  gave  the  other  night,  because  the  ac- 
oounts  of  the  last  halt-year  will  not  be 
audited  by  that  time.  I  have  stated  to 
the  House  that  the  aocounta  up  to  the  end 
of  last  year  amounted  to  £22,500  ;  and 
W0  have  reason  to  believe  that  up  to  the 
present  time  the  expense  will  not  be  more 
than  £B00  a-month. 

Hb.  BRYOE  :  As  I  have  no  desire  to 
press  my  right  hon.  Friend  unduly,  per- 
haps he  will  allow  me — and  perhaps  the 
House  will  allow  me — to  say  tnat  I 
now  understand  him  to  mean — '[Criet  of 
"  Order! "] — I  only  ask— I  now  under- 
stand him  to  mean  that  he  has  instructed 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  to  leave  on 
Saturday  ? 

Sib  JAMES  EERGUSSON :  I  must 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  understand  simply 
what  I  hare  already  said,  and  which  is 
perfectly  olear. 
ifr.  Brffce 


POST  OFFICE  (rRELAND)-OKANGE 
POLITICAL  MEETINGS. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND  {Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Post 
Office  officials  in  Ireland  are  prohibited 
from  taking  part  in  Orange  political 
meetings ;  an^  if  not,  whether  the  Gi>- 
vemment  will  cause  this  to  be  done  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Ques- 
tion is  not  one  for  the  Irish  Government. 
It  would  be  more  properly  put  to  the 
Postmaster  General. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  to  put 
the  Question  to  the  Postmaster  General. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mt.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
Officers  in  the  Post  Office  are  prohibited 
from  exerting  their  influence  either  for 
or  against  any  political  candidate  for 
election  as  a  Member  of  Parliament; 
but  no  prohibition  against  their  being 
present  at  ordinary  political  meetings 
has  hitherto  been  enforced.  If  any  com- 
plaint were  made  in  respect  to  such  con- 
duct on  their  part  in  any  particular  case, 
he  should  be  guided  in  his  action  by  the 
consideration  of  the  character  and  ob- 
ieots  of  the  meeting. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND :  Then  I  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
it  is  open  for  Post  Office  officials  to 
attend  Orange  political  demonstrations 
for  the  purpose  of  insulting  the  Catholic 
and  National  portion  of  the  population ; 
and  if  it  is  not  open  to  officials  to  do  so, 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  case  of 
a  Post  Office  official,  Creswell,  at  Ennis- 
killen,  who  turned  up  in  Orange  regalia 
at  an  Orange  meeting  and  joined  in 
insulting  the  Catholic  and  National 
people  F 

Mb.  RAIKES:  I  will  be  happy  to 
make  inquiries  in  any  particular  case  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  gives  me  the  par- 
ticulars. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  shall  give 
the  particulars  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


LAW  AND  POLICE  — THE  BOLTOS 
RIOTS— IMPOETATION  OF  FOHEIGN 
LABOUR. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HBATON  (Oanter- 
hnry)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  inform- 
ation has  reached  him  that  the  Bolton 
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riots  were  oanaed  through  the  importation 
of  foreign  labour,  in  competition  with 
British  workmen;  if  ho,  whether  he 
Kill  oonaider  the  advisability  of  intro- 
ducing legislation  on  the  subjects  ? 

Ths  aiOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Uathiews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
no  information  that  the  strike  was  caused 
by  the  importation  of  foreign  labour 
but  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  some 
irritation  has  sinoe  bean  caused  by  the 
arrival  in  the  town  of  labourers  from  a 
distance.  The  Cktvemment  are  con- 
sidering the  question  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  paapers,  and  that  will  involve 
the  consideration  of  the  question  of  the 
importation  of  foreign  labour. 

LAW  AND  FOUCE— A.RIt£ST  OF   MISS 

CASS-MB.  NEWTON,  MARLBOEOUGH 

BTEEET  POLICE  COURT. 
Mb.  HENEAOE  (Great  Qrimsby) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  thi 
Home  Department,  When  he  will  be  ii 
a  position  to  inform  the  House  of  the 
decision  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the 
conduct  of  lir.  Newton  in  the  hearing 
of  the  charge  made  against  Miss  Cass  at 
the  Uarlborough  Street  Police  Court,  on 
the  29th  of  June;  and,  whether  the 
Ijord  Chancellor  has  been  furnished  with 
a  copy  of  the  evidence  taken  before  Sir 
Charlas  Warren,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
ivhat  took  place  in  the  police  court  and 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Newton  ? 

Thb  BECEETAKT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthevb)  (BirmtDgham,  E.}:  The 
Lord  Chancellor  thinks  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  at  the  present  time  to  say 
more  than  that  he  is  carefully  inquiring 
into  the  matter,  and  that  his  decision 
will  be  communicated  as  soon  as  it  is 
arrived  at.  He  is  also  unwilling,  during 
the  progress  of  the  inquiry,  to  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  sources  of  informa- 
tion which  be  considers  it  desirable  to 
oonaolt. 

Mb.  CONYBEASE  (ComwaU,  0am- 
bonme)  also  oaked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, Whether,  pending  the  inqairy 
into  the  case  of  Misa  Cass,  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  take 
any  action  with  regard  to  the  position 
of  Ur.  Newton,  the  police  magistrate  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  im- 
posaibls  for  him  to  determine  as  to  any 
action  to  be  taken  before  his  own  in- 
quiry is  complete.  I  am  unable  to  say 
whether  he  viU  think  it  neoeeeary  to 


await  the  result  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  police  constable. 

Mr.  OONTBEAHE  wanted  to  know 
whether  there  was  any  reason  why  the 
superior  people  should  not  be  suspended 
as  well  as  the  inferior — in  other  words, 
if  the  police  constable  was  suspended, 
why  not  the  magistrate  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS  said,  heknewof  do 
reason.  He  bad  endeavoured  to  answer 
the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

SCOTCH  FISHERY  BOARD— THB  RE. 
FORT— BEAU-TRAWLlNa  IK  ABER- 
DEEN BAY. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  {Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  When  the 
Annual  Report  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board,  now  upon  the  Table,  will  be 
printed ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Aberdeen  Bay  was  opened  for  beam- 
trawling  on  the  application  of  one  St. 
Andrews  trawler  ana  a  single  Company 
in  Grantown  only,  notwithstanding  the 
unanimous  remonstrance  of  all  practical 
line  fishermen  in  the  Aberdeen  district? 
I  would  also  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  as 
arising  out  of  his  answer  to  another 
Question,  If  he  does  not  answer  in  this 
House  for  the  Secretary  of  Scotland, 
who  does? 

Thk  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  Ad> 
draw's  Univereities) :  The  Report  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  printers,  and  I  am  un- 
able at  present  to  say  how  soon  it  will 
be  ready  for  circulation  ;  but  I  hope  the 
delay  will  not  be  long.  In  regard  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  I  beg  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  answer  I 
gave  Mm  on  the  4th  of  July,  when  he 
asked  the  reasons  why  the  bye-law  pro- 
hibiting trawling  in  Aberdeen  Bay  was 
revoked.  In  re^rence  to  the  last  Qaes- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member,  my  reason  for 
not  answering  any  Question  about  neglect 
of  duty  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is 
that  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  be- 
Doming  in  me,  as  a  junior  official  to  him, 
to  enter  into  such  a  matter.  As  such 
junior  official,  it  is  also  not  my  duty  to 
state  who  is  to  answer  Questions  in  re- 
ference to  such  fault  imputed  to  the 
Secretai;  for  Scotland. 

BUBMAH— THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Ub.  WATT    (Glasgow,    Oamlachie) 

asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

India,  Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  date 
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of  the  permit  granted  by  Mr.  Croath- 
waite  lo  Mr,  Streeler,  junior,  to  enter 
and  woik  th9  Buby  Uinea ;  wbethet  he 
will  inform  the  House  of  the  date  when 
Mr.  CroBtbwoite's  Beport  that  he  had 
iseuod  Buch  permit  was  received  at  the 
India  Office  ;  whether  he  will  cause  an 
investigation  to  be  made  among  the  offi- 
cials of  tho  India  Office  to  ascertain  the 
tmth,  or  otherwise,  of  the  current  state- 
ment that  certain  of  these  officials  pos- 
aesBsd  a  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  auoh 

Ssrmit  bad  been  issued  prior  to  the  7th 
uly  instant;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  names  of  the  persona  interested 
with  Mr.  Streeter,  junior,  in  the  afore- 
said permit,  and  will  place  the  House 
is  possession  of  this  information  V 

Ths  TJNDEE  SEORETART  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  of 
the  exact  date  of  the  permit  granted  to 
Mr.  Streeter,  junior.  It  does  not,  how- 
ever, appear  to  be  a  permit  to  enter  and 
work  the  mines,  but  to  dig  for  rubies  on 
the  old  syetem  without  the  use  of  ma- 
chinery. Mr.  Crosthwaite's  Beport  was 
receiTed  oo  Friday,  July  8,  after  office 
hours.  I  read  it  to  the  House  on  Tues- 
day, as  I  was  absent  from  the  House  on 
Monday.  The'  Secretary  of  State,  on 
eeeiog  the  Question,  made  inquiry,  but 
cannot  learn  that  there  is  any  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  statement  as  to  the 
officials  of  the  India  Office.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  no  knowledge  of  the 
persons  interested  with  Mr.  Streeter  in 
the  permit.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  say  that  the  Papers  have  only  just 
arrived  at  the  India  Office ;  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  expect  me  to  reply  to 
any  Question  which  is  not  in  the  interests 
of  the  Public  Service. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Does  the  bon.  Qentleman  mean  that 
Papers  dated  as  far  back  as  January 
and  February,  1886,  have  only  just 
arrived  at  the  India  Office  ? 

Sir  JOHN  Q0B8T ;  That  is  rather  a 
matter  of  debate  than  a  Question.  Ne- 
gotiations in  connection  with  these  mat- 
ters have  been  going  on  with  the  local 
Qovemment  in  Burmah  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  m6nths  past ;  and  the  whole  mat- 
ter, as  I  have  repeatedly  e^laincd,  has 
now  been  referred  to  the  Secretary  of 
Stats  in  Council  for  their  decision. 
Papers  will  he  in  the  handa  of  bon. 
Members  in  a  few  days,  and  then  would 
Mr.  Watt 


be  the  time  tor  the  hon.  Member  to  raise 
any  objection. 

Ma.  BRADLAnGH:  I  raised  no 
question  of  debate.  I  aeked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  was  a  fact  that 
Papers  dated  January  and  Februaiy, 
1886,  had  only  just  arrived  ? 

[No  reply.] 


Mk.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  How  maoy 
medals  are  to  be  provided  for  the  Me- 
tropolitao  Police  ;  and,  what  is  the  esti- 
mated coat  ? 

Thk  SEORETART  ov  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  number  of  medals  to  be 
distributed  would  be  between  13,000 
and  14,000.  The  estimated  cost  bad  not 
yet  been  finally  settled  with  the  Mint 
Authorities. 

Mb.  PICKEESQILL  asked,  whether 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Fund  was  not 
partly  made  up  from  public  taxes  and 
paitly  from  Metropolitan  rates  ;  and,  if 
so,  by  what  authority  it  was  proposed 
to  uae  part  of  that  fund  to  buy  Jubilee 
medals  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  asked  for  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

HUSSIA— ARREST  OF  MR.  DILLON,  A 
BRITISH  SUBJECT,  IN  ODESSA. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  received  any 
loformation  in  relation  to  the  arreat  of 
^.Dillon,  a  British  subject,  in  Odessa? 

Thk  UNDEE  SECEETABT  or 
STATE  {Sir  Jambs  Ft^avasov)  (Man- 
ohester,  N.E.) :  No  information  has 
been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office  in 
respect  to  such  an  arrest. 

Me.  DILLON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  make  some  inquiries,  be- 
cause the  gentleman  referred  to  tele- 
graphed to  me  yesterday  asking  me  to 
bring  hie  arrest  before  the  House  ? 

SiK  JAMES  FERGU880N  :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  lets  me  know  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  case  I  will  inquire  into  it. 
The  Foreign  Office  is  not  informed  of 
the  arrest  of  any  British  subject  in  a 
foreign  country  unless  there  is  some- 
thing peculiar  in  the  case. 
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STREEr  IMPE0VEMENT8  (METRO. 
POLLS)  — BTEPS    OP    ST.    MAHTIN-IN- 


Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(WUtehaTen)  asked  tbe  Firat  Oommis- 
sionBT  of  Works,  Whether  he  has  ap. 
proved  the  plan  promoted  t;  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  for  altering 
the  8lep»-of  the  Charch  of  St.  Martin- 
in-the- Fields  ? 

The  F12ST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Fltinzbi)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
eaid,  that  no  suuh  plans  bad  been  sub' 
mitted  to  him  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
Buoh  plan  at  present.  He  had  no  autho- 
rity whatever  in  the  matter. 

IiAW  AND  JDS'nCE  —  APPOINTMENT 
IN  TEE  PROBATE  COURT,  MAN- 
CHESTER. 

Mb.  MAOLURB  (Lancashire,  8.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  First  Lird  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
A.  B.  Stallman  Bridgeman,  a  late  clerk 
in  the  London  Registry  of  the  Probate 
Court,  has  been  appointed  by  Sir  James 
Hannen  to  the  office  of  Registrar  of  the 
District  Begietiy  of  the  Probate  Court 
at  Manchester ;  whether  there  are  solici- 
tora  in  Manchester  oapable  of  filling  the 
office  competently,  and  more,  if  a  solici- 
tor were  not  to  be  appointed,  whether 
there  was  already  a  fully  competent 
official  of  30  years'  experience  on  the 
spot  having  the  requisite  statutory  quali- 
Soationa  and  the  full  confidence  of  the 

Erofetsion  in  and  about  the  neighbcur- 
ood  of  Manchester;  whether  the  Re- 
gistrar of  tbe  Probate  Court  at  Man- 
chester has  to  assist  the  Registrar  of  tbe 
High  Court ;  and,  whether  Mr.  A.  B.  8. 
Bri^eman  has  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions therefor  F 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Shith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Sir 
James  Hannen  has  not  appointed  Mr. 
A.  B.  Stallman  Bridgemau  to  the  office 
of  District  Probate  Registrar  at  Man- 
chester; but  he  has  appointed  Mr. 
Bridgeman  Simpson,  a  late  clerk  in 
tbe  London  Probate  Registry.  The 
Mpointment  was  made  because  Sir 
James  Hannen  considered  Mr.  Bridge- 
man  Simpson  the  fittest  man  he  could 
select,  having  regard  to  Mr.  Simpson's 
long  experience  in  the  Loudon  Office, 
It  was  considered  that  this  experience 
irootd  evAble  bioi  b^ter  to  d^Hiharge 


the  duties  than  a  solicitor  or  the  chief 
clerk  in  the  District  Registry.  If  Mr. 
Simpson  should  have  to  assist  the  Re> 
gistrar  of  the  High  Court  Sir  James 
Hannen  has  no  doubt  that  he  will  be 
found  to  have  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions. 

LAW    AND     POLICE     {METR0P0U8)— 

"SOLICITATIONS"   IN  THE  PUBLIC 

STREETS. 

Mb.  M'LAREK  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  statements,  made  by 
Mr-  Willey,  of  the  firm  of  Howell  and 
James,  at  the  meeting  of  Regent  Street 
shopkeepers,  held  on  7th  July : — 

"But,  il  yon  are  going  to  deal  with  this 
qanetioc,  it  is  impoiaible  to  restrict  your  attea* 
tion  to  one  bsje  only.  It  wss  not  Uie  vomen, 
but  the  men,  who  were  the  eama  of  most  of  the 
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uxi  girls  K... 
hunted  through  the  atreeta  by  well-dreBaed 
scoundrels.  A  case  bad  occurred,  within  his 
own  knowledge,  io  which  a  virtuoua  and  ce- 
Bpectable  youn^  girl  wiu  tracked  from  Regent 
Circus  to  Cbonng  Croaa  Station  by  a  man  who 
penieteatly  molested  her  until  ebe  reached 
Charing  Crose,  where  her  brother  was  waiting 
for  her;  there  wu  another  cose,  in  which  a 
young  employe  of  hie  had  been  tracked  down  tbe 
street  to  his  plncoof  business  by  'a  perfect  gan- 
tlemsn;'" 

whether  it  is  known  to  the  authorities 
that  cases  of  solicitation  and  annoyance 
by  men  against  perfectly  respectable 
women,  in  all  racks  of  life,  are  of  every 
day  occurrence,  and  that  they  cannot  be 
puaisbed,  because  solicitation  by  a  man 
is  not  an  oficnce  agaiust  the  law;  and, 
whether  the  Govemment  will  bring  in 
and  press  a  Bill  to  make  the  law  against 
solicitation  equal  for  men  and  women? 
Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
afraid  that  cases  such  as  those  described 
do  occur  in  very  large  towns  and  escape 
ptmisbment  because  of  the  difficulty 
that  has  always  been  felt  in  framing 
any  law  to  meet  the  evil.  Even  in  the 
case  of  women,  solicitation  is  not  an 
offence.  The  law  only  strikes  at  the 
public  nuisance  of  a  common  prostitute 
exercisingher  calling  inpublic  thorough- 
fares to  the  annoyance  of  inhabitants  or 
passengers.  The  Oovernment  are  most 
desirous  to  abate  the  grave  scandal  to 
which  attention  has  been  drawu,  and 
are  considering  whether  it  would  be 
practicable  to  inatitute  legislation  against 
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Bolioitatioii,  by  either  men  or  women, 
for  immoral  purpoees  in  the  public 
Btreeta.  Tbe  ton.  Member  is,  no  doubt, 
aware  of  the  failure  of  the  attempted 
legislation  of  1885;  but  that  will  not 
in  the  least  disoourage  the  Gorernment 
in  their  present  attempts. 

LUNACY  ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL- 
LEGISLATION. 

Uk.  salt  (Stafford)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  intends 
proceed  further  with  tbe  Lunacy  Acts 
Amendment  Bill ;  and,  if  so,  whether  be 
intends  also  to  introdnce  and  to 
Lunacy  Law  Consolidation  Bill 
tbe  present  Session,  since  conetderable 
inconvenienoe  may  arise  from  the  addi- 
tion of  many  new  and  important  pro- 
visions  to  the  Statute  Law  without  a 
general  consolidation  of  the  laws  re- 
fating  to  lunacy  7 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTu)  (Strand,  West  minster),  in  reply, 
said,  it  would  be  a  matter  for  great  re- 
gret if  tbe  Bill  did  not  pass  this  Ses- 
sion ;  but  it  was  in  tbe  bands  of  the 
House. 

THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE— ADDRESS  TO 

HES  MAJESTY  FHOM  THE   LADIES 

OF  THE  PHIMEOSE  LEAGUE. 

Ma.  P.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbory) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury, 

Whether  his  attention  bas  been  called 

to  the  following  announcement  in  TA« 

Morning  Pott  of  the  llth  July: — 

"  The  Primrose  Leagns. 

"The  Duohew  of  Mulborong;)!,    aa  acting 

President  of  the  ExeoDtiva  Committee  of  the 

Ladies'  Graud  Cuuncil  of  the  Primrosa  League, 

had  the  honour  of  an  audience  of  the  Queen  at 

Windsor  Caatle,   on  Thunday  laat,  to  present 

to  Her  Uajeaty  tbe  subjoined  oongnttulfttorj 

" '  Tothe  Qoeea's  Moat  Eioellent  Majeity  : 


roae  League,  humbly  approach  Yonr  Maieatj 
and  ctnre  permisaion  reapeotf  nlly  to  tender  oar 
lo^  and  dutiful  congratulaUons  on  tbe  aus- 
picious completion  of  the  SOth  year  of  your 
glorious  reign. 

"  '  We  eameatly  pray  that  it  may  please 
Almighty  Ood  long  to  spare  Your  Majesty  to 
the  many  andTariousracesof  your  vast  Empire, 
which  have  so  greatly  prospered  under  your 
beneficent  rule. 


and,  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with 
Oonatitutional  usage  for  addresses  to 
Xr.  W.  ff.  Smith 
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be  received  from  recogaited  Political 
Associations  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
quite  in  accordance  with  Constitutional 
usage  tor  all  Associations,  politioal  or 
otherwise,  to  present  addresses  of  con- 
gratulation to  Her  Majesty,  prorided 
that  no  debatable  or  contentious  political 
matter  is  introduced  into  sucb  addresses. 
Numerous  examples  of  saoh  addresses 
from  Association  a  of  all  shades  of 
politics  have  occurred.  No  oxoeption 
could  be  taken  to  tbe  language  of  the 
address  from  tbe  Primrose  League. 

Mr.  p.  STANHOPE :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quote  any  single  prece- 
dent to  iuBtify  bis  statement? 

Mh.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  furnish  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
examples. 

PUBUC  BU8INE8S  —  THE  CRIMINAL 
LAW  AMENDMENT  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  SHAW  LGFEVUE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked  tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury,  Whether  the  GoTemment  will 
make  arrangements  for  suspending  the 
third  reading  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  until  opportunity 
shall  bars  been  afforded  to  that  House 
of  discussing  and  deciding  upon  any 
Amendments  which  may  be  made  to  the 
Irish  Land  Law  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Commons  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
unable  to  enter  into  any  arrangement 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  tbe 
character  suggested. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTIONS  ON 
THB  BBOOKE  ESTATE,  COOLGBEANT, 
CO.  WEXFORD. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.)  :  On  Tues- 
day I  asked  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  burn- 
ing of  a  house  during  the  evictions  on 
the  Brooke  estate  ?  I  wish,  as  a  further 
Question  on  the  same  matter,  to  ask  him. 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  direutad 
to  a  paragraph  in  the  letter  of  a  corre- 
spondent in  TA»  BaU  Hall  Oattlt  this 
evening,  that — 

Fat  Orennell,  the  tenant,  awore  that  he  was 
concealed  in  hia  own  house  when  he  heard  a 
voice  Bay  three  times, '  Put  the  match  to  it,'  and 
that,  bemg  then  in  fear  of  being  burnt  ^Uve, 
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hs  cried  'Police,'  and  tbat  police  came  and 
drajfged  faim  out.  Rotiett  Hart  airoTe  that 
whils  conoaalsd  in  the  orchard,  12  ^ardi  from 
tho  house,  he  aaw  Captain  Hamilton  g^  thiough 
the  mgtion  of  rufabinf^  a.  match  upon  hi »  leg, 
then  step  upon  some  eld  limber,  lift  the  edge  of 
the  thatch,  insert  eomethiDg,  press  the  thatch 
doiTD  again,  and  that  a  few  seconds  afterwards 
flre  bnnt  out  from  theplaoe.  Matthew  Cunan 
■wore  the  •ame,  bo  did  Bartholomew  Kavanagh, 
and  seTeml  witeeaiea  heard  a  ooaatable  exclaim 
with  an  oath,  '  HamittoD  has  set  fire  to  the 

whether  these  facta  occurred  before  the 
Sheriff  had  taken  posBeaaion  of  the 
houae;  and  whether,  in  spite  of  this 
testimony,  Captain  Slacke,  B.U.,  said 
tbe  QoTerament  would  not  prosecute, 
and  would  not  isi>ue  a  warrant  for  the 
arreat  of  Captain  Hamilton  ? 

The  CHITEF  SECBBTABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BAifooa)  (Manchester,  E.):  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  me  any  Na> 
tioe  of  this  Question  I  would  have 
brought  down  the  actual  words  of  the 
information  in  the  telegram  I  have 
received  on  this  anhject.  I  understand 
there  was  no  injury  done  and  no  hard- 
ship inflicted  by  the  burning  of  the 
house  on  any  individual;  and  it  was 
not  known  whether  the  burning  was  the 
result  of  accident  or  not.  With  regard 
to  the  authority  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man hae  quoted,  if  tbe  correspondent  is 
the  same  gentleman  who  was  corre- 
spondent for  Th»  Pail  Mall  OaMtU  at 
Bodyke,  the  fact  of  his  holding  a  certain 
opinion  is  no  ground  why  it  should  be 
entertained  by  anybody  elee. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  saya  there  was  no  hardship  in- 
flicted on  any  individual  by  the  burning 
of  the  house.  He  has  not  answered  my 
Uuestion,  whether  the  house  burned  was 
the  tenant's  house,  and  whether  the 
Sheriff  had  taken  possession  ?  He  haa 
cast  doubt  on  the  credibility  of  my 
witness;  but  he  has  abstained  from 
answering  the  Question.  ["Order!"] 
Surely  I  am  enticed  to  an  answer  to  a 
Question  on  a  very  important  matter.  Z 
ask  him  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by 
this  correspondent,  that  these  men  came 
forward,  and  are  prepared  to  swear  to 
the  facts  I  have  read ;  and  that  the  Besi- 
dent  Magistrate  refused  to  give  an  op- 
portunity to  investigate  the  matter,  and 
stated  the  Government  would  not  prose- 
cute? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB :  I  gave  the 
hon.  Member  all  the  information  in  n^ 
jiover;    he  gave  me  no  Notice,   and, 
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therefore,  I  oannot  supplement  the 
answer.  I  must  point  out,  however, 
that,  OS  in  the  cose  of  Bodyke,  a  large 
number  of  pure  fabrications  were  sent 
over  to  this  country — [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 
What  were  they  ?]  —  and  Queations 
asked  about  them  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  as  even  the  most  in- 
geniouB  Besident  Magistrate  cannot  fore- 
see what  particular  story  will  he  the 
subject  of  inquiry,  it  is  impossible,  with- 
out Notice,  for  those  responsible  in 
this  House  for  the  conduct  of  Irish 
affaire  to  keep  themselves  abreast  of 
every  Question  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
may  ask.  But  if  tbe  hon.  Member  will 
put  down  his  Question  Z  will  endeavour 
to  make  myself  acquainted  with  the 
facts, 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  will  put  the  Qoes- 
tion  down  for  Monday. 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  the  reports  that 
oame  from  Bodyke  were  fabrications.  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  was  all  through  the 
eviction  campaign  and  that  every  one  of 
them  was  true. 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

Da.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  the  stories  were  more  a  fabrica- 
tion than  the  story  of  the  Galway  mid- 
wife? 

Mb.  SFGAKEB:  Order,  order! 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  W.  E.GLADSTONE  (Bdinbni^h, 
Mid  Lothian)  asked,  if  the  Government 
oould  state,  presuming  that  the  second 
reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  would 
be  got  rid  of  to-night,  what  Estimates 
womd  be  taken  in  Supply,  and  whether 
a  Vote  on  Account  would  be  taken  F 

Thb  EIBST  LOED  of  thb  TEEA- 
8TJET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Assuming  that  tiie  Lrish 
Land  Law  Bill  is  read  a  second  time 
to-night,  it  is  intended  to  proceed  with 
Supply  to-morrow  at  a  Morning  Sitting, 
ana  to  ash  for  a  Tote  on  Account  for  the 
remaining  Civil  Service  Votes.  It  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
obtain  a  Vote  on  Account  for  these 
Services  without  further  delay.  It  is 
then  intended  to  proceed  with  Supply — 
the  ordinary  Civu  Service  Supply — to- 
morrow at  the  9  o'clock  Sitting.  It  ifl 
proposed  to  take  the  Nav;r  Estimates  on 
Monday  next ;  to  deal  with  Supply  on 
Tuesdajr  and  Wednnday;  and  to  go 
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into  Oommittee  on  the  Irish  Land  Law 
BUI  on  TbuTsdaj ;  bo  that  there  wilt  be 
an  interval  of  a  week  for  hon.  Gentlemen, 
if  they  thinlc  fit,  to  pat  dowD  Amend- 
ments. 

IRISH  hkSH  liAW  BILL. 

Hb.  DILtON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Seoretarj  to  tho  Lord  Lieuteiiant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  oould  lay  on  the 
Table  that  evening  his  proposala  with 
regard  to  the  glebe  purchasers  and  the 
purchaserB  under  the  "  Bright  Clauses  " 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  so  that  the 
Irish  Members  might  have  an  oppor- 
tnnity  of  conaultiag  the  people  in  Ireland 
who  were  interested  in  these  matters? 

The  OHIEF  8ECIlETABY(Mr.A.J. 
BAifonB)(Manchester,  E.),inreplj,8aid, 
he  could  not  put  the  proposals  down  for 
a  few  days;  but  would  do  so  as  soon  as 
possible. 

EGYPT- SIR    HENRY    DRUMMOND 
WOLFF'S   MISSION. 

Ma.  BHYCE  (Aberdeen,  SJ^asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Vote  on  Account  would  cover  the 
current  a^enaes  of  6ir  Henty  Dram- 
mond  WotfTs  Mission? 

The  FII18T  LOKD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  WestminBtsr) :  The 
Tote  on  Account  must  make  proviBion 
for  the  Civil  Services  for  a  month  or  five 
weeks;  but  I  am  not  aware  whether  it 
will  indude  the  ourrent  expenses  at  the 
Mission.  Bat,  under  any  ciroumatanoea, 
there  will  be  a  substantive  Vote  on  the 
Miseion — within  a  very  short  interval  of 
time — when  the  subject  to  which  the 
hoD.  Member  refers  can  be  rused. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bbtob, 

Thr  TJNDBB  secretary  of 
STATE  FOB  FOKEiaN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jameb  Fbboussoh)  (Manohester,  E.) 
said,  it  was  imposBible,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  Account  Department,  to  say 
whether  the  Vote  for  Sir  Henry  Dmm- 
mosd  Wolff's  Miasion  was  exhausted  or 
not ;  but  he  certainly  would  inform  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  before  the 
Vote  on  Acooont  came  on. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  give  the  House  as  mnoh 
information  as  lie  oould  in  the  course  of 
the  evening  {  but  it  was  not  possible  to 
C^va  an  answer  off-hand  to  the  Quea- 
tum. 

Jfr.  r.  S.  Bmik 


COAL  MINES,  &c.    REGULATION   BILL. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked,  when 
this  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  thk  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminater)  Baid,  ha  wae  under  an  en- 
gagement not  to  take  the  Bill  on  Friday. 
It  might  be  done ;  but  he  promised  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  good  Notice  of  the 
day  on  which  the  Bill  was  proposed  to 
be  taken,  with  the  view  of  concluding 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
bon.  Q-entlemen  who  were  interested  in 
the  meausure  would  confer  with  the 
Home  Secretary  with  the  view  of  de- 
creasing the  number  of  Amendments  on 
the  Bin,  and  so  save  the  time  of  the 
House. 

EMPLOYERS"  LIABILITY  BILL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)  asked.  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  definitely  abandoned  the  idea 
of  introducing  the  Employers'  Liability 
Bill  this  Session  ? 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  ;  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say  so. 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL-THE  DEBATE 
OF  JULY  12— CORRECTION. 
Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  when  he  spoke  in  the  debate  on 
the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill,  he  mentioned 
that,  along  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Derry  (Mr.  Lea),  he  received  a 
Resolution  in  favour  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  from  the 
Ulster  Tenants'  Defence  Association. 
He  received  the  Resolution  just  before 
entering  the  House ;  but  he  now  found 
that  it  was  from  a  Special  Committee, 
oomposed  mainly  of  prominent  members 
of  that  AsBociation,  and  not  from  the 
Association  itself. 

OESSES    OF   THE  BAT. 

IRISH  LAND  LA\^  BILL  [Urdi\. 

[Bill  308,] 

{Mr.  A.  J.  Bi^auT.) 

8Kxnn>  BEADiNo.    [adjoitbmbd  debate.] 

I  THIBD  iriQHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [  1 1  th  JulyJ, ' '  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  aeoond  bme," 
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And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queation,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  this  House,  taking  into  view  the  circumBtancea 
set  forth  in  the  Report  oE  the  Royal  CommieaioD 
of  1886  on  the  Land  Acta  ot  1881  and  1885,  and 
the  racommeodations  of  that  Commiaeion,  is  of 
opinion  that  no  Bill  for  amending  the  Lawa  re- 
latJng  to  Land  in  Ireland  con  be  satisfactory 
■whit^  shall  not  provide,  not  only  for  entitling 
leaseholders  to  the  henefita  ot  the  Lani  Act  of 
1881,  hat  aUo  for  affording  each  means  for  the 
reTiaioQ  of  thejadicial  rants  under  that  Act,  as 
Till  meet  the  exigencies  created  by  the  heavy 
f&U  in  agricultural  values  since  the  pasting  of 
the  Act,  — (Ur.  CampMI-Baiinermait,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  pro  posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Queetion." 

Debate  rtiumed. 

Loao  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
(Faddington,  8.) ;  Kr.  Speaker,  ae  I 
have  not  reutured  this  Session  to  ad- 
dress the  House  at  any  length,  or,  in- 
deed, at  all  with  an;  observations  on 
Irish  affairs,  and  finding  the  House 
once  more  in  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question — which  is  to  me  not  alto* 
gether  unfamiliar  ground — I  hope  I 
may,  without  undue  preBumptloD,  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  brief 
period  while  I  offer  some  observations 
on  the  subject.  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  make,  with  some  boldness,  this 
proposition,  that  we  have,  in  our  deal- 
ings with  Irish  land,  arrived  at  a  very 
critical  period.  We  have  before  us  an 
opportunity,  which  Parliament  may  or 
may  not  be  able  to  avail  itself  of  ;  but 
it  does  appear  to  me  that  we  have 
arrived  at  a  point  where  the  roads  seem 
to  part,  and  where  it  is  possible  for  Par- 
liament to  follow  the  road  of  inaction, 
or  of  failure  to  legislate  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Land  Question — a  road  which, 
I  believe,  will  lead  to  immeasurable 
tumult  and  immeasurable  disorder  in 
Ireland-^a  state  of  things  iu  which  the 
last  state  of  Ireland  will  be  worse  than 
the  first.  Or  we  may  be  able  to  follow 
now  a  road  which,  it  wisely  followed 
and  adhered  to,  might  lead  to  the 
amelioration  and  to  a  vast  improvement 
of  agricultural  afi^airs  in  Ireland.  In 
these  matters,  we  should  be  careful  to 
avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  unnecessary 
conflict;  and  it  is  for  that  reason — view- 
ing the  situation  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  and  the  surrounding  cir- 
oumstanees — that    I    respectfully,    but 
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very  earnestly,  deprecate  the  Amend* 
ment  which  has  been  brought  before 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Usmber 
for  tlie  Stirling  Burghs  (Ur.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman).  It  appears  to  me  that 
that  Amendment  raises  altogether  a 
false  issue,  and  does  what  I  both  de- 
plore and  deprecate— that  is,  it  raises 
unnecessary  conflict,  and  it  forces 
Parties  in  this  House  to  range  them- 
selves on  this  question  in  sharp  opposi- 
tion ;  and  I  fancy  the  general  disposition 
of  the  House  to  be  not  to  so  range  it- 
self. What  is  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
On  that  principle,  I  imagine,  there  will 
be  considerable  agreement.  I  take  that 
principle  to  be  this — that  it  is  absolutely 
nacesaary  in  the  interests  of  Ireland  and 
of  the  United  Kingdom  generally  that 
relief  should  be  afforded  by  legislation 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  that  that 
relief  should  take  the  form  of  remedy- 
ing those  defects  and  applying  those 
shortcomings  which  have  been  proved, 
and  are  admitted  to  be  proved,  to  exist 
in  the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
I  will  make  one  general  assumption, 
which  will  bo  the  foundation  of  all  that 
will  follow  in  what  I  say.  It  may  be 
considered  a  large  assumption.  I  think 
it  is  undeniable  that  there  is  a  general 
desire  among  all  Parties  to  find  some 
way,  if  possible,  of  coming  together  in 
order  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  That,  I  take  it,  is  the 
position  of  the  (Government;  and  I  say 
it  is  absolutely  certain  that  it  must  be 
the  desire  of  the  Government.  It  is 
absolutely  idle,  and  seems  to  me  almost 
extravagant  to  impute  to  the  Qovern- 
ment  bad  motives,  want  of  intentions, 
and  want  of  benajidei  in  this  matter.  I 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if 
there  is  any  method  conceivable  to  the 
mind  which  would  more  alleviate  the 
anxieties  of  the  Government,  and  more 
remove  difficulties  from  their  path,  than 
legislation  that  might  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Irish  tenants.  I  come  now  to  the 
regular  Opposition,  and  I  cannot  for  a 
moment  suppose  that  it  would  be  dis- 
agreeable to  them — on  the  contrary,  I 
think  it  would  be  agreeable — that  the 
defects  and  shortcomings  of  that  great 
Act  of  1881,  where  those  defects  are 
proved,  should  be  remedied  and  settled 
in  a  manner  agreeable  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Irish  tenantry.  Well,  then,  I  come 
to  the  Irish  Party;  and  of  this  I  am 
perfsctly  certain,  that  whatever  may  be 
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th«ir  riewB  with  regard  to  the  future 
govamment  of  Ireland,  whatever  ma; 
D8  their  views  aa  to  the  nature  of  the 
treatment  which  that  question  has  re- 
ceived from  this  aide  of  the  House, 
still,  when  the;  remember  how  critical 
is  the  oosdition  amongst  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland,  and  how  greatly  the 
Irish  tenantry  are  supposed  to  be  in 
their  chaive  and  under  their  protection 
the;  will  diamisa  from  their  minds  ever; 
thought  but  one— how  the;  can  extract 
from  the  general  wisdom  and  deeire  of 
Parliament  such  a  settlement  as  ma; 
improve  the  condition  of  those  whom 
they  think  look  for  protection  and  sup- 
port. Therefore,  I  do  not  think  it  ia  an 
extravagant  propoaition  when  I  sa;  that 
the  foundation  of  m;  observations  will 
be  that  there  is  a  general  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  provide  a  aatisfac- 
tor;  settlement  of  thie  matter — a  Par- 
liamentar;  settlement  of  this  matter, 
rather  than  b;  a  Part;  settlement.  That 
being  so,  I  pause  for  one  moment  to 
allude  to  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, as  it  seems  to  be  supplied  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Ma;o  (Mr.  Dillon)  on  Tuesda; ;  and  I 
would  address,  in  view  of  what  I  have 
alread;  asid,  a  remonstrance  to  the  hon. 
Member  with  regard  to  a  certain  line  of 
observation  which  he  made.  He  quotod 
from  Lord  Salisbury's  speech  a  passage 
in  which  Lord  Salisbur;  invited  from  all 
quarters  comments,  advice,  and  Amend- 
ments—[Mr.  Dillon  :  Stated  that  he 
had  invited.]  Yes ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  Lord  Salisbury  did  not 
invite  comments  and  advice  from  the 
Irish  Members.  Well,  I  oan  see 
nothing  in  the  apeeohof  Lord  Salisbury 
on  this  question,  and  I  am  sure  there 
was  nothing  in  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Seoretar;  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour) 
the  other  night,  that  should  give  an; 
cause  whatever  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
suppose  that  the  advice  and  opinions  of 
the  Irish  Members  on  the  Irish  Land 
Question  would  not  be  received  with 
attention  by  the  Government.  I  am 
sure  of  this,  though  I  do  not  profess  to 
have  an;  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
feelings  of  the  Government,  exoept  what 
I  have  gathered  from  their  attitude  and 
their  apeeohes  in  this  House,  that,  what- 
ever the  feelings  of  the  Government 
ma;  be  on  the  matter,  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain that  there  are  very  man;  Members 
on  this  aide  of  the  House  who  are  not 


prepared  to  allow  the  heated  contro- 
versies upon  this  great  'Question  in  which 
we  have  been  engaged  to  diaturb  their 
minds  to  such  an  extent  as  to  prevent 
them  from  hearing  with  attention,  and 
receiving  with  all  care  and  considera- 
tion, the  opinions  and  proposals  for  the 
relief  of  the  Irish  tenants  which  may 
emanate  from  those  whose  an thorit;  and 
experience  on  the  subject  qualif;  them 
to  offer  suggestions  to  Parliament.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to  aa;  this — 
that  I  think  it  ia  only  due  to  the  House 
and  to  themselves  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers should,  on  this  very  difficult  ques- 
tion, make  suggestions  of  a  much  more 
definite  character  than  an;  which  they 
have  yet  made  to  the  House.  There  is 
one  very  disagreeable  and  gloomyfeature 
in  the  sitnation,  and  that  ia  the  time  of 
year  at  which  we  have  arrived.  Now, 
this  is  the  situation.  Wo  have,  itseema 
to  me,  reached  a  period  of  the  year  at 
which  anything  like  prolonged  contro- 
versy has  become  (umost  impossible. 
There  is  an  absolute  necessity  for  the 
Government — a  necesait;  sven  in  limint 
— to  legislate  on  the  anbjeot  of  Irish 
land  before  the  Session  olosea.  That 
necessity  is  imposed  upon  them,  not  only 
by  their  pledges,  but  b;  their  official 
responsibilities.  I  oan  imagine  no  more 
terrible  and  odious  task  than  for  the 
Irish  Government  to  have  to  administer 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill,  which  has  passed  through  this 
House,  and  la  now  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  unless  the  administra- 
tion of  it  is  made  easier  by  the  passing 
of  a  measure  for  the  redress  of  the 
erievancea  of  the  Irish  tenants;  and, 
therefore,  even  having  regard  to  the 
administration  of  the  Cnminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill  itself,  it  is  almost 
absolutely  and  imperatively  necessary 
for  the  Government  now  to  legislate  on 
the  subject  of  Irish  land;  ;et  I  admit 
that  I  think  that  the  Government  are  to 
be  commended  for  having  adhered  so 
frankly  and  faithfully  to  the  pledges 
which  they  gave  some  time  ago  with 
respect  to  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion, because  one  could  hardl;  ima- 
gine a  stronger  temptation  than  that 
which  is  presented  to  a  Government 
to  shirk  a  labour  of  this  kind  at  this 
time  of  the  year,  and  to  delay  the 
ful61ment  of  their  pledges.  But  that 
temptation  has  been  resisted,  and  for 
that,  I  think,  some  measure  of  pratsg 
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is  due  to  the  GoTemment.  But  vrbile 
this  imperative  necesaity  for  legialataon 
on  the  Irish  Land  Question  exists,  an- 
other inexorable  fact  imposes  a  limit 
upon  oar  legtslatioii  on  the  matter,  and 
that  is  the  period  of  the  Session  which 
we  hare  reached.  We  hare  come  to  a 
time  of  the  Session  when,  I  assert  with 
considerable  confidence,  it  is  not  within 
the  range  of  physical  posaibilitr  that 
hotl;  contested  and  hotly  opposed  le^s- 
lation  should  be  carried  through  Parlia- 
ment. The  legislation  which  Oorem- 
ment  con  carry  through  Forlioment  at 
this  time  of  the  year  may  be  beneficial 
in  the  highest  degree,  but  I  think  it 
must  be  legislation  in  its  nature  and 
essence,  founded  upon  the  consent  and 
agreement  of  all  Parties;  and  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  possible  for  the  majo- 
rity of  this  House,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  Irish  land,  or,  perhaps  with 
regard  to  any  other  legielatire  question, 
to  impose  its  will  upon  a  strongly  re- 
sietiag  minority.  But  I  am  not  at  all 
clear  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
do  BO,  even  if  it  were  pojsible.  Perhaps 
the  great  fault  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
and  the  origin  of  all  the  difficulties 
under  it,  arises  from  the  fact  that  it  was 
forced  upon  the  Conservative  minority 
and  also  upon  the  Irish  minority  by  the 
neatstrength  of  the  Liberal  Party  of  that 
day.  Therefore,  whether  having  regard 
to  what  is  physically  possible,  or  to  what 
is  politically  expedient,  legislation  as  to 
the  Irish  Land  Question  must,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  founded  upon  the  agreement 
and  consent  of  all  Parties  in  this  House. 
l£ay  I  than  be  allowed  to  examine  very 
cursorily  and  very  rapidly  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  in  the  light  of  the  reasonable 
probability  which  exists  as  to  that  gene- 
ral assent  and  agreement  being  arrived 
at,  And  I  do  not  hold  that  I  am  de- 
parting from  the  custom  of  the  House  in 
giving  a  cursory  examination  to  the 
dauses  of  the  Bill,  viewing  them  col- 
lectively and  separately,  as  the  seoond 
reading  is  practically  the  only  occasion  on 
which  such  an  examination  can  be  made 
by  a  Member  of  Parliament.  If,  then, 
I  glance  as  rapidly  as  I  can  at  the  clauses 
in  order  to  discover  the  possibility  of 
agreement,  I  find  as  follows: — The  Ist 
olauae  received  a  good  deal  of  approval 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  £ast  Mayo 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Bnssell),  both  of  whom  are 
epeciaUy  tenants'  Bepresentatives ;   but 


both  of  them  object  to  the  restriction 
upon  Clause  1.  I  find  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  agreeing  with  those  hon. 
Members  in  their  objection  to  those  re- 
strictions. Id  agreeing  with  their  ob- 
i 'action,  I  am  only  agreeing  with  many 
riah  landlords  and  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  as  we  have  it  now 
admitted  that  a  great  mistake  waa  made 
in  the  Land  Act  of  I8SI  by  excluding 
leaseholders  from  the  operation  of  that 
Act,  I  think  that  our  reparation  for  that 
mistake  should  be  full  and  complete. 
And  as  a  reparation  we  should  not  en- 
deavour  to  mar  the  effect  of  this  Bill, 
or  to  spoil  its  general  operation  by  re- 
striotions  which  do  not  seem  to  rest  on 
sny  strong  or  solid  ground.  If  you  are 
redressing  grievances  among  the  people, 
there  is  no  greater  mistake  than  the 
one  which  this  House  baa  often  made, 
but  which  I  hope  in  this  instance  it  will 
cease  to  make,  to  give  with  one  hand  and 
to  withhold  with  another;  and  I  am 
told  on  hi^  authority  that  if  the  restric- 
tions on  Clause  1  are  maintained  by 
Parliament,  the  effect  would  be  to  ex- 
clude almost  half  of  the  leaseholders  of 
Ireland  from  tha  operation  of  the  Bill. 
That,  I  believe,  would  certainly  not 
fulfil  the  intention  of  Parliament,  or  of 
the  Qovernment ;  and  I  feel  confident 
that  after  discussion  in  this  House  and  in 
Committee  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  agreement  on  that  point — at 
least,  I  cannot  imagine  why  there 
should  be  any.  Then,  aa  to  Clauae  2, 
that  1b  altogether  approved  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  to  Clause  3  much 
the  same  remark  applies.  Now  we 
come  to  Clauae  4.  Here  I  differ  from 
a  Gentleman  of  great  authority,  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  ;  but  I 
am  not  impressed  with  the  benefits 
of  Clauae  4,  I  have  the  greaUwt 
possible  doubt  whether  that  clause  will 
work  in  the  way  that  I  am  oertun  the 
Government  wiab  it  to  work.  I  am 
aware  that  the  defence  of  that  clause  by 
the  Government  ia  not  only  an  honest  and 
a  genuine,  but  a  very  plausible  defence ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  should  greatly 
fear  to  entrust,  not  to  Irish  landlords, 
but  to  their  land  agents  and  attorneys, 
the  powers  that  would  be  given  by  that 
clause.  I  would  only  put  one  question 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Fiiit  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  this  point.  I  put  it 
especially  to  him,  because  I  understand 
that  he  will  represent  the  Goremment 
?  p  8  \Thwdmshi.'\ 
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in  the  debate  to-night,  and  because  I 
know  to  my  certain  knowledge  that  he 
!■  more  acquainted  with  Iriui  matters 
than  any  of  the  Colleagues  who  sit  round 
him.  Surely  it  is  within  the  knowledge 
of  many  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  of 
many  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  for  years 

Slid  a  close  attention  to  the  Irish  Land 
uestion.  Therefore,  I  put  this  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Qentlemsn  that 
he  may  judge,  in  the  only  way  that  he 
can,  not  only  as  to  the  merits,  but  the 
dangers  of  Olause  4.  What  would  the 
state  of  Lreland  be  at  the  preseot  mo- 
ment if,  in  the  course  of  the  last  autumn 
and  winter.  Clause  4  had  been  the  law 
of  the  land  ?  I  bare  little  doubt  that 
the  state  of  things  would  have  been  this 
— that  one- quarter,  or  perhaps  one-half, 
of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  wouhl  have 
been  caretakers  at  present ;  and  the 
great  remissions  of  rent  which  have 
been  made  by  the  landlords  would  pro- 
bably not  have  been  made,  because  of 
the  irresistible  pressure  that  would  have 
been  put  upon  them  by  their  agents  or 
their  attorneys  If  Clause  4  of  this  Bill 
had  been  the  law.  The  state  of  things 
would  have  been  appalling,  and  such  as 
one  dreads  to  contemplate.  Whether 
the  First  Lard  of  the  Treasury  agrees 
with  me  in  that  or  not,  it  is  evident  that 
Clause  4  will  he  hotly  opposed,  and 
would  lead  to  protracted  controversy. 
I  could  not,  therefore,  find  it  in  my 
power  to  condemn  severely  any  pro- 
tracted opposition  to  the  olause,  which 
seems  to  me  to  come  within  that  cate- 
gory of  l^station  which  it  is  not  in  the 
limits  of  physical  possibility  to  proceed 
with  at  this  penod  of  the  year.  For  that 
reason  alone,  I  would  counsel  the  Go- 
vernment again  to  examine  with  great 
closeness  and  minuteness  the  operation 
of  the  olause,  and  take  advice  from  dis- 
interested quarters,  and,  if  possible,  to 
lighten  the  Bill — as  they  undoubtedly 
will  to  a  most  considerable  extent — by 
omitting  that  clause  &om  the  Bill  alto- 
gether. The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
will  observe  that  Clause  4  is  a  very  long 
clause.  It  takes  uptwo  whole  pagesof  the 
Bill.  Therefore,  my  advice  to  him  is  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  with  regard  to  it, 
and  I  think  my  advice  is  really  practi- 
cable, when  I  counsel  that  the  Oovero- 
ment,  if  they  possibly  cancometothatcon- 
cluaiou,  should  withdraw  it.  I  now  come 
*o  Clause  5,  as  to  which  there  is  no  oppo- 


sition,  and  which  is  a  beneficial  clause. 
Clause  6  also  excites  Tin  opposition,  but 
aa  to  which  the  hon.  Member  tor  South 
Tyrone,  with  a  great  deal  of  justice, 
urged  the  extension  of  its  operations.  I 
do  not  think  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
will  excite  prolonged  controversy  in  the 
House.  It  may  be  carried  out  without 
exciting  Party  heat.  Clauses  7  up  to 
19  are  clauses  connected  with  the  pur- 
chase of  land,  and  I  do  not  imagine  that 
these  clauses  will  excite  any  hostility  at 
at.  As  to  Clause  19  I  have  a  word  to 
say.  I  object  to  it,  not  on  the  grounds 
put  forward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
but  for  economical  reasons.  I  suppose 
that  in  it  you  take  powers  to  strengthen 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  I  am  not  taking 
objection  to  that.  Tou  propose  to  add 
three  new  Members  to  the  Court.  Well, 
I  suppose  the  object  is  to  enable  the 
Court  of  Appeal  to  overtake  the  arrears 
of  appeals  which  come  before  it.  But 
what  do  I  find  in  Ireland  f  I  find 
arrears  of  official  business  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  undoubtedly ;  but,  look- 
ing at  it  from  a  purely  economic  view,  I 
think  it  is  very  advisable  that  the  arrears 
should  not  be  allowed  to  accumulate, 
but  they  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
present  judicial  staff,  which  is  now 
largely  underworked  and  largely  over- 
manned. I  feel  strongly  about  it,  and 
I  say  this — if  you  have  judicial  arrears 
you  ought  to  apply  your  judicial  staff 
which  is  underworked  and  over-manned, 
and  your  appointments  of  three  or  four 
new  men  will  be  unnecessary.  And  an- 
other thing  to  be  considered  ia  this  con- 
nection is,  that  you  will  relieve  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  andtbelrishOoTemment  and 
Dublin  Castle  from  the  task,  which  they 
cannot  undertake  without  exciting  the 

freatest  amount  of  criticism  and  hostility, 
do  not  believe  also  that  it  is  la  the 
power  of  this  Front  Bench,  or  of  that 
Front  Bench  if  they  were  in  Office,  to 
strengthen  the  Court  of  Appeal  by  fresh 
appointments  from  one  political  Party 
or  the  other,  without  calling  down  upon 
either  Party  the  fiercest  condemnation 
from  rival  Parties  in  Ireland.  I  urge 
the  Government,  therefore,  to  consider 
whether,  in  the  amending  of  this  clause, 
they  cannot  make  a  considerable  saving 
in  utilizing  the  superfluous  and  super- 
abundant strength  of  the  Irish  Judicial 
Bench.  So  much  for  Olause  19.  Now, 
I  come  to  a  clause  which  gives  me  a 
little  pleasure — Clause  20;  and  here  I 
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really  cannot  reEraia  from  giving  a  little 
nudge  and  a  pinch  to  mj  tight  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  I  think,  muet  have  alumhered 
soundly  when  the  clause  was  put 
into  the  Bill,  I  invite  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  special  attention  to 
it.  I  invite  him  to  contrast  it  mth  the 
Bub-eection  introduced  into  the  Land 
Actaf  1881,  I  invite  him  to  estimate 
the  total  amount  of  unnecessary  charge 
which  it  will  put  on  the  public.  When 
he  has  done  that,  then  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  I  have  said  all  that  is  necee- 
Bary,  and  that  he,  being  the  vigilant 
guardian  of  the  public  purse,  will  come 
down  to  the  House  and  propose  himself 
to  omit  Clause  20  from  the  Bill,  It  is 
unnecessBiy  to  detain  the  House  on  that 
point.  I  oouie  next  to  Clause  21,  and  I 
again  advise  the  Goverument  to  recon- 
sider their  position  with  regard  to  this 
clause ;  because  I  believe  that  if  they  do 
consider  that  position,  they  will  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  will  do  more 
injustice  than  justice  by  pressing  the 
clause.  I  expect  you  will  find,  in  cases 
where  an  Irish  landlord  has  lands  unlet, 
in  innumerable  cases  it  will  be  impos- 
sible to  relieve  him  &om  the  charges  of 
management,  and  if  you  cannot  relieve 
him  you  have  no  right  to  relieve  him 
from  the  rates  for  local  expenses.  But 
I  wish  to  remind  the  Government,  and 
especially  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  the  Skye  landlords  were  in 
almost  an  analogous  dif&cultyto  the 
Irish  landlords.  In  many  cases  they  got 
no  rent  for  their  farms  for  a  very  long 
time,  and  when  they  thought  of  refusing 
to  pay  the  local  rates,  not  only  did  the 
Oovemment  come  down  upon  the  Skye 
landlords  with  all  the  powers  of  the  law, 
but  they  were  told  that  the  proposal  to 
relieve  them  from  the  rates  was  perfectly 
ridiculous  and  absurd.  They  were 
ordered  to  pay  them,  or  to  submit  to  the 
penalty  of  nou'payment,  I  see  no  reason 
why  yon  should  extend  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords a  totally  ditTerent  and  a  much 
more  favourable  treatment  than  was  ex- 
tended  to  the  Skyo  landlords,  and  only 
a  very  short  time  ago.  As  to  this 
Clause  21,1  would  say  that  it  seems  to 
be  a  olaase  which  is  likely  to  excite  euch 
long  diecuBsion,  and  to  arouse  such 
strong  opposition,  that  unless  the  Go- 
vernment are  of  opinion  that  its  provi- 
sions are  absolutely  dictated  by  the 
highest  poesiblo  principles,  they  would 


do  wisely  to  omit  it  from  the  Bill.  Now 
I  come  to  Clause  22,  which  provides  for 
conferring  on  County  Court  Judges 
lai^  powers  of  equitable  jurisdiction 
with  regard  to  claims  by  landlords  for 
arrears  of  rent,  and  I  am  hound  to  say 
that  I  find  this  a  most  valuable  clause, 
and  much  more  valuable  than  the  Irish 
Members  seem  to  think.  It  is  valuable 
for  three  reasoss.  In  the  first  place, 
the  application  of  the  clause  must  tend 
to  diminish  harsh  and  unreasonable 
evictions.  I  believe  that  most  of  the 
evictions  in  Ireland  take  place  for 
arrears  of  rent  for  two  or  more  years ; 
and,  therefore,  to  arrest  evictions  on 
the  ground  of  non-payment  of  arrears 
ofrent  is  most  valuable.  But  the  clause 
is  most  valuable,  also,  because  it  gives 
to  the  County  Court  Judges  the  power 
to  make  an  equitable  composition. 
{JlQtne  RuU  criu  of"  No,  no ! "]  I  think 
it  does.  It  gives  them  very  great  power 
indeed  with  regard  to  spreading  pay- 
ment over  a  very  long  period,  and  this 
practically  amounts  to  a  composition  for 
arrears.  It  is  also  extremely  valuable 
because  it  affords  to  the  House  a  basis 
for  the  expansion  of  its  provisions. 
Allow  me  to  pass  from  that.  Then  I 
come  to  clauses— no  less  than  10  of  them 
— of  great  length,  which  provide  for 
relief  being  given  to  certain  tenants  in 
Ireland  by  means  of  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy. I  hope  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site willnot  think  that  any  remarkslmake 
on  this  subject  are  prompted  by  a  spirit 
hy  which  reaUy  they  are  not  dictated, 
and  will  not  twist  or  distort  them  from 
the  purpose  to  which  tbey  are  directed. 
I  conceive  that  no  more  difficult  subject 
could  well  come  before  a  Government 
than  the  question  of  how  they  might 
most  speedily  and  effectually  remove  the 
present  dif&cultios  in  Ireland.  I  can 
imagine  that  the  Government,  balancing 
one  proposition  with  another,  might 
light  on  a  proposal  which,  at  first  sight, 
might  not  command  the  assent  either  of 
the  House  or  of  the  country,  and  I  can- 
not admit  that  any  blame  attaches  to  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  even  if  these 
clauses  should  not  receive  the  assent  of 
Parliament,  or  even  if  Parliament  should 
put  pressure  upon  the  Government  to 
alterthem.  With  regard  to  these  clauses 
I  must  say  I  see  immeuse  difficultiea, 
and,  subject  to  the  maturer  and  better 
judgment  of  the  Government,  there  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  objections  to  them  alto- 
inirdmght.^ 
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under  OlansflSI  jou  give  the  Land  Gom- 
tnissioD  power  to  create  a  vhole  army  of 
valuers,  wbo  may  be  paid  what  theTrea- 
sur;  thinks  £t,  and  I  know  how  impotent 
the  Treasury  is  to  limit  their  remunera- 
tion. Whether  on  the  ground  of  this 
unneceesarjpublio  expenditure,  whether 
on  the  ground  of  the  strong  temptationn 
to  jobber;  and  improper  appointmenta, 
which  JOU  offer  to  a  system  which  is 
not  able  to  resist  temptation  of  that  cha- 
racter, X  say,  on  one  of  these  grounds 
or  another,  eren  if  there  were  no  other 
objection  to  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses, 
almost  insurmountable  objections  caa 
be  raised  against  them.  Then,  as  far  as 
I  can  make  out,  under  Clause  25  yoa 
propose  that  the  County  Court  Judge 
shall  be  responsible  in  the  minutest  de- 
tail for  the  agrioultural  management  of 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  acres 
of  Irish  land.  Power  ie  also  given  to  the 
Official  Assignee  to  interfere  with  the 
holdioe  for  18  months.  Now,  can  any- 
thing be  more  prepoeterous  than  that 
you  should  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  the  agricultural 
management  of  innomerahle  holding, 
and  that  yon  should  expect  in  such  cir- 
cumstances that  agriculture  could  pos- 
sibly flourish  ?  Then  look  at  the  enor- 
mous temptations  you  offer  to  fraud.  I 
see  endless  openings  to  collusion  between 
landlord  and  tenant — endless  induce- 
ments to  both  tenants  and  landlords  to 
act  in  collusion  in  order  to  mislead  the 
Courts  of  Justice  which  you  hare  created. 
That  is  a  very  simple,  and  everyone  will 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  an  ex* 
tremely  probable,  result.  There  is  one 
more  objectioo — there  are  hundreds,  but 
I  will  not  dare  to  mention  them  all— and 
the  one  other  objection  I  wish  to  men- 
tion is  the  utter  want  of  finality  about 
the  Bill.  What  is  going  to  be  done  at 
the  end  of  1 8  months  ?  As  for  ss  I  can 
out,  at  the  end  of  1 8  months,  even 
suppose  your  Bankruptcy  Clauses  come 
into  operation,  and  can  be  carried  out 
in  the  way  you  suggest— at  the  end  of 
those  1 8  months,  during  which  the 
Official  Assignee  will  have  in  bis  posses- 
sion the  resources  of  the  tenant,  the 
state  of  things  will  be  fifty  or  a  hundred 
times  worse  than  it  is  now.  Yes ;  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  during  that  time 
an  immense  proportion  of  the  resources 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Official  Assignees.  How, 
then,  at  the  end  of  that  period,  can  the 


gether  in  surmountable.  My  chief  objec- 
tion is  based  upon  the  morality— or 
rather,  I  should  say,  the  immorality — of 
driving  or  inducing  a  large  portion  of 
the  community  to  have  recourse  to  bank- 
ruptcy for  relief  from  their  debts.  Un- 
doubtedly, a  great  deal  of  our  legislation 
in  regard  to  Ireland  has  not  been  di- 
rected toraieingthefibre  and  strength  en - 
ingtheoharacCeroftbepeople.  |  "Hear, 
hear  !  "from  tht  7'r«aiurt/  Bmeh.l  Ah, 
but  you  who  have  made  that  objection 
— with  which  I  entirely  agree — are  you 
taking  steps  to  formulate  legislation  of 
a  different  kind?  Are  you  quite  certain 
that,  by  these  10  clauses,  you  are  not 
doing  more  to  lower  the  moral  tone  of 
the  Irish  people,  when  you  invite  them, 
as  it  were,  into  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy ?  That  is  an  objection  which  has 
been  taken  before;  but  it  is  an  objection 
to  a  plan  which,  if  passed,  may  have 
disastrous  consequences  to  the  moral 
tone  of  the  people.  But  there  are  other 
objections  to  the  clauses.  I  take  it  that 
these  clauses  must  produce  an  innumer- 
able mass  of  litigation.  Think  how  much 
more  prosperous  and  bow  much  better 
cultivated  Ireland  would  have  been  if 
you  could  get  back  from  the  lawyers  the 
thousandsandtenaofthoueandeofpounds 
which  in  recent  years  have  Sowed  from 
the  pockets  of  the  tenants  and  the  land- 
lords into  the  pockets  of  the  lawyers. 
That  is  a  stupendous  matter.  Is  it  not 
time  to  be  extremely  careful  about  taking 
any  steps  in  Ireland  which  shall  pro- 
mote a  great  additional  mass  of  litiga- 
tion ?  Not  only  do  you  provide  that  any 
number  of  tenants  almost  can  have  re- 
course to  these  bankruptcy  proceedings, 
but  you  admit  an  appeal  in  each  single 
proceeding.  That  alone  will  give  to  the 
House  an  idea  of  what  is  likely  to  be 
the  mass  of  litigation  which  will  arise  in 
the  course  of  these  proceedings.  Then 
look  at  the  machinery.  Again,  I  cannot 
help  referring  to  my  economical  grounds. 
Again,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  slumbered 
whilst  this  Bill  was  being  drawn.  Look 
at  the  army  of  officials  it  is  proposed  to 
create.  Under  Clause  26  you  give  to 
the  Irish  Lord  Ohaneellor  a  power  which 
I  would  give  to  no  Irishman,  and  cer- 
tainly not  to  an  Irish  Lord  Chancellor — 
namely,  the  power  to  employ  almost  any 
number  of  briefless  barristers,  who  will 
undoubtedly  be  highly  paid,  to  assist  the 
County  Court  Judges.  If  ore  than  that, 
Itri  Randolph  Chwchilt 
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tenant  be  in  a  better  position  than  he 
was  before  ?  He  must  be  in  an  infinitely 
worse  position,  and  the  object  of  your 
Bill,  vnich  is  to  put  the  tenant  in  a  better 
position  at  the  end  of  the  18  months, 
will  not  be  attained.  Then  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said,  and  rightly 
enough,  that  the  OoTemment  look 
upon  this  Bill  as  only  a  temporary 
Bill,  and,  in  fact,  as  a  medm  vieendi, 
until  a  much  larger  Bill  of  Purchase 
shall  be  brought  into  operation.  Now, 
[  do  not  believe  there  is  any  question 
more  fall  of  inextricable  oomplioations, 
more  lai^e,  more  widespread ing,  more 
likely  to  arouse  the  fiercest  Party  oon- 
flicts  in  this  House,  than  the  question  of 
Land  Purchase  in  Ireland.  It  is,  I  think, 
a  question  which  must  not  only  be 
brought  before  Parliament,  but  which 
will  involve  the  fate  of  more  than  one 
Qovemment  and  possibly  of  more  than 
one  Parliament.  Areyouwisein  think- 
ing, and  in  basing  your  proposal  on  the 
thought,  that  it  will  be  sufficient  to 
l^sUte  for  16  months,  ^nd  that  at  the 
end  of  18  months  your  larger  measure 
will  come  into  operation  ?  That  appears 
to  me  extremely  dangerous,  and  there- 
fore I  do  not  think  the  House  ought  to 
be  guided  for  one  moment  in  consider- 
ing this  Bill  by  the  fact  that  a  larger 
Bill  may  come  into  operation.  There  is 
another  point.  I  epoke  of  the  large 
numbers  who  will  take  advantage  of 
this  Bill,  and  I  am  completely  confirmed 
in  that  view,  not  only  by  the  machinery, 
the  vaet  maohinory,  which  the  Govem- 
meat  have  proposed  for  dealing  with  a 
number  of  cases  likely  to  come  int-o 
Court,  but  also  by  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  the  other 
night.  So  far  as  I  can  recoUeot  the 
speech,  it  was  to  the  effect  that  there 
were  200,000  tenants  who  had  had  their 
rents  fixed,  of  whom  a  large  number 
were  on  the  brink  of  insolvency.  My 
noble  Priend  said  that  you  must  pro- 
vide some  machinery  which  will  not 
only  &ee  them  from  tneir  debts  to  their 
landlord,  but  also  from  their  debts  to 
their  other  creditors.  It  is  obvious  that 
the  noble  Lord  contemplated  that  the 
large  number  of  200,000  will  come  into 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  But  suppose 
there  are  only  two-thirds  of  this  num- 
ber? Then  some  lfiO,000  tenants  will 
have  recourse  to  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy.   Further,  aa  far  as  I  read  the 


Bill,  I  am  distrustful  of  every  limitation. 
Other  tenants  beside  those  who  have 
had  their  rents  fixed  can  go  to  the 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  there  is  no  rea- 
son why  300,000  tenants  should  not 
have  recourse  to  it.  Mark  also  what 
induoements  you  offer  them  to  do  so,  for 
you  relieve  them  not  only  of  their  debts 
to  the  landlords,  but  of  all  their  debts. 
Further,  you  put  a  premium  upon  the 
tenants  who  come  into  bankruptcy  and 
you  put  a  penalty  on  the  tenants  who 
keep  out.  You  say  that  in  the  course 
of  next  year  you  are  goin^  to  bring  in 
a  great  Purchase  Bill  which  will  settle 
the  Irish  Land  Question.  But  when  you 
bring  in  that  Bill,  it  is  quite  on  the  cards 
that  then  half  the  tenants  of  Ireland  will 
be  in  the  throes  and  agonies  of  bank- 
ruptcy. How  can  you  propose  an  ad- 
vance of  public  money,  for  that  must  be 
made  under  a  Bill  of  this  description, 
on  any  reasonable  basis  to  an  enormous 
number  of  people  whom  by  your  legis- 
lation you  nave  invited  to  come  into 
bankruptcy  f  It  seems  to  me  you  are 
endeavouring — only  tbe  assumption  is 
too  absurd — to  build  up  a  great  system 
of  national  credit  upon  a  widespread 
foundation  of  national  insolvency.  Now, 
there  was  a  proposal  with  respect  to 
bankruptoy  which  came  before  me  last 
year,  It  was  a  proposal  which  I  under- 
stood St  the  time  and  still  believe  origi- 
nated with  the  right  hen.  Member  Rir 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
Iain).  But  it  was  a  very  different  pro- 
posal from  the  present  one,  though  even 
then  I  did  not  see  my  way  to  agree  to 
it.  I  understood  the  proposal  to  be  this 
— that  certain  provisions  for  the  relief 
of  debtors  which  are  sometimee  acted  on 
in  this  country  might  be  extended  with 
benefit  to  certain  of  the  smaller  tenants 
of  Ireland  in  such  a  way  that  the  name 
and  stigma  of  bankruptcy  should  not 
necessarily  apply.  But  it  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  uie  proposals  in  the  present 
Bill.  Certainly,  I  do  not  see  the  objec- 
tions which  my  right  hen.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  sees  to  it 
My  right  hon.  Friend  says  that  we  oould 
not  grant  the  tenants  relief  without  at- 
taching to  them  the  stigma  of  bank- 
ruptoy, and  the  reason  he  gives  is  that 
such  a  Dourse  has  not  been  pursued  in 
any  other  country  in  the  world.  Well, 
that  is  the  oddest  reason  for  any  Minister 
to  give  for  not  doing  a  certain  thing  in 
regard  to  Ireland  that  I  ever  heard.    I 
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think  there  waa  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
for  the  proposal,  though  I  also  see  some 
objections  to  it.  Why  notf  Look  at 
your  dealings  with  Irish  land,  and  tell 
me  whelher  in  any  country  in  the 
world  you  can  point  to  any  analo- 
gous proceedings  to  those  of  the  last 
10  years  with  regard  to  Irish  land? 
It  is  no  argument  at  all,  if  the  sugges- 
tion is  good,  to  say  that  it  cannot  be 
tried  because  it  baa  not  been  attempted 
before.  However,  in  any  case,  I  think 
there  would  be  considerable  objection  to 
a  proceeding  of  that  kind.  I  come  now 
to  what  appears  to  me  to  be  the  enor- 
mous difficulty  of  the  situation,  to  those 
Members,  at  any  rate,  who  wish  to  see 
a  satisfactory  settlement  arrived  at.  Our 
difficulty  is  this— there  is  no  alternative 
proposal.  The  Bankruptcy  Clauses,  to 
use  an  expresaion  which  has  beoome 
classical,  "hold  the  field."  If  you  omit 
your  Bankruptcy  Clauses  and  do  not 
expand  Clause  21,  your  Bill  will  not 
afiord  any  adequate  relief  to  the  Irish 
tenants.  If  some  substitute  is  not  sug- 
gested, your  time  will  have  been  alto- 
gether wasted,  and  FarliaiseDt  will  have 
made  another  abortive  effort.  I  say, 
moreover,  that  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
for  a  private  Uembor  to  suggest  an  alter- 
native proposal.  What  is  it  that  makes 
it  almost  an  act  of  folly  on  the  part  of 
private  Members  to  suggest  any  alterna- 
tive proposal  ?  That  impossibility  arises 
from  the  constant  attitude  of  the  Irish 
Members  on  these  questions— an  atti- 
tude which  I  will  venture,  I  hope  with- 
out exciting  their  indignation,  to  de- 
scribe. Ths  Irish  Members  have  a  way 
of  coming  down  to  the  House  and 
stating  Irish  grievances  with  great  force 
and  colour;  those  grievances  lose  nothing 
at  their  hands,  except,  perhaps,  some  of 
that  close  communication  with  fact  which 
the  statement  of  a  grievance  ought  to 
maintain.  Their  case  is  generally  stated 
with  immense  force  and  colour,  but  with 
great  exaggeration,  and  English  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  are  gene- 
rally ready  to  admit  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  truth  in  the  grievances  laid  before 
theHouse.  But  what  happens?  Eaglish 
Members  are  fuolish  enough,  unwise 
enough,  inexperienced  enough  to  admit 
the  g^evance,  and  they  submit  a  remedy ; 
the  admittance  of  the  grievance  is  seized 
upon,  hut  the  remedy  is  denounced  as 
ridiculous  and  absurd,  with  all  the  Par- 
liamentary force  of  the  Irish  Forty. 
£erd  I'aitdelfh  ChureMll 


The  admission  of  the  grievance  is  not 
only  seieed  upon  and  made  much  of, 
but  it  is  used  against  you,  sometimee 
with  most  terrible  and  fatal  conse- 
quences. I  would  illustrate  that  asser- 
tion by  what  occurred  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Billon) 
declared  that  no  settlement  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question  could  bo  of  the  smallest 
value  unless  a  general  admission  were 
made  that  all  prices  had  fallen,  and 
that  no  Bill  could  have  the  emallesteffect 
on  the  land  difficulty  that  does  not  reduce 
the  judicial  rents  40  or  50  per  cent. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  made  no  such  state- 
ment; I  said  nothing  that  could  bear 
such  an  interpretation.  I  only  said  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
had  understated  the  extent  of  the  Irish 
grievances. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  apologize  to  the  House  for  having 
misrepresented  the  hon.  Member.  I  am 
delighted  that  he  should  correct  me  in 
the  manner  which  he  did.  I  only  in- 
tended to  use  what  I  thought  was  a  fair 
and  correct  illustration,  to  show  the  use- 
lessness  of  making  alternative  proposals 
for  tbe  remedy  of  Irish  grievances.  I 
would  suggest,  acting  upon  what  I  said 
before,  that  I  think  it  their  duty  to  make 
definite  suggestions  upon  the  point.  I 
say  this — suppose  the  Irish  Members 
were,  on  their  own  authority  and  re- 
sponsibility, to  suggest  such  an  expan- 
sion of  Clause  21— [Oim  o/"  Clause 
22"] — well,  the  Equitable  Jurisdiction 
Clause — as  would  give  to  the  Judge  not 
only  tbe  power  of  dealing  with  rents, 
but  of  composing  rents,  and  replacing 
on  an  equitable  footing  rente  fixed  be- 
fore ;  well,  no  one  could  prophesy  what 
would  take  place.  I  would  not  be  so 
foolish  or  presumptuous  as  to  prophesy 
what  would  be  the  fate  of  such  a  pro- 
posal ;  but  of  this  I  am  sure — that  it 
would  not  only  commend  itself  to  tbe 
very  careful  consideration  of  the  Houss, 
but  wouldj  if  electioa  were  permitted 
between  it  and  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, outweigh  and  outbalance  and 
displace  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses.  What 
would  be  the  efi'ect  of  that  ?  Why,  the 
Billwouldbelightened  by  one-half ;  the 
Bankruptcy  Clauses,  which  must  inevi- 
tably excite  not  only  doubt  and  distrust, 
but  protracted  opposition,  would  disap- 
pear from  the  Bill,  and  the  Committee 
upon  the  measure  would  be  immeasur- 
ably relieved.  But  we  have  no  such  pro- 
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poaition  before  us,  and  the  fact  ia  that 
the  clause,  which  muat  eiclte  doubt  and 
distrust,  is  without  alternative.  I  will 
DOW  indulge  in  another  proposition.  I 
suppose  a  suggestion  that,  in  view  ol 
the  f^eat  aad  general  grievances,  re- 
cognized in  the  House  on  all  sides,  a 
certain  fall  in  prices  had  rendered  a  cer- 
tain namber  of  rents  unfair,  instead  of 
fair — I  sappoae  that  in  view  of  that  fact, 
and  in  order  to  alleviate  the  suffering  of 
the  Irish  tenantry,  and  to  reduce  the 
mass  of  litigation  which  must  arise,  Irish 
Members  should  suggest  that  power 
should  be  given  to  a  I^d  Court  to  re- 
view generfQiy  certain  rents  all  over  Ire- 
land, on  a  large  scale,  according  to  the 
different  counties,  and  to  make  an  order 
that  certain  reductions  should  take  place, 
counterbalancing  the  fall  of  prices  which 
is  admitted  to  have  occurred,  and  giving 
as  asafeguard  to  the  landlords  the  power 
of  showing  cause  before  the  County  Court 
Judge  or  Court  of  Appeal  why  the  reduc- 
tion should  not  operate  upon  apartioular 
holding.  Such  a  course,  I  think,  would 
not  be  impracticable,  although,  of  course, 
great  objection  could  be  raised  against 
it.  But  I  take  this  course  and  compare 
it  with  the  Bankruptcy  Glauses,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it 
would  be  far  superior  to  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  clauses  which  I  have 
named.    But  we  have  no    alternative 

fut  before  us  by  hon.  Members  from 
reland,  or  from  any  other  quarter, 
which  will  allow  us  to  deal  with 
it ;  and  I  say  that,  viewing  the  neces- 
Kty  for  legielatioD,  the  imperative 
necessity  which  is  imposed  upon  the 
Government  to  give  relief  to  the  Irish 
tenanta,  if  no  alternative  proposal, 
backed  up  by  sufficient  authority,  is 
made,  I  shall  be  forced,  greatly  as  I 
dislike  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses,  and  in- 
surmountable as  are  my  objections  to 
them,  to  vote  for  those  clauses,  rather 
than  run  the  risk  of  giving  no  relief  at 
all  to  the  tenants.  That  I  find  to  be 
the  position,  and  I  think  it  is  really 
wortny  of  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  if  the  object  be  to  establish 
some  large,  comnlete,  and  final  settle- 
ment— some  settrement  which,  at  any 
rate,  shall  he  final  as  far  as  the  fixing  of 
rent  is  concerned.  I  have  only  one 
more  point  to  bring  before  the  House. 
I  hold  very  stron  gly  indeed  that  the  time 
has  arrived  and  is  propitious  for  taking 
into  consideration  the  position  of   the 


Irish  landlords  as  affected  by  the  former 
Land  Laws,  and  by  the  proposed  laws 
of  the  present  day.  I  do  think  there  is 
a  general  and  widespread  opinion  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  it  would 
not  be  inequitable  or  unreasonable  or 
impolitic  for  the  House  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  Irish  landlords  as 
affected  by  the  legal  reductions  of  rant 
— their  position,  I  mean,  in  connection 
with  settlements  and  mortgages.  I  wish 
to  press  most  urgently  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  adoption  of  soma  such  course 
as  that.  Of  course,  it  could  not  be 
carried  through  in  the  face  of  hostile 
and  bitter  opposition ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment, I  think,  might  well  test  the  temper 
of  the  House  upon  the  point.  Could 
they  not  devise  and  put  into  the  Bill 
some  clause  giving  power  to  the  Laud 
Court  to  review,  with  a  large,  equitable 
jurisdiction,  the  charges  and  mortgages 
on  an  estate  on  whi^  there  have  been 
judicial  reductions  of  rent  ?  Could  they 
not  give  that  Court  the  power  to  make 
certain  reductions  in  the  charges  and 
mortgages,  which  should  be  in  propor- 
tion with  the  reduction  of  rents  forcibly 
eS'eoted  by  Parliament?  I  make  that 
suggestion  in  the  interest  not  only  of 
the  Irish  landlords,  hut  also  of  the 
Irish  community  at  large.  It  is  not  to 
our  interest,  nor  is  it  our  business,  to 
ruin  and  extirpate  the  Irish  landlords ; 
neither  is  it  the  business  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  fieece,  and  ruin,  and 
extirpate  the  landlords,  who  might,  in 
certain  circumstances,  some  day  be  a 
class  doing  incalculable  benefit  and 
good  to  Ireland.  If,  therefore,  you  are 
determined  to  pursue  a  course  of  legis- 
lation which  will  give  substantial  redief 
to  the  Irish  tenant,  you  would  be  wrong 
and  unwise  and  unjust  if  you  left  out  of 
your  calculations  the  demand  for  relief 
of  the  Irish  landlord.  Those  are  the 
observations  which  I  wish  to  address  to 
the  House,  and  I  wish  to  thank  hon. 
Gentlemen  for  having  allowed  me  to 
make  them.  I  hope  that  I  have  not 
in  any  way  added  to  the  difficulty  of  the 
situation.  My  one  object  and  desire  has 
been  to  mitigate,  at  least,  if  I  cannot 
entirely  clear  away,  all  difficulties,  Bo  far 
as  I  am  able,  because  I  believe  that  if 
the  House  of  Commons  can  pass  a  Bill 
which  shall  deal  effectually  with  the 
most  pressing  grievances  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question  it  will  do  more  to  secure 
tranquillity  and  order  in  Ireland  than 
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conid  be  dons  by  any  other  Bill  whicb 
tlie  human  miad  can  devise. 

8iEWILLIAMHAEC0UBT(DerbyJ: 
We  have  listened  to  a  most  interesting 
and  iostructive  and,  I  will  venture  to 
say,  most  aatiafactory  speech.  If  we 
were  asked  to  give  a  second  reading  to 
the  Bill  drafted  bv  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  I  think 
there  would  be  no  opposition.  The 
noble  Lord  luis  invited  the  expression 
of  the  views  of  the  Government  upon 
the  statement  which  he  has  made,  and 
we  await  that  eipression  with  the 
greatest  interest.  If  they  are  prepared 
to  accept — I  do  not  say  in  every  detail, 
but  in  the  main— the  doctrines  laid 
down  for  their  guidance  by  the  noble 
Lord,  I  am  quite  sure  that  there  will  bo 
no  disposition  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  has 
performed,  with  all  the  skill  of  a  first- 
rate  sui^eon,  a  capital  operation  upon 
the  Bill  of  the  Oovernment.  The  ope- 
ration was  performed  under  chloroform, 
but  there  were  not  wanting  signs  to- 
wards the  end  that  the  efi'ects  of  the 
aneeathetio  were  wearing  off.  He  has 
cut  off  every  member  of  this  measure ; 
he  has  eviecerated  it  and  re-atuffed  it 
with  a  great  deal  of  new  and  good 
material.    He  has  told  us  that  he  ex- 


Bury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  is  the 
only  one  of  his  former  Colleiupies  who 
he  thinks  knows  anything  about  Ire- 
land. That  is,  after  all,  not  unna- 
tural, for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  did 
once  pay  a  visit  to  Ireland.  Aa  I  lis- 
tened to  the  noble  Lord,  the  thought 
struck  me  that  by  some  breach  of  con- 
fidence the  Amendments  that  we  intend 
moving  had  been  communicated  to  him. 
It  was  a  very  satisfactory  speech.  But 
what  a  pi^  it  is  that  that  speech  was 
not  made  laet  autumn. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
We  had  not  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion then. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  There 
were  persons  in  the  House  then  who  did 
know  something  as  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land if  he  did  not.  We  have  certainly 
progressed  since  last  autumn.  There 
was  then  a  Bill  brought  in  vhich  con- 
tained almost  all  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  left  of  this  Bill.  What  has  he  left 
of  it  ?  I  think  that  if  Clause  1  is  en- 
Zerd  Randolph  Churchill 


tirely  altered  so  that  the  limitations  to 
it  are  removed,  and  if  Clause  22  is  made 
entirely  different  to  what  it  is,  and  if  all 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  are  out  out,  and 
if  something  proposed  by  the  Irish 
Members  be  put  in,  then  the  noble 
Lord  is  prepared  to  recommend  this 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  has  invited  and 
almost  implored  the  advice  of  the  Irish 
Members.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  lan- 
guage from  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  will 
not  say  of  him  what  I  am  obliged  to 
say  of  the  Government — that  by  every 
form  of  calumny  and  insult  they  have 
rejected  and  repudiated  the  advice  of 
the  Irish  Members.  It  signifies  not  on 
what  question  it  be — whether  on  the 
political  or  land  government  of  Ireland 
— if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  or  any  one  of  bis  Party  make 
suggestions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen),  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr,  A.  X  Balfour) 
jump  up,  and  with  their  organ,  7A« 
TiiM»  newspaper,  give  but  one  answer 
— "Ton  are  the  companions  of  asaaa- 
ains."  It  is  upon  that  assertion  that 
you  are  trying  to  win  public  support, 
and  that  you  are  losing  it.  Last  autumn 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  introduced  a 
Bill  that  would  have  admitted  100,000 
leaseholders  to  the  benefits  of  the  Land 
Act.  [Mr.  T.  W.  BussELL :  No.]  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  de- 
nounced that  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  opposed  it  just  beoauae  it  did  not  do 
that. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCODRT;  The 
Bill  distinctly  provided  for  the  admission 
of  leaseholders,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
objected  to  some  of  the  other  details  he 
could  have  endeavoured  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  Committee  as  he  now  proposes  to 
do  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  Why  is  it 
that  he  takes  a  different  course  now  ? 
He  has  warned  the  Government  that 
unless  they  do  justice  to  the  leaseholders 
Ulster  will  be  lost  to  the  Union.  I  dare 
say  it  wilt ;  but  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber probably  saw  a  still  greater  danger 
— namely,  that  he  himself  would  be 
brought  to  the  Unionist  Party.  How 
did  yon  treat  that  Bill  which,  with  your 
majority,  you  could  have  amended  as 
you  like  ?  The  men  who  now  sit  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  denounced  the  Bill,  and 
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the;  Bet  up  the  Home  Secretary  to  state 
that  it  was  not  within  the  moral  compe- 
tence of  an  honeatParliamenttomedale 
in  any  way  with  the  aettlement  of  1881. 
The  Qovemment  took  up  an  attitude  of 
n«npottumu»  and  of  complete  refusal  to 
modify  in  any  way  that  aacred  eettle- 
ment.  What  part  did  the  Liberal 
Unionists  take?  I  heard  with  great 
satisfaction  the  speech  of  my  right  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woat  Birming- 
ham (Ur.  Joseph  Chamberlain)  the 
other  night;  but  last  autumn  when  the 
faon.  Afomber  for  Cork's  Bill  was  brought 
forward,  he  was  basking  among  his 
flowers  and  in  the  smiles  of  his  hon. 
Friend— I  forget  the  constituency  he 
lepresoDts— I  mean  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  three  acres  and  a  cow.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  HeuiT  James)  was  also  absent,  but 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bos- 
sendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
the  Bill  was  denounced.  Yet  now  it 
had  been  stated  by  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  sittingon  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  this  Bill  goes  further  than  the  Bill 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  Cork. 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  fob  IRE. 
LAUD  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  If  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man refers  to  me,  what  I  said  was  that 
this  Bill  was  more  comprehensire  than 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT : 
think  it  was  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  who  made  the 
statement  I  refer  to.  However,  alt  this 
is  very  encouraging.  It  shows  progress. 
One  of  these  days  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
OF  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  or  the  noble 
Lord. the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  SBoretary,  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  will  get  up  and  say  in  in- 
troducing their  Home  Sula  Bill  that  it 
goes  further  than  the  miserable  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone). 
Let  us  therefore  take  oomfort.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  that  we  must  in  oonsidering 
this  Bill  hare  regard  to  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland,  and  he 
sud  the  landlords  formed  a  weak  and 
unpopular  class.  He  added,  in  bis 
osnaf  courteous  and  generous  spirit,  that 


I  was  naturally  the  sworn  friend  of  the 
opponents  of  any  unpopular  class.  If 
he  referred  to  tho  Government  he  was 
not  far  wrong.     That  they  are  an  un- 

Sopular  class  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
eny,  aud  my  opposition  to  themisquite 
natural.  But  when  he  says  that  the 
Irish  landlords  are  weak  I  am  at  issue 
with  him.  They  have  the  Government 
and  30,000  bayonets  at  their  hacks. 
They  have  still  a  giant's  power,  and 
both  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1861  pro- 
ceeded upon  the  basis  that  Parliament 
could  not  trust  the  Irish  landlords  to  do 
justice  to  their  tenants ;  that  certain  re- 
strictions ought  to  be  imposed  on  them  ; 
and  that  if  due  restrictions  were  not  im- 
posed there  would  inevitably  be  illegi- 
timate combination  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants.  We  told  you  last  year  tiiat 
your  refusal  to  legislate  on  the  basis  of 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  the  immediate  oause  of  the 
Flan  of  Campaign,  of  which  you  com- 

filain  BO  muw.  Now,  how  have  the 
andlords  of  Ireland  need  that  powers? 
I  have  not  wantonly  introduced  tiiis 
matter  into  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill ;  but  it  belongs  to  the  subject  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Cibiei  Secretary 
himself  says.  He  has  started  with  the 
extraordinary  theory  that  admitting  the 
bebaviourofthelrishlandlord  has  been 
different  from  that  of  the  English  it  is 
because  you  have  put  him  in  a  different 
position  from  that  of  the  English  land- 
lord ;  but  before  1870  be  was  in  the 
exact  position  of  the  English  landlord, 
and  it  was  because  ho  had  abused  that 
power  so  grossly  that  yon  were  oom- 
polled  to  pass  that  Act.  After  1870 
he  used  every  ingenuity  to  defeat  that 
measure,  and  when  he  found  he  was 
unable  to  confiscate  the  improvements  of 
the  tenants  in  one  way  he  proceeded  to 
do  so  in  another  by  raising  their  rents. 
In  1881  you  fixed  fair  rents  by  law,  he- 
cause  yon  could  not  trust  the  Irish  land- 
lord to  fix  a  fair  rent.  You  gave  the 
tenant  fixity  of  tenure  to  prevent  the 
landlord  from  evicting  him  unjustly; 
and  you  established  free  sale,  be- 
cause if  you  had'  not  done  so  by  laW| 
then  the  landlord  would  have  pro- 
ceeded to  take  advantage  of  the  ten- 
ant  in  that  respect.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  this  Bill  ?  If  you  can  trust 
the  Irish  landlord,  why  are  you  going 
to  re-open  leases  ?  You  are  not  going 
to  do  it  in  England.    Thousands  of  Eng. 

IThirdlf^l't-'] 

D,g,t,ze:J.V  Google 


8^3 


irwA  Xani 


{OOMUONS^ 


Zau>  Ml. 


821 


lish  laniUords  have  mode  fair  allovances 
to  their  tenants.  Whj  do  you  compel 
the  Irish  landlords  to  have  a  revision  of 
lent  7  Why,  because  you  cannot  trust 
them.  Why  have  you  got  an  Equity 
Clause  ?  Because  you  cannot  trust  the 
Irish  landlord.  You  say,  when  you  hear 
of  shortcomings  in  this  Bill—"  Oh,  it  is 
true  we  do  not  provide  for  everythioK, 
but  trust  the  Irish  landlord  ;  you  only 
put  exaeptional  cases,  he  is  sure  to  show 
mercy  and  to  do  justice."  Lord  Salis- 
bury made  a  remark  in  his  speech,  which 
I  tmnk  showe  that  frank  cynicism  which 
ie  characteristic  of  him.    He  said — 

"  I  gpraatljr  doubt  whether  the  condact  of 
any  large  class  is  gnided  in  the  Iodr  ruD  by 
abything  but  an  apprecistion  of  their  ova 
iatcrerte." 

That  is  quite  true;  and  it  ia  more  true  of 
the  Irish  landlords  than  of  the  members 
of  any  other  class.  Then  Lord  Salis- 
bury proceeds  to  show  that  it  is  to  their 
interest  to  get  rid  of  the  tenants  es  a 
burdensome  obligation,  and  then,  with 
the  utmost  inconsistency,  he  makes  this 
appeal — 

"I  think  we  must  look  to  the  holders  of 
property  in  Jrelaud  from  high  and  patriotic 
motiTBi  to  exerciae  some  restraint." 
What  is  the  nee  of  making  that  appeal  ? 
I  have  on  this  subject  the  authority  of 
the  faon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who 
spoke  on  this  argument  of  whether 
abatements  had  been  or  would  be  made 
by  the  landlords  in  Ireland  ?  What  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  say  ? 
He  sud — 

"  It  was  no  answer  to  say  that  the  case  had 
been  met  by  reductions  giveu  by  landlords.  In 
the  South  and  West  it  was  an  answer  where 
the  landlords  had  givoa  abatomentB,  and  where 
intimidatiou  had  done  its  work,  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  a  scandal  that  this  should  be  the  case. 
Ulster  was  precisely  the  province  where  these 
reductioDS  had  not  oeen  made." 
That  is  to  say,  where  the  National 
League  has  had  the  power  reductions 
have  been  made ;  but  in  Ulster — loyal 
Ulster — where  there  is  no  fear  of  bad, 
passion,  where  everybody  is  good,  and 

fieaceful,  and  admirable  —  there  the 
andlords  make  no  abatement.  That  ia 
the  testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  There  ia  one  very  re- 
markable piece  of  evidence  which  I 
ahoald  like  to  road,  although  I  do  not 
wish  to  overweight  the  House  with  quo- 
tations. Here  is  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Waine,  who  was  the  agent  for  Lord 
Oosford's  estate,  given  before  the 
Sir  IFtllium  ITareourt 


Oowper  Oommission.  I  believe  that 
Lord  Gosford  is  not  an  exceptionally 
bad  landlord,  but  a  very  fair  specimen 
of  a  good  Irish  landlord.  His  agent 
was  a^ked — 

"  Do  you  think  that  the  arrears  now  due  are 
caused  by  any  inability  on  the  part  of  the  ten- 
anttopayf'  Answer.  — "  I  amafraid  in  many 
cases  thay  are."  "Have  you  given  an  abate- 
ment T"  Answer. — "  Not  on  the  judicial  rents 
since  1881." 

He  admits,  therefore,  that  in  many  cases 
the  tenants  were  incompetent  to  pay,  and 
yet  no  reduction  was  g;iven.  Mr,  Waine 
went  on  to  say — 

"  I  consider  it  a  very  unwise  thing  for  any 
landlord  to  do,  because  ha  is  taken  advantage  of 
theverymoment  ho  does  it.  The  fact  of  abate- 
ments having  been  ^van  was  mentioned  in  the 
Land  Act,  and  I  thinli  if  the  landlord  gives 
abatements  now  it  will  be  said  that  he  con- 
sidered Ms  present  rent  was  too  much,  and  tbat 
fact  will  be  brought  into  argument  whan  it 
comes  to  purchase." 

Tea ;  the  landlords  of  Ireland  are  screw- 
ing and  keeping  up  rents  with  a  view  to 
the  purchase  of  their  estates,  to  which 
they  are  looking  forward.  That  is  what 
this  means ;  and  yet  this  ie  not  the  case 
of  an  eiceptional  landlord.  Mr.  Waine 
was  asked — 

"  And  you  do  not  think  that  the  landlord 
should  give  any  reduction  upon  the  judicisl 
rents?"  Answer.—"!  do  not  think  so." 
Question. — "  Audso  you  think  tbat  the  landlords 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland  are  acting  foolishly  ?  " 
Angwor. — ^"  If  I  was  a  landlord  I  would  not  do 
it."  Question.—"  Are  there  no  landlords  ia 
your  locality  who  have  given  some  reductions  F  " 
Answer. — "  Not  a  penny."  Queation. — "  It  is 
not  customary  ?  "  Answer.—  "  No." 
I  cannot  quote  this  evidence  at  length  to 
the  House,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentjeman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  said 
he  hsd  read  this  evidence  and  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  abatements  had 
been  generally  made.  I  come  to  the 
opposite  conclusion,  and  I  say  that  abate- 
menle  have  been  rare.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  tells  us,  they 
have  not  been  made  except  upon  the 
compulsion  of  the  National  League.  I 
may  be  allowed  to  read  to  the  House 
some  evidence  from  Glare,  which  has 
been  held  up  to  the  House  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  us 
being  a  particularly  bad  county.  It  ia 
the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Stacpoole,  a 
proprietor  and  agent  to  relatives  and 
friends  in  all  directions  in  the  County  of 
Clare.     He  is  asked — 
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AoawBt.— "Where  their  rents  were  not  judioUl 
I  gave  them  15  per  cent."  Queetion. — "But 
not  on  the  judicial  rents p"  Answer. — "Not 
on  the  judicial  rents,"  Question. — "  As  to  those 
who  are  not  paying,  do  you  think  they  c 
payF"  Anawer.— "In  the  majority  of  oasei 
think  they  could  pay.  There  are  some  f 
CBses  in  which  it  is  not  so."  Question.—" 
these  cases  do  you  intend  to  give  abatements . 
Answer.—^"  I  do  not  intend  to  giveabatameiitfl 
on  the  judicial  rents  at  all." 
That  is  the  kind  of  language  that  rans 
through  the  whole  of  this  Report.  Now, 
you  are  going  to  disarm  the  tenants  by 
your  Coercion  Bill ;  you  take  from  them 
their  only  protection  which  has  enabled 
them  to  get  abatements ;  what  are  yi 
going  to  give  them  in  its  place  ?  The 
landlords  plead  their  poretty  very  much 
as  the  apothecary  in  Somto  and  Juliet; 
but  I  should  have  more  sympathy  with 
that  plea  if  the  poverty  had  originated 
in  money  being  borrowed  on  mortgage 
for  the  improvement  of  their  estates; 
but  in  these  Irish  mortgages  how  much 
money  has  been  spent  upon  the  improve- 
ments of  estates  and  on  the  welfare  of  the 
rple?  The  landlords  borrowed  money 
the  improvement  of  their  estates,  but 
that  money  has  been  advanced  by  the 
tenants,  whom  they  evict  because  that 
money  has  been  spent.  The  Oovern- 
ment  talk  about  a  great  purchase  scheme 
as  a  remedy  for  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
I  doubt  whether  any  great  purchase 
scheme  ever  can  or  will  be  carried  in  this 
country.  For  party  and  politicalpurposes 
you  fouled  and  poisoned  that  ground  at 
the  last  Election.  Tou  never  can  have 
a  purchase  scheme  which  ^uts  one  single 
farthing  upon  the  English  Exchequer 
after  the  language  you  have  used  and 
the  manner  in  which  you  have  acted.  If 
you  are  going  to  make  a  scheme  of 
purchase  out  of  the  resources  of  Ireland, 
then,  I  tell  you  this,  that  if  you  are 
going  to  buy  the  land  in  Ireland  at  any- 
thing like  a  fair  market  price,  the  bank- 
ruptcy will  not  be  that  of  bankrupt 
tenants,  eis  you  now  propose  in  your 
Bill,  but  of  bankrupt  landlords,  because, 
if  these  landlords  sold  at  a  fair  price, 
they  would  not  have  enough  to  pay  the 
charges  on  it,  and  when  that  comes  to  be 
felt  you  can  only  carry  a  Purchase  Bill 
on  those  terms.  Well,  now,  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Kember  for  South  Paddington  just 
now,  are  only  illustrations,  enlarge- 
ments, confirmations  of  the  admirable 
speech  of   my  right  bon.   Friend  the 


Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannermau).  The  objeotiona 
made  to  this  Bill  may,  indeed,  be  said  to 
have  been  identical  from  every  quarter 
of  the  House.  There  has  not  been  a  de< 
fence  of  the  Bill  from  anybody.  Where 
is  there  a  person  who  has  a  word  to  say 
for  the  Bill  as  it  stands?  There  is  one 
point  on  which  I  will  say  a  word.  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  Ap< 
peal  Clause  is  a  very  dangerous  clause, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  reconsidered.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland  tried  to  fix  me  with 
Bo-ne  responsibility  for  it  on  account  of 
what  I  had  said  ol  the  treatment  by  the 
House  of  Lords  of  the  Commissioners  in 
1682.  I  repeat  again  the  censure  which 
a  great  majority  of  this  House  pro- 
nounced on  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  that  matter.  I  say  it  had  a 
most  injurious  effect  upon  the  working  of 
the  Land  Bill  of  1S81.  Webavehad  the 
misfortune  in  our  land  legislation  that 
in  no  Bill  that  we  had  produced  has  the 
House  of  Lords  failed  to  endeavour  to 
introduce  the  seeds  of  failure,  and  part 
of  that  failure  is  due  to  the  manner  in 
which  our  Bills  have  been  treated  by 
theHouseofLords.  What  did  the  House 
of  Lords  do  F  They  appointed  a  com- 
mittee of  vigilance  to  look  after  the 
Commission.  The  argument  upon  which 
Lord  Snlisbury  rested  himself  was  this — 
namely,  "We  never  understood  rents 
were  to  be  lowered ;  we  never  would 
have  passed  the  Bill  if  wo  had  thought 
BO ;  and  we  will  take  as  good  core  as  we 
can  that  they  shall  not  be."  Lord  Salis- 
bury then  attacked  the  Commissioners 
by  name,  and  added — "The  landlords 
of  Ireland  were  plundered  by  the  opera- 
tions of  a  packed  tribunal."  But  are 
you  quite  sure  when  you  have  consti- 
tuted your  court  of  appeal  there  may 
not  be  equally  violent  language  used, 
that  there  may  not  be  some  who  will  say 
that  the  tenants  are  being  "plundered 
by  the  operations  of  a  packed  tribunal  ?  " 
What  does  your  Friend  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  say  with  reference 
to  these  appointments  of  Irish  officials  ? 
He  says  that  "  the  recent  appointments 
in  connection  with  the  Land  Court  have 
filled  the  tenants  with  fear  and  dread ; " 
and  he  asks  whether  these  appointments 
would  be  left  to  the  "underlings  of 
Dublin  Castle,  who  would  wreck  the 
best  Oovemment  that  ever  lived  ? " 
Well,  there — on  the  Opposition  Beuohes 
[mrdytgU.'', 
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—  is  the  beet  Goverameut  that  erer 
Ured;  the;  are  being  wrecked  by  the 
onderlings  of  Dublin  OostlB.  Yst  the 
bon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  woa  tbi 
moat  oonstaot  and  rehement  supporter 
of  that  Coercion  Bill  which  is  to  be 
administered  by  those  very  underlings. 
Those  underlings  are  the  tools  of  Orange 
landlords  —  all  those  landlords  who 
mobbed  and  denounced  Earl  Spenoei 
when  he  was  in  Ireland  because  be 
would  not  do  their  will^-even  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Qoremment 
where  they  are,  very  much  as  the 
agents  of  flie  Orange  landlords  of  Ire- 
land. Well,  now,  it  is  quite  unneces- 
sary, after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
tor  me  to  go  into  details  upon  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  further  than  to  express  my 
entire  concurrence  in  almost  every  sen- 
tence he  expressed.  It  is  said  we  want 
to  throw  out  this  Bill.  We  do  not  want 
to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  We  have 
not  got  the  power  to  do  so  even  if  we 
had  the  will,  and  we  have  not  got  the 
will  if  we  had  the  power.  First  of  all, 
technically  speaking,  the  character  of  the 
Amendment  would  not  throw  out  the 
Bill,  but  it  mieht  throw  out  the  Oo- 
vemment,  whidi  is  a  more  important 
thing.  What  we  want  to  do,  in  concert 
with  the  right  bon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Faddington,  and  the  bon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  is  to  turn  the 
Bill  inside  out,  to  make  it  a  totally  dif- 
ferent Bill,  to  turn  out  all  the  bad  in  it, 
and  to  put  into  it  all  the  good  which  it 
does  not  contain.  For  that  purpose  it  is 
obvious  that  the  Bill  must  be  kept  alive. 
We  want  to  make  it  a  just  Bill,  instead 
ot  an  unjust  Bill;  a  real  Bill,  inetead 
of  a  sham  BiU.  Then  it  is  asked,  why 
do  you  move  an  Amendment?  WeU, 
everybody  who  has  any  knowledge  of 
the  House  of  Commons  knows  that 
you  cannot  have  a  debate  in  which 
attention  will  be  concentrated  on  the 
leading  features  of  a  Bill  unless  you 
have  Amendments ;  and  the  speeches  of 
my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birminghani,  and, 
above  all,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington  are  a  justification, 
in  my  opinion,  of  our  having  moved  the 
Amendment.  What  we  propose  is,  as  re- 
gards the  Ist  olause,  that  all  the  limita- 
tions should  he  struck  gut,  and  that  tbe 
operation  of  the  olause  should  be  in  the 
Sir  Willhm  Sarwurt 


option  of  the  leaseholder.  That  makea 
that  olanae  satisfaotory,  and,  so  far,  so 
good.  I  doubt  whether  the  noble  Lord 
has  left  anything  else  alive.  There  are 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  ;  but  after  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  those 
clauses  have  been  dead  for  some  days. 
They  died  from  the  ridicule  heaped 
upon  them  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Stirhng  Burghs.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Baltoitk  :  Hear,  hear!]  I  assume 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary is  a  respectful  mouroer  over 
these  clauses.  Now,  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham were  here  I  should  hare  made  an 
apology  to  him.  He  imputed  to  me  that 
1  had  charged  him  with  the  authorship 
of  the  clauses;  but  to  my  in  Quite  sur- 
prise the  noble  Lord  has  fixed  him  again 
with  the  responsibility,  and  I  cannot  re- 
concile the  two  accounts.  The  truth  is 
what  has  happened  reminds  one  of  the 
plays  of  Sheridan,  wherein  he  says  the 
gipsies  disfigure  the  children  whom  they 
have  stolen  in  order  to  make  them  pass 
for  their  own ;  and  so  I  have  no  doubt 
the  gipsies  of  the  Treasury  Beach  stole 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  and 
then  they  disfigured  them  in  order  that 
theymightpassthem  for  theirown.  The 
noble  Lord  has  alluded  to  the  Equity 
Clause ;  but  his  testimony  as  to  its  merits 
rested  rather,  I  think,  on  a  misappre- 
hension of  its  character. 

Loan  EANDOLPH  OHUECHII.L: 
I  said  it  was  a  most  valuable  clause.  I 
suggested  its  enlargement. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOIFHT :  I  quite 
agree  as  to  the  enlargement.  The  noble 
Lord  said  it  gives  power  to  the  Court  to 
give  a  composition.  But  it  gives  no 
such  power  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlord.  The  equity  supposes,  first  of 
all,  a  man  who  is  in  bad  circumstances, 
and  who  cannot  pay  his  rent— we  will  as- 
sume that  this  is  one  of  the  judicial  rents 
which  is  too  high — a  man  cannot  make 
immediate  payment,  he  goes  into  Court. 
What  is  the  equity  ?  That  he  shall  pay 
the  rent  that  ie  unfair  In  instalments. 
That  is  surely  only  like  renewing  an 
evil ;  yon  spread  it  over  a  time,  but  you 
do  hot  redress  the  injustice.  It  is  a 
farce  to  call  that  relief.  The  Court  has 
no  power  to  reduce  the  rent,  or  in  any 
degree  remove  the  arrears.  It  is  obvious 
that  will  not  prevent  evictions  at  all. 
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If  a  man  mokes  default  io  the  instal- 
ments the  eviotion  takes  place  at  once; 
and,  therefore,  this  ao-oalled  Equitjr 
Clause  has  predoua  little  equity  in  it  as 
it  stands. 

LoaD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
limng,  read  aa  follows  from  the  Bill: — 

"The  Court  mnT  put  a  stay  upon  the  eiecu- 
tioQ  of  tha  JDdgineDt  of  the  Court  far  such 
ttme  u  the  Court  thinks  reuonable,  and  the 
Court  may,  if  it  thinks  tit,  order  that  the 
arrears  o(  rant  and  the  costa,  or  such  sum  in 
MtUfaclion  thereof  as  may  he  agreed  upon  be- 
tween  the  parliea,  shall  be  p»id  by  such  in- 
stalments M  tho  Court  may  appoint." 
[  would  add  that  it  is  in  the  power  ot 
the  Court  to  spread  the  instalments  over 
a  quarter  of  a  century. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUKr  :  I  do 
not  see  what  benefit  it  is  to  a  man  to 
bave  instalments  of  an  unfair  rent  spread 
over  a  quarter  of  a  century  when  that 
unfair  rent  is  running  de  dig  in  ditm. 
We  condemn  it,  and  we  propose  that 
the  Conrt  shall  hare  the  power  of  fixing 
composition  on  the  basis  of  a  fair  rent, 
and  to  fix  a  fair  rent  in  the  future. 
Then  you  will  have  an  equitable  dauae. 
There  was  nothing  of  the  kind  now,  and 
the  clanse  will  do  nothing  whatever 
to  stop  unjust  erictions.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  what  he  said  about 
Clause  4.  It  is  a  most  mischievous 
clause.  Clause  4  is  onl^  meant  to  hide 
the  scandal  of  not  giving  any  redress, 
not  to  redress  the  evil.  It  is  not  to  cure 
the  sin ;  it  is  to  avoid  the  shame.  The 
consequoQoe  of  it  will  be  that  notices 
will  descend  on  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
like  fiakes  in  a  snowstorm.  Tou  will 
then  turn  all  theee  men  into  caretakers 
at  once;  and  then  you  think  you  have 
avoided  English  public  opinion  by  the 
process.  But  you  will  not ;  you  have  to 
evict  the  caretaker  in  the  end ;  it  will 
come  ultimately  to  eviction  ;  you  will 
only  postpone  the  evil  for  six  months ; 
and,  in  the  meantime,  you  will  have  en- 
couraged people  to  make  these  evictious, 
relying  on  the  facility  of  the  process 
and  also  on  the  Coercion  Bill ;  and 
the  consequence  will  be,  therefore,  that 
so  far  from  diminishing  evictions,  the 
Bill  will  greatly  increase  them.  There 
was  a  portion  of  the  noble  Lord'H 
speech  which  was  a  little  less  clear  than 
the  rest,  and  that  was  the  part  where  he 
Bpoks  of  the  Equity  Clause  applying  to 
the  insolyeut  tenant.  But  what  has  been 
demanded  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 


Birmingham,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stirling  District,  is  that  you 
shall  do  something  for  the  solvent  tenant. 
That  is  what  the  Cowper  Commission 
askedyoutodo.  Itwaenottosendthein- 
solvent  tenant  into  equity  or  bankruptcy. 
They  wanted  the  man  who  was  struggling 
to  be  honest,  and  who  could  pay,  but 
who  was  greatly  impoverished  by  ex- 
cessive rent,  to  have  some  remedy,  and 
an  opportunity  of  getting  a  fair  rent.  It 
is  necessary,  therefore,  that  you  should 
deal  with  these  cases.  Lord  Dunraven 
stated  that  this  Bill  did  nothing  for  the 
cases  commented  on  by  the  Cowper 
Commission.  The  bankruptcy  proposals 
of  the  Bill  are  so  futile  and  ridiculous 
that  they  are  not  worth  talking  about. 
Are  you  going  to  stay  eviction  against 
the  solvent  tenant?  Under  your  Bill 
you  must  fae  ruined  before  you  help 
him.  Injustice  to  this  man  will  be 
greatly  aggravated  fay  what  you  are 
going  to  do  to  the  leaseholders.  One  of 
the  great  defects  of  the  Act  of  1881,  I 
admit,  is  the  omission  of  the  tease- 
holders.  Why  ware  they  omitted  ?  In 
face  of  your  violent  opposition  the  Bill 
could  not  carry  any  more  weight,  and 
the  leaseholders  were  omitted.  You  are 
now  goiog  to  give  the  leaseholders  the 
benefit  of  the  judicial  rent  on  the  fall  of 
prices;  but  you  leave  the  judicial  renters, 
whose  rent  was  fixed,  say,  a  year  or  two 
ago,  in  a  worae  position  than  thn  lease- 
holders. On  the  information  which  has 
been  given  to  me,  the  leaseholders  will 
get  a  reduction  on  the  present  prices  of 
something  like  40  per  cent.  The  judicial 
renters  have  had  a  reduction  ol  some- 
thing like  20  per  cent,  and  if  this  ie  so, 
then  they  will  be  twice  as  badly  off  as 
the  leaseholders.  It  ia  impossible  that 
you  can  leave  200,000  men  in  Ireland 
with  their  rents  fixed  on  the  old  prices, 
when,  at  the  same  time,  you  have 
100,000  whose  rents  are  fixed  on  the 
new  prices.  What  we  propose  is  this. 
Until  you  learn  that  you  nave  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  Irish  Members  you 
will  never  get  on  in  Irish  questions. 
[Cmm  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  Yes;  an  hon. 
Member  groans  at  the  notion ;  but  it  is 
that  groaning  at  the  notion  of  taking 
the  opinion  of  Irish  Members  on  the 
Irish  Land  Question  that  has  been  tlie 
cause  of  a  great  deal  of  mischief.  If 
you  had  tried  to  settle  this  Land  Ques- 
tion according  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  &>ik,  probably  a  better  job 
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would  iL&Te  been  mads  of  it  than  this 
Bill  will  now  make,  beoauae  that  Bill 
came  from  persona  who  thoroughly 
anderstand  wDat  the;  want.  The  sug- 
gestion I  hare  to  make  on  behalf  at  my 
Friends  is  this — that  you  should  put 
the  leasaholders  and  the  men  whose 
judioial  rents  were  fixed  before  the  fall 
of  prices  on  the  same  footing  in  respect 
of  revision  ;  that  you  should  introduce  a 
Biib-seotion  in  the  1st  clause,  and  that 
you  should  give  to  the  leaseholders, 
without  exception,  at  their  option,  a 
right  to  go  to  have  their  rent  revised 
under  the  Act  of  1881 ;  and  you  should 
also  give  to  the  men  who  had  their  judi- 
cial rents  fixed  before  the  fall  of  prices 
the  right  to  go  in  a  similsr  manner  and 
have  their  rents  fixed  on  the  preaent 
prices.  That  is  the  suggestion  I  have 
to  make  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  especially  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. If  you  adopt  it  you  will  do  what 
you  must  do  in  the  end — put  the  lease- 
holders and  the  judicial  renters  on  the 
same  footing.  If  that  is  done,  then  we 
shall  have  got  a  satisfactory  Bill.  We 
shall  have  a  Bill  which  in  Clause  1  will 
do  equal  justice  to  the  leaseholders  and 
to  the  judicial  renters  in  respect  of  their 
rents  fixed  before  ISSS,  or  some  other 
date,  and  you  will  have  an  equitable 
clause  with  reference  to  the  insolvent 
tenants  who  cannot  pay,  which  will  give 
to  the  Court  a  power  of  staying  evictions 
on  a  fair  composition,  which  will  be 
based  on  a  fair  rent.  If  there  is  sny 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  meet  ua  in  these  matters  we 
shall  withdraw  the  Amendment  at  once. 
We  have  no  desire  whatever  to  throw 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  progress  of 
this  BiU. 

Mb.  DALETMPLE  (Ipswich) :  Then 
why  this  debate  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  A 
Member  of  the  Government  makes  the 
remark.  He  is  of  opinion  that  this 
debate  has  been  injurious  to  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  be  will 
get  many  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  to  agree  with  him. 
I  believe  that  in  the  few  days'  debate  on 
the  Bill  a  great  deal  has  been  done  in 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  It  was  only 
possible  at  this  stage  to  take  a  view  of 
the  Bill  as  a  whole.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Firnt  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  spite  of  the  observa- 
tion of  the  hoD.  Member,  will  agree  that 
Sir  triliiamSarewrt 


any  time  has  been  wasted  improperly 
on  this  Bill.  If  time  has  been  wasted 
who  has  it  been  wasted  by  ?  I  suppose 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Faddington,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  have 
taken  up  a  large  part  of  the  time  of  this 
debate.  If  there  is  to  be,  as  I  hope  there 
is,  a  concurrence  in  those  points,  surely 
the  Government  will  give  us  some  inti- 
mation to  that  effect.  I  have  been  a 
little  surprised  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  postpone  for  so  long  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  this  Bill.  We  are  quite 
ready  with  our  Amendments,  and  the 
Irish  Members  are  no  doubt  ready  with 
theirs.  What  is  this  delay  for  1  The 
Government  cannot  make  up  their  minds 
what  they  are  going  to  do.  Under  the 
pressEire  which  is  coming  upon  t^em  from 
behind  and  before  they  cannot  announce 
bow  they  are  willing  to  transform  their 
Bill.  For  my  part,  I  should  be  glad  to 
go  on  with  the  Committee  on  the  Bill 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
Monday.  The  Government  thought  24 
hours  long  enough  to  put  down  Amend- 
ments on  the  Coercion  Bill ;  and  now  this 
Bill,  condemned  as  it  is  from  every 
quarter  of  the  House,  cannot  be  pro- 
ceeded with  because  the  Government  are 
at  their  wits'  end  to  know  what  to  do 
with  it.  Let  the  Government  pluck  up 
their  courage.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  us  the  views,of  the 
Government  on  the  subject,  and  will  say 
that  he  agrees  generally  with  the  senti- 
ments expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham—sentiments in  which  we  cordially 
concur.  That  is  the  support  which  the 
noble  Lord  invited  for  the  Government. 
rVe  offer  that  support.  To  their  Bill  as 
at  present  framed  we  must  offer  opposi- 
tion. We  consider  it  a  worthless  Bill. 
With  the  exception  of  an  imperfect 
clause  dealing  with  the  leaseholders, 
there  is  nothing  good  in  it.  A  great 
deal  needs  to  be  put  into  it,  and  a  great 
deal  to  be  cut  out  of  it,  and  if  you  give 
us  a  skeleton  Bill  we  will  try  to  put  some 
decent  clothes  on  it.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  Bill  of  the  Government  has  been 
stripped  so  bare  Ithat  it  is  not  decent. 
There  is  nothing  of  it  left.  Let  ns  make 
something  of  it.  That  is  the  best  we  can 
do  under  the  circumstances.  And  as 
there  seems  to  be  a  general  conctirrence 
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of  views  as  to  tbe  case  of  leasetiolders, 
as  to  the  reoaedy  for  the  solvent  tenanta, 
as  to  makJDg  the  Equity  Clauses  for 
the  insolvent  tenants  better  and  more 
effective  than  they  are,  why  should  not 
the  thing  be  done  ?  But  all  this  depends 
on  one  very  serious  consideration.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  asked  the  queatiun  whether  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham meant  business  ?  Boes  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  mean 
business  ;  does  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bosaendale  mean  business; 
and  does  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  mean  busineaa  ?  If 
those  Osnttemen  mean  business,  we  mean 
buainees,  and  the  Irish  Members  below 
the  Gangway  mean  business.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  make  a  virtue  of 
necessity,and  throw  overboard  the  inside 
of  the  Bill.  You  can  leave  in  the  last 
sheet — "A  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of 
tbe  Land  Laws  of  Ireland  " — strike  out 
all  the  remaining  pages,  and  then,  by 
putting  in  a  couple  of  pages  with  some 
sensible  clauses,  we  may  make  a  very 
good  Bill  of  it.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
reasonable  proposal,  made  in  the  spirit 
of  peace,  and  if  we  have  a  general  co- 
operation all  round  we  shall  get  the  Bill 
through  in  a  reasonable  time.  I  hope 
we  shall  begin  it  on  Monday,  and  if  the 
Government  are  amenable  to  the  ad- 
vice they  have  received  irom  every 
quarter  of  the  House  there  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  finished  next  week. 
Do  not  tell  usaf ter  that  we  are  obstructive. 
We  offer  a  programme  wbicb  is  not  ob- 
structive at  all,  but  a  programme  whioh 
is  worthy  of  the  House  of  Gemmons, 
which  would  lead  to  a  spirit  of  union 
among  Parties  that  is  much  to  be  de- 
sired, and  which  would  be  of  advantage 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 

Mk.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) :  1 
would  urge  that  if  we  are  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  revision  of  judicial  rents, 
we  should  also  introduce  a  clause  to  fix 
the  tenant  right  at  the  same  time.  If 
Parliament  is  not  very  careful,  after 
having  bought  out  the  landlords,  we 
shall  have  to  buy  out  those  further  land- 
lords created  by  tbe  giving  of  those  large 
tenant  rights.  Statistics  show,  and  I  will 
admit,  that  the  condition  of  a  great  part 
of  Ireland  is  most  deplorable,  and  that 
many  of  the  tenants,  as  a  daes,  are  very 
much  worse  off  than  they  were  before, 
and  have  not  the  means  of  paying  their 
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rents.  But  the  reason  for  tbe  passing 
of  the  Laud  Act  of  1881  was  that  the 
tenanla  could  nut  pay  their  rents ;  and 
that  Act  not  only  reduced  rents  from  18 
to  20  percent,  but  it  also  introduced  into 
the  law  the  system  of  tenant  right  and 
the  power  of  free  sale  for  the  tenant. 
The  Act  enabled  tbe  tenant  to  sell  his 
holding  at  any  price  be  could  get,  and 
also  to  borrow  money  on  the  security  of 
his  holding.  Some  of  the  tenants,  tutor 
having  their  rents  judicially  lowered, 
have  sold  their  tenant  right  in  some 
cases  for  10,  20,  and  even  more  years' 
purchase  ;  and  the  incoming  tenant  has 


gher  than  the 
old  rent  before  it  was  judiuially  reduced. 
The  practical  result  of  further  reducing 
judicial  rents,  as  is  suggssted  by  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  will  be 
to  benefit  the  existing  tenants ;  but  the 
ultimate  result,  in  a  very  few  years,  will 
be  that  in  re-selling  their  holding  the 
tenant  right  will  increase,  and  more 
than  tbe  amount  of  the  reduction  in  the 
judicial  rent  will  be  added  to  the  tenant 
right.  The  lower  the  rent  the  greater 
the  tenant  right,  and  the  greator,  there- 
fore, the  temptation  to  the  existing 
tenant  to  aell.  Between  1881  and  1686 
tbe  loss  to  tbe  Irish  tenantry  from  fall 
of  prices  and  other  causes  amounted  to 
£15,000,000  on  crops,  and  £9,000,000 
on  stock  ;  and  is  it  to  be  supposed  that 
that  heavy  lose  can  be  made  up  b; 
reductions  of  rent  to  the  amount  of 
£2,500,000?  If  they  had  their  land 
rent  free,  would  the  position  of  those 

ror  people  be  substantially  improved  ? 
much  fear  that  no  legislation  can 
place  them  in  a  comfortable  position,  and 
that  reduction  of  rent  is  a.  thing  alto- 
gether beside  thequestion.  Mr.  Tuke's 
evidence  before  tbe  Commission  is  con- 
clusive that  the  people  cannot  live  upon 
their  land,  rent  or  no  rent.  The  living 
is  not  in  it,  and  other  sources  of  living 
and  employment  must  be  resorted  to. 
To  talk  about  reduction  of  rent  in  such 
circumstances  only  encourages  delusive 
expectations ;  and,  on  that  ground  alone, 
I  think  tbe  Amendment  is  to  he  con- 
demned. Before  we  can  get  Ireland 
into  a  fair  course  of  improvement  we 
must  get  rid  of  the  idea  that  by  the  re- 
duction of  rent  living  on  the  land  may 
become  possible.  If  a  landlord  charges 
too  high  a  rent,  there  is  a  law  by  which 
it  can  be  altered ;  but  something  more 
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is  necessary  to  ensare  prosperity  to  the 
country  and  contentmeot  to  the  people. 
No  reductioa  of  the  rents  in  the  poor 
and  mieerable  districts  will  remove  the 
disunity.  What  are  the  facts  of  the 
case  ?  The  total  agricultural  rental  of 
Ireland  is  £13,€00,000,  and  a  further 
reduction  of  20  per  cent  on  the  judicial 
rents  will  reduce  this  total  by  about 
£2,500,000.  If  every  person  in  Ireland 
got  an  equal  share,  the  reduction  would 
amount  to  about  2^d.  per  week  per 
person.  I  believe  strongly  in  the  power 
of  the  penny ;  but  it  will  be  absurd  to 
say  that  that  sum  will  convert  the  tenants 
into  contented  and  comfortable  citizens. 
And,  moreover,  it  will  be  the  well-to-do 
tenants  who  will  get  the  hulk  of  the 
money.  The  fact  is  the  poor  districts 
are  over-populated;  for,  although  the 
population  of  Ireland  has  decreased  very 
largely  in  the  last  30  or  40  years,  the 
decrease  has  not  extended  all  over  Ire- 
land. In  some  of  the  poorer  districts 
the  population  has  increased  fully  10 
percent  I  deny,  further,  that  areduction 
of  the  rent  will  affect  evictions.  Agri- 
culture may  be  improved,  technical  in- 
struction in  agriculture  may  he  afforded, 
and  much  good  may  be  done  thereby  ; 
ten  times  more  good  than  will  he  effected 
by  the  mere  reduction  of  rents.  I 
trust  that  even  bon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  will  see  that 
something  more  must  be  done  than 
reducing  rents  and  keeping  the  people 
on  the  soil  if  the  Irish  problem  is  to  be 
settled,  and  Ireland  made  a  prosperous 
and  contented  nation. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Castle]  said,  no  one  could  have 
turned  his  attention  to  the  question  of 
Ireland  and  Irish  land  without  being 
immediately  struck  with  the  great  diffi- 
culties of  dealing  with  bo  complex  a 
question.  He  gave  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  every  credit  for  bringing  in 
this  Bill  as  an  attempt  to  deal  with  it, 
encompassed  as  they  were  on  every  hand 
with  difficulties  of  one  sort  or  another  ; 
but  what  disappointed  him  was  to  fiud 
from  the  various  Members  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  who  had  addressed  the  House 
that  the  tendency  was  to  look  to  this  as 
a  temporary  measure  only,  dealing  only 
with  tne  fringe  of  a  large  and  important 
subject,  with  the  hope  in  the  future  for 
something  better;  something,  perhaps, 
-nore  radical,  something,  at  all  events, 
lore  satisfactory.  The  word  "tempo- 
Mr.  Bartley 


rary"  was  so  used  that  theywereobliged 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  whileCoer- 
cion  Bills  were  to  be  perpetual,  relief  to 
the  Irish  tenant  could  only  be  dealt  with 
by  temporary  expedients.  It  was  a  con- 
clusion be  did  not  like  to  draw.  It  was 
the  duty  of  a  Government  dealing  with 
the  question  to  look  welt  at  the  state  of 
the  country,  to  see  what  evils  were  to  be 
redressed,  and  then  bring  in  a  measure 
as  large  and  comprehensive  as  they  could 
devise  to  redress  these  evils.  The  tem- 
porary character  of  the  Bill  was  upheld 
by  the  leading  journal  of  the  day,  which 
described  this  as  "stop-gap  "legislation, 
and  as  such  he  could  only  look  at  it;  but 
he  hoped  to  show  that  there  was  no 
need  at  the  present  moment  for  stop-gap 
legislation.  The  House  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  deal  with  it  thoroughly,  or,  at 
all  events,  to  a  far  larger  extent 'than 
the  Government  had  endeavoured  to 
deal  with  it.  The  Bill  certainly  had 
been  pretty  well  criticized  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
[Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  who  had  an- 
ticipated many  of  the  criticisms  he  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  had  intended  to  offer. 
First,  he  must  congratulate  the  Legal 
Advisers  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  incorporating  in  this  Bill  more  Acta 
of  Parliament  than  he  had  ever  within 
his  experience  of  Parliamentary  proceed- 
ings seen  incorporated  in  any  one  Bill. 
The  13th  and  Hth  Viet.,  the  20th  and 
21st,  the  23rd  and  24th,  the  S3rd  and 
34th,  the  35th  and  36th,  and  he  might 
go  on  till  he  arrived  at  a  total  of  some 
13  or  more  other  Acts  of  the  Keign  of 
Her  present  Majesty  embodied  wholly 
or  in  part  in  this  Bill.  He  wished  to 
discuss  this  question,  keeping  ever  be- 
fore him  what  he  had  always  considered 
the  great  feeling  as  to  this  and  other  Irish 
questions — the  preservation  of  the  Union 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  There  was,  in 
his  opinion,  no  real  Union  at  the  present 
moment ;  it  was  but  a  parchment  Union  ; 
and  the  House  bad  the  duty  to  devise 
measures  to  make  the  Irish  people  one 
in  feeling  with  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. All  those  who  travelled  the  streets 
of  this  City  during  the  recent  Jubilee 
celebrations  could  not  have  failed  to 
mark  the  unmistakable  loyalty  of  all 
;  but  crossing  the  narrow  chan- 
such  feeling  to  such  an  extent  was 
found  existent,  and  there  lay  the  duty 
before  Parliament,  that  of  creating  by  > 
just  legislation  a  feeling  of  loyalty  to  the  | 
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Crown  and  Qovernmeut,  equal  to  that 
in  England,  Scotland,  aod  Wales.  It 
was  no  use  Liberal  Uetnbera  being  told 
they  were  taking  part  with  tbose  nho 
had  done  those  things  they  ought  not 
to  have  done.  If  there  had  been  evil 
associates  of  hon.  Geatlemen  below  the 
Gangway  at  one  period  of  their  history 
all  the  more  reason  existed  for  redress- 
ing the  grievances  that  had  given  rise  to 
auoh  asBooiation.  Did  not  the  history  of 
all  time  show  how  justice  ignored  and 
grievances  unredressed  had  torn  ooun- 
tries  to  pieces?  Qo  through  Ireland, 
and  the  traces  of  the  evils  found  there 
were  met  with  at  once — great  poverty, 
great  complaints  of  high  rent,  the  un- 
equal incidence  of  taxation  in  many  in- 
Btances,  with  other  evils  not  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Mem.ber  for  North  Isliiigton 
(lilr.  Bartley}  who  had  just  sat  down. 
On  the  small  holdings  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land the  absence  of  the  work  that  the 
people  formerly  found  in  England  and 
Scotland,  together  with  that  whioh  every 
Englishman  could  not  fail  to  he  struck 
with,  a  total  want  of  sympathy  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Non-resident  land- 
lords had  been  and  were  one  of  the  great 
evils  of  the  country.  That  non- residence 
arose  from  causes  hewouldnot  nowdwell 
upon;  but  accustomed  as  Englishmen 
were  to  go  about  among  their  tenants, 
or  the  tenants  of  their  friends,  they 
found  that  all  that  harmony,  sympathy, 
and  mutual  support  that  existed  in  other 

{larta  of  the  Kingdom  were  absent  in  Ire- 
and.  Too  long  had  landlords  been  non- 
resident, spending  the  rents  they  drew 
from  Ireland  elsewhere  than  in  ^land. 
During  his  travels  he  found  thousands 
of  people  living  on  nothing  but  potatoes, 
cabbages,  and  Indian  meal.  Sometimes 
these  poor  people  got  white  bread,  and 
sometimes  a  little  tea.  One  wondered 
bow  they  lived.  They  lived  as  no  Eng- 
lishman would  live,  as  no  working  class 
toiler  in  this  country  would  live.  Still 
they  toiled  early  and  late.  He  main- 
tained that  the  landlords  of  the  district 
had  been  living  in  a  great  measure  on 
remittances  sent  by  the  servant  girls  of 
New  York,  and  on  the  poor  people  who 
had  emigrated  to  that  country,  and  who 
Bent  money  across  to  Ireland  to  pay  the 
xentsof  those  miserable  holdings.  There 
was  proof  sufficient  that  even  the  rents 
fixed  by  the  Land  Court  were  much  too 
high.  Those  rents  were  fixed  utterly 
irrespective  of  what  some  hon.  Members 
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thought  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  ought  to  be  the  case,  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  alidiag  scale  for 
rent  according  to  the  price  of  produce; 
but,  of  course,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
draw  a  clause  providing  for  such  a 
scale.  The  value  of  the  stock  of  cattle 
had  been  greatly  reduced  in  Ireland, 
and  the  land  had  yielded  small  crops, 
worth  but  little  in  value ;  but  still 
the  people  were  asked  to  pay  the 
rents  fixed  in  1861  and  1883.  That 
was  the  great  difficulty  of  the  Irish 
Question,  because  if  the  rents  were  left 
alone  tenants  would  10  years  hence  be 
paying  the  same  price  as  they  did  when 
the  stock  and  oiops  of  Ireland  were 
worth  £30,000,000  sterling  more  than 
they  are  at  the  present  time.  It  could 
not  be  questioned  that  the  rents  were 
much  too  high  at  the  present  time ;  in- 
deed, Lord  Cowper's  Commission  dis- 
tinctly recommended  that  the  Irish 
rents  should  be  revised  every  fifth  year. 
Thereoommendation,  however,had  been 
scattered  to  the  wind  just  as  their  other 
important  recommendations  had  been 
disregarded.  High  rents  were  the  cause 
of  all  the  agitation  in  Ireland.  G-ene- 
ral  Buller  considered  it  was  the  pres- 
sure of  high  rent  which  produced  agita- 
tion. Lord  Milltown  said  that  all  the 
agitation  for  rent  was  forced  on  the 
people  by  the  conduct  of  the  landlords. 
That  had  been  his  belief  for  years.  He 
had  lately  inquired  into  the  facts  con- 
nected with  the  Bodyke  estate,  where 
the  evictions  had  recently  been  taking 
place,  and  be  found  a  large  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  old  rent  was  twice  as 
much  as  the  Poor  Law  valuation.  TJie 
people  over  a  course  of  years  bad  been 
bled  todeath.  IftheLand  Question  were 
settled  he  believed  we  might  give  Ire- 
land Uome  Kule  with  perfect  safely. 
Indeed,  IftheLand  Question  were  settled, 
he  was  assured  the  existing  great  de- 
mand for  Home  Bule  would  be  limited 
to  those  really  Irish  questions  whioh 
ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  every 
free  people.  The  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment declined  to  carry  out  the  principal 
reeommendatiou  of  the  Gowper  Commis- 
sion, the  five  years'  revision  ;  it  declined 
to  deal  with  solvent  tenants,  and  would 
only  deal  with  tenants  when  they  were 
bankrupt.  But  they  did  not  want  bank- 
rupt tenants  on  the  farms,  they  wanted 
to  place  them  there  in  such  a  position 
that  they  would  be  solvent.    He  quite 
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believed  that  before  tbe;  had  done  with 
the  question  they  would  get  to  the 
solution  of  an  annual  revisioD.  There 
was  another  great  evil  in  Ireland- 
that  was  the  charges  and  mortgages 
on  the  estates.  He  believed  that  so 
soon  as  the  State  stepped  in  and  said 
that  it  would  fix  the  rent  and  break 
the  oontiacts,  it  was  bound  not  only  to 
deal  with  the  income  of  the  estate,  but 
with  the  outgoings  also.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  dealing  with  the 
charges  on  an  estate.  Thev  would 
never  get  the  landlords  to  reside  in  Ire- 
land antQ  they  had  some  margin  of  in- 
come over  the  charges  on  the  estate. 
The  Cowper  Commission  said  that  those 
charges  should  be  settled  by  a  competent 
tribunal.  Mr.  Townsend  Trench  very 
strongly  held  that  view.  There  was 
under  the  present  system  a  great  greed 
of  land,  and  a  great  greed  of  rent,  and 
it  was  painful  to  hear  on  what  slender 
excuses  the  rents  were  raised.  The 
people  of  Ireland  were  of  the  opinion 
that  they  were  not  fairly  and  generously 
used  ;  they  felt  that  every  possible  oooa- 
sion  was  taken  of  raising  their  reat  when 
the  rent  was  not  already  settled  by  the 
Land  Court.  Those  were  matters  which 
bred  discontent,  and  with  which  the  Bill 
did  not  deal.  Then  there  was  the  question 
of  the  congested  districts.  He  believed 
that  emigration  or  migration  was  most 
essential  for  the  people  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  ;  but  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  provide  for  that.  The 
country  would  be  better  when  some  of 
these  congested  districts  were  freed  from 
their  congested  population  by  a  good 
scheme  of  emigration,  or  by  migration 
only.  Then  they  came  to  the  evictions. 
People  were  now  being  evicted  at  the  rate 
of  20,000  a-year,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sossendale  had  described 
them  as  sources  of  danger,  scandal,  and 
disgrace.  It  seemed  to  him  also  that 
the  eviction  of  a  caretaker  at  the  end  of 
six  months  would  ba  more  troublesome 
than  that  of  a  tenant,  and  the  eviction 
must  come,  and  he  could  not  see  how 
theBUl  would  stop  evictionain  any  way — 
it  only  postponed  them  for  six  months. 
Evictions  could  only  be  stopped  by  put- 
ting the  rent  down  to  a  figure  which  the 
man  could  afford  to  pay,  which  the  Bill 
did  not  provide  for.  The  Bill  dealt  with 
leaseholders,  but  that  only  in  an  emas- 
culated way.  Clause  21,  which  provided 
that  landlords  and  tenants  who  were 
Sir  Jouph  pMte 


getting;  on  well  together  should  pay  the 
rates  of  those  who  were  not,  was  mon- 
strous. There  seemed  to  be  nothing  in 
favour  of  the  tenant  unless  he  was  bank- 
rupt, or  in  favour  of  the  landlord  except 
the  posting  of  the  notice  of  eviction  in- 
stead of  actnal  eviction  at  the  moment. 
The  Qovemment  seemed  to  say  they 
would  give  the  Irish  people  coercion 
perpetually,  and  would  reduce  none  of 
the  burdens  which  were  so  heavily  op- 
pressing them. 

VisooDNT  CBANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E!.,  Darwen)  said,  a  great  number  of 
speakers  on  the  opposite  side  had  fallen 
into  the  error  of  looking  at  this  Bill  as 
the  Government  plan  for  settling  the 
Irish  Land  Qnestioo.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Barnard  Castle 
Division  of  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
spoke  as  if  he  thought  that  landlords  in 
Ireland  still  had  the  power  of  raising 
their  rents  whenever  they  pleased.  He 
also  misconceived  the  nature  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  merely  a  temporary  mea- 
sure, intended  to  tide  over  a  short 
period  ;  but  the  real  policy  npon  which 
the  Government  would  be  judged  by  pos- 
terity was  the  policy  of  land  purchase — a 
measure  to  carry  out  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  emphatically  promised  to  in- 
troduce as  soon  as  the  state  of  Fablio 
Business  permitted.  He  had  been  glad 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  say  that  there  was  practically 
unanimity  as  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  though,  as  he  listened  to  the  noble 
Lord's  criticisms,  it  was  occasioually 
difficult  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  noble 
Lord  himself  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  principle  of 
such  a  Bill  as  this  ought  to  be  not  to 
disturb,  under  any  circumstances,  the 
settlement  of  the  Act  of  1881.  He 
thought  the  words  of  Mr.  McCarthy, 
one  of  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Act  of  1885,  deserved  to  be  inscribed  in 
letters  of  gold  over  the  door  of  that 
House — "I  highly  object  to  perpetual 
chopping  and  changing  in  legislation 
with  regard  to  land."  Did  that  Bill 
come  up  to  that  definition  ?  With  one 
great  exception  of  the  question  of  leaae- 
holders  he  thought  that  it  did.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  principle  of 
admitting  leaseholders  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Act  was  radically  bad;  but  there 
were  many  things  which  now  made  it 
advisable.    TJDdoubtedly  it  remedied  a,' 
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logical  defect  in  the  Act  of  1881,  and 
they  were  not  noi?  called  upon  to  inquire 
into  the  cotrectaeBa  of  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1681.  Itappeared,  also,  that 
both  classes  interested  in  the  land  were 
in  farour  of  this  change.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  Bill  gave  nothing  to  the 
tenant  class  in  Ireland.  In  his  opinion 
it  gave  them  a  great  deal ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
ODght  to  bo  very  grateful  that  such  a 
measorevastobepassed.  Mr.  MacElroy, 
who  represented  the  farmers  of  TTlater, 
had  given  evidence  before  the  Commis- 
aion  to  the  effect  that  the  leaseholders  of 
Ireland  had  entered  into  their  leases 
&eelf  and  at  rents  regarded  at  the  time 
as  fair,  although  they  bad  became  unfair 
owing  to  the  fall  in  prices.  Was  it  to 
be  admitted  as  a  prmciple  that  when 
a  man  found  that  his  bargain  was  not  a 
good  one  he  was  to  come  to  Parliament 
to  be  relieved  from  the  consequences  of 
his  own  act  ?  Under  the  circumstances, 
however,  be  did  not  see  any  reason  for 
being  more  in  favour  of  the  landlords' 
interest  than  the  landlords  themselves  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bitl  because 
the  leaseholders  were  admitted  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Act  of  1661.  Still,  be 
thought  it  ought  never  to  be  quoted  as 
a  precedent  lor  the  future.  For  the 
test,  the  Bill  was  emphatically  a  small 
measure,  and  was  only  intended  to  help 
those  who  could  not  pay  through  no 
act  of  their  own ;  but  he  thought, 
under  no  circumstances,  ought  they  to 
lower  the  judicial  rents.  With  regard 
to  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Hr.  Dillon) 
seemed  to  think  that  they  were  drown 
np  entirely  in  the  interesta  of  the  land- 
lords, because  the  landlords  had  tried  to 
put  the  Bankruptcy  Law  in  force  in 
order  to  counteract  the  Flan  of  Campaign ; 
they  bad  been  foiled  in  their  efforts,  and, 
therefore,  now  came  to  Parliament  to 
secure  an  extension  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Law.  He  would  point  out,  however,  that 
moat  of  those  who  had  acted  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  could  not  come  under 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  the  Bill  except 
by  perjury.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  principle  was  a  very  good  one,  and 
one  which  had  been  recognized  again 
and  again  in  legislation,  and  at  this  stage 
it  wae  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
they  were  to  consider.  ^Relief  was  given 
to  those  who  were  unable  to  pay  through 


no  fault  of  their  own ;  and,  secondly,  the 
principle  was  laid  down  that  occasionally 
it  was  for  the  interest  of  both  debtor 
and  creditor  that  the  strict  letter  of  the 
creditor' 8  rights  should  not  be  enforced. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  had  asked  what  advantage 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  would  be  to  tbe 
tenant.  In  the  first  place,  if  the  tenant 
conformed  to  the  requisitions  of  the 
Court  he  would  have  relief  from  the 
whole  burden  of  his  debt,  and  all  that 
was  neoessaty  for  him  to  work  with 
would  be  left  in  bis  hands.  The  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  of  200,000  or  300,000 
tenants  being  in  the  hands  of  the  Court ; 
but  the  Bill  was  only  to  deal  with  ex- 
ceptional cases.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  it  was  impossible  by  any  enact- 
ment to  provide  for  the  revision  of  the 
rents  of  a  few  solvent  tenants  in  Ireland 
whose  rents  were  too  high  without 
opening  the  door  to  the  revision  of  all 
the  judicial  rente  in  the  country.  In  his 
opinion  the  rents  fixed  before  1665, 
althongb  calculated  on  higher  prices 
than  now  prevailed,  were  still  fair  rents, 
and  ought  to  be  maintained.  In  fixing 
the  judicial  rents  the  valuers  looked  for- 
ward to  a  posaible  fall  in  prices.  Mo 
doubt  the  Cowper  Commission  bad  re- 
commended the  reduction  of  the  statutory 
term  &om  15  yeara  to  five;  but  Ur. 
Justice  O'Hagan,  the  head  of  the  Iiand 
Commission,  in  his  evidence  before  them, 
said  he  would  be  sorry  to  alter  the  time 
at  present.  But  there  was  a  oonsidera- 
tion  more  important  than  Judge 
O'H^an's  evidence.  The  Members  of 
the  Unionist  Party  sitting  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  pledged  themselves  not 
to  interfere  with  the  judicial  rents,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  Her  Maieaty's  Go- 
vernment would  ask  them  to  be  false  to 
their  pledges.  The  right  bou.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  8eoretaTy(Mr.Matthews), 
theright  hon.  Member  for  WestBirming- 
ham,  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
BoBsendale,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  had  all 
declared  against  tampering  with  the 
judicial  rents.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  "WUliam  Hareourt)  that 
if  the  Government  tried  ia  conciliate 
every  section  of  the  House  the  Bill 
would  be  reduced  to  its  outside  sheet; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  only  result  of 
such  an  attempt  would  be  to  increase 
opposition  to  the  measure  on  one  side  of 
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the  Hoaae  in  proportion  to  the  decrease 
of  oppoeition  to  it  on  the  other.  He 
trusted  that  all  aides  of  the  House  would 
combine  to  reieofc  the  Amendment  aud 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

He.  JESSE  OOLLTNGS  (Birming 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  he  hoped  the  Go' 
vernment,  in  coosidering  ^jnendmeats 
which  had  been  suggested  to  them, 
would  not  adopt  the  views  and  tone  of 
the  noble yiBcount(TiscountCranboTne) 
who  had  just  spoken.  Hon.  Members 
were  in  a  state  of  perplexity  as  to  what 
should  be  done  with  the  Amendment 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stirling  Bui^hs  (Mr.  Oamp- 
bell-Bannerman)  asked  the  House  to 
discourage  a  measure  which  contained 
great  advantages  in  favour  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  did  not,  and  conid  not,  deal 
with  arrears;  and  without  dealing  with 
arrears  they  could  not  atop  evictions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
expressed  a  positive  pleasure  in  the 
idea  that  Amendments  should  be  made 
which  would  enable  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  to  be  withdrawn. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  taunted  the  Unionist 
Party  with  inconsistency  in  not  having 
dooe  in  August  last  what  they  were 
doing  now.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
was  oertainlya  good  judge  of  consistent^. 
He  (Mr.  Jssae  Collinga)  did  not  know 
which  would  be  the  most  curious  piece 
of  reading— the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  consistency,  oi  consistency  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  what  those 
had  to  consider  who  were  thinking  how 
they  would  oast  their  vote  on  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  was,  what  would 
be  the  result  of  the  vote  ?  They  knew 
very  well  that  there  were  great  benefits 
in  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  [Crw*  of  "  No, 
no!"]  That  was  so  plain  that  he  de- 
clined to  argue  the  point.  The  Division 
List  would  be  a  curious  study,  because 
the  House  had  heard  a  great  deal  as  to 
the  enormity  and  brutality  of  evictions 
in  Ireland,  and  the  Amendment  afforded 
a  quick  and  real  teat  of  the  anxiety  of 
right  hoD.  Gentlemen  who  supported  it 
to  atop  those  unjust  evictions.  Tho 
oonntry  would  scarcely  understand  the 
language  indulged  in  about  evictions  if 
hon.  Members  cast  a  vote  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  destroy  a  remedy  for 
those  abuses.  Now,  one  could  not  criti- 
cize this  measure  except  in  direct  con- 
Viieottnt  Cranbome 


neotion  with  others  which  the  Govern- 
ment  had  promised.  The  Government, 
having  recognized  the  two  principles  of 
admitting  the  leaseholders  and  of  pre- 
venting unjust  evictions,  would  not,  he 
trusted,  hold  back  on  a  question  of 
degree,  for  there  had  been  no  Amend- 
ment asked  for  which  would  violate  any 
principle  which  they  had  adopted.  He 
was  aware  of  the  enormous  difficulties 
of  a  revision  of  the  rents  fixed  under  the 
Act  of  1881,  and  it  was  marvellous  how 
hon.  Members  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  could  speak  so  lightly  of  such  a 
revision.  But  tho  su^estion  made  by 
Lord  Spencer  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain)  that  the  landlords 
should  make  abatements  for  a  year 
or  two  would,  he  thought,  get  over 
the  difficulty.  They  had  only  to  compel 
the  bad  landlords  to  do  what  it  was 
understood  tho  good  landlords  were 
doing.  What  was  to  be  gained  by 
carrying' the  Amendment?  Of  course, 
he  was  aware  it  might  bring  the 
former  Government  bt^  into  Office ; 
but  would  not  that  postpone  to  an  in- 
definite time  the  rendering  to  the  poor 
people  of  the  immediate  help  which  they 
needed?  He  was  aware  it  was  com- 
monly supposed  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
a  GoTsrnment  which  came  in  to  proceed 
with  the  question  on  which  it  was  re- 
turned; buthedidnot  believe  thatthe  late 
Government,  if  it  came  back,  would  pro- 
ceed to  deal  with  this  question — and  he 
would  justify  his  statement.  Eighteen 
months  ago  the  situation  was  similar  to 
the  present.  The  actors  were  the  same. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  in  Oppo- 
sition (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  came  into 
power  on  an  Amendment  affecting  the 
agricultural  labourers — an  Amendment 
far  more  defined  than  that  now  before 
House ;  but  as  soon  aa  they  came 
into  power  they  threw  the  agricultural 
labourers  abaolutely  aside,  and  the  ques- 
tion had  not  been  dealt  with  to  this  day. 
He  was  not  going  to  forsake  experience 
for  faith,  aud  he  would  adviae  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Irish  tenantry  not  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  in  the  belief 
that  they  would  get  immediate  help  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried.  If  the 
Bill  passed,  even  as  it  stood,  the  scenes 
at  Bodyke  and  Glenbeigh  would  not 
be  possible,  and  he  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers if  they  were  going  to  vote  for  an 
Amendment  which  woidd  kill  a  measure 
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that  offered  a  remedj  ?  By  the  admission 
of  leaBeholdsra  to  the  benefit  of  the  Act, 
the  Government  had  the  oonrage  to  do 
what  had  been  paraiatently  letueed  by 
ri^ht  hon.  Qentlemen  sitting  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  Bouse ;  and  assuredly 
ifthose  who  sat  oil  that  side  stuck  to  the  old 
Badical  doctriae  of  meosureB,  not  men, 
they  would  accept  a  measure  which, 
good  in  itself,  had  hsen  always  refused 
by  a  liberal  Ministry  when  in  power. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  (Oamarvoushire, 
Arfon)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to  criticize 
the  several  proposals  in  the  Bill,  but  to 
suggest  a  practical  Amendment,  which 
it  app«ared  to  him  would  remedy  its 
greatest  defect  and  secure  the  ends  they 
had  at  heart  by  mitigating  the  hard- 
ships of  the  still  solvent  and  striving 
tenant  without  doing  injostice  to  the 
landlord.  The  plan  he  had  to  suggest 
would  not  only  do  that,  but  it  would 

SrepaTc  the  way  for  the  Laud  Purchase 
lill  promised  by  the  Government,  for 
surely  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  was  im- 
poesible  until  you  had  first  discovered 
some  means  of  determining  what  were 
fair  rents  on  which  to  base  it.  To  be 
praotical,  any  such  suggestion  mnst 
show  a  method  of  determining  fair 
nentfl,  resting  upon  a  rule  so  simple, 
definite,  and  obvious  that  neither  land- 
lords nor  tenanta  would  find  it  difficult 
to  understand  or  carry  out.  Neither 
would  they  find  it  to  their  interest  to 
take  cases  into  Court,  otherwise  the 
amount  of  litigation  involved  .would 
frustrate  the  object  of  the  Act.  The 
principle  of  the  proposal  had  actually 
been  embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
dealing  with  the  leases  of  a  large  and 
important  Irish  Oorporation.  It  has 
also  been  carried  out  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent  in  regulating  payments  in 
Scotland.  Lord  Salisbury  said  that  he 
objected  to  constantly  re-opeoing  the 
question  of  judicial  rents;  but  his  ob- 
jection would  not  apply  to  a  self-adjust- 
ing system  of  settling  rents  more  fairly 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  The  plan 
he  was  about  to  suggest  was  not  perfect. 
Ko  such  system  could  be  perfect ;  but  it 
would  approach  far  nearer  to  justice 
than  the  present  law  or  the  proposals 
of  the  Clovernment,  and  it  would  be 
valuable  even  more  by  indicating  to 
landlords  and  tenants  the  basis  of  a  fair 
gsttlement  between  them  than  by  their 
applying  to  the  Courts  for  its  enforce- 
ment.   Indeed,  a  just  law  was  far  inore 


effective  in  that  way  than  by  actual  pro* 
cess  of  law.  They  had  a  precedent  for 
what  he  suggested  in  Scotland,  where, 
he  believed,  the  system  of  regulating 
payments  by  the  value  of  agricultuiu 
produce  had  worked  extremely  well; 
and  they  had  also  precedents  m  the 
permanent  leases  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin.  By  14  &  15  Viet.  c.  128  (1851), 
the  leases  of  the  College  were  to  be  re- 
vised, if  required  by  either  party,  every 
10  years,  and  the  revision  was  to  be 
made  in  accordance  with  fiuctuations  in 
the  prices  of  certain  kinds  of  agricul- 
tural produce  in  varying  proportions.  In 
fixing  these  rents  oats  naturally  had  the 
largest  proportionate  influence — very 
nearly  one-half  of  the  whole ;  beef  and 
butter  came  next ;  and  mutton  and 
wheat  were  of  less  importance.  The 
latter,  in  several  markets  in  Ireland, 
had  ceased  to  appear  as  a  native  product 
at  all.  The  system  had  not  been  strictly 
carried  out  by  the  College,  because  it 
was  found  that  the  expense  of  ascertain- 
ing and  settling  by  arbitration  the 
prices  of  the  various  articles  in  not  less 
than  10  different  towns  in  Ireland  was 
BO  great,  when  divided  among  the  leases 
of  a  single  property,  that  it  led  to  a  com* 
promise  ;  and  the  leases  had  been 
settled  from  time  to  time  in  accordance 
with  the  fluctuation  of  prices  by  general 
agreement,  but  without  going  through 
all  the  formalities  required  or  adhering 
strictly  to  the  terms  of  the  Statute.  But 
these  difficulties  would  not  apply  to  a 
large  measure  extending  over  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  where  you  had  got  already 
in  the  Land  Court  and  in  the  local 
Courts  the  means  of  dealing  with  the 
question,  and  where  the  expense  of 
collecting  ioformation  would,  when  ap- 
plied to  all  the  leases  of  Ireland,  be 
very  small.  On  calculating  what  would 
be  the  efiect  of  working  out  such  a  pro- 
vision, it  seemed  to  him  to  confirm  very 
muoh  what  had  been  found  just  by  the 
Land  Court  in  Ireland.  For  instance,  in 
the  first  two  years  after  1882,  when  the 
new  system  commenced,  there  were  very 
slight  fiuctuations  in  the  value  of  pro- 
duce ;  and,  consequently,  it  did  not  seem 
to  have  been  until  after  the  considerable 
fall  in  1884  that  the  Land  Court  in  1885 
began  making  materially  larger  reduc- 
tions of  rent.  In  other  words,  the  Land 
Courts  had  found  it  necessary,  in  their 
recent  decisions,  to  regulate  reductions 
of  rent  by  fluctuations  in  the  prices  of 
ITkiri  Night.'] 
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agrioaltural  produce,  and  what  he  pro- 
poud  was  to  mako  these  fluctuations  of 
rent  practically  autooiatio,  Anyone  who 
viahed  to  understand  how  the  priociple 
mij^ht  be  worked  out  had  only  to  refer 
to  an  esiBtiug  Act  of  Parliament,  H  & 
15  Ftel.  0.  128,  in  the  clauses  aod  sche- 
dules of  which  he  would  find  the  system 
explained.  A  still  more  simple  system 
might  be  adopted  under  which  the 
Goutte  would  ezperience  no  real  diffi- 
oiilty  in  calculating  the  percentage  of 
reductions  which  were  to  be  applied  in 
accordance  with  it  to  each  county,  and 
landlord  or  tenant  could  make  his  own 
calculations  as  easily  as  he  could  esti- 
mate the  discount  which  he  wae  to  give 
or  reoeive  on  ordinary  business  trans- 
actions, Buch  as  the  payment  of  hie 
tailor's  bill.  On  this  plan,  of  course,  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  rents  to 
fluctuate  annually  with  the  varying 
prices  of  agricultural  produce,  as  when 
once  the  system  was  established  the 
calculations  would  be  easily  made,  and 
he  did  not  believe  there  would  be  many 
appeals  ;  but  it  was  probable  that  a 
system,  say,  of  trieunial  adjustment, 
would  be  preferred.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  said  against  this  plan  that  it  did  not 
take  into  account  all  the  dangers  to 
which  farming  was  exposed ;  that  you 
might  have  a  year  of  high  prices,  and 
yet  in  Ireland  of  produce  so  small  that 
the  farmer  might  still  be  unable  to  pay 
his  rent.  From  this  or  other  causes 
there  would  always  be  exceptional  oases, 
with  which  no  law  could  be  expected  to 
deal  with  absolute  justice.  Therefore, 
this  must  be,  bm  it  were,  a  prOTisional 
settlement  from  which,  in  exceptional 
oases,  there  must  be  an  appeal.  He  did 
not  believe  those  appeals  would  be 
numerous,  as  they  would  be  expensive  ; 
and  it  might  be  assumed  that,  on  the 
indication  of  what  the  law  would  give, 
the  landlord  and  tenant  would  settle 
matters  cut  of  Court,  particularly  if,  in 
cases  of  appeal,  the  Courts  gave  the 
grounds  on  which  the  settlement  was 
arrived  at,  which  would  be  a  guide  for 
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tural produce,  on  the  fluctuation  in  the 
prices  of  which  they  were  to  depend, 
and  to  decide  periodically  what  in  dif~ 
f ere nt  districts— say  in  counties— should 
be  the  articles,  and  also  the  proportion 
in  which  they  should  influence  the  rents. 
The  Court  to  which  appeal  was  given  in 
individual  oases  could  lay  down  the 
principles  on  which  it  decided  its  cases, 
and  on  which,  in  deciding  future  cases, 
it  would  be  guided  in  calculating  the 
fluctuations  of  prices ;  while  agricultural 
districts  in  Ireland,  which  were  very 
full,  and  might  be  made,  if  necessary, 
still  mors  exact,  would  be  guides  to  the 
Land  Courts  in  making  their  deciuons. 
You  had  the  machinery  at  hand ;  it 
would  only  need  to  be  strengthened,  and 
the  House  would  see  that  if  this  plan 
would  not  deal  with  all  the  uncertainties 
which  afiected  the  power  of  the  tenant 
to  pay  rent,  it  would  deal  with  the 
largest  and  most  important  hindrance, 
and  remove  the  great  element  of  disturb- 
ance which  had  brought  on  our  present 
difficulty.  Of  course,  the  Oovemment 
would  say  that  they  were  not  prepared 
to  accept  a  principle  until  they  saw  the 
clauses  which  were  intended  to  practi- 
cally carry  it  out.  But  he  thought  he 
could  assure  them  that  either  by  him- 
self, or  some  more  influential  Member 
of  the  House,  such  clauses  would  be 
placed  on  the  Paper. 

Me.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I 
think  it  is  unfair  to  find  fault  with  the 
Billot  the  Oovemment  becauseof  its  tem- 

gorary  character.  All  classes  in  Ireland, 
owever  they  have  been  divided  hitherto 
on  the  Land  Question,  and  whatever 
opinions  they  may  now  bold  as  to  the 
present  remedies  which  can  best  be  ap- 
plied to  existing  grievances  and  compli- 
cations, are  agreed  on  the  one  point — 
that  the  only  permanent  setUement  will 
be  one  that  abolishes  dual  ownership 
in  land.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  BandolpU 
ChurchiU)  has  pointed  out  sufficient  rea- 
sons for  excusing  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment from  bringing  on,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  a  measure  of  such  an  im- 
portant character.  The  present  measure 
is  designed  to  meet  difflcnlties  that  have 
recently  arisen,  difficulties  that  the  Oo- 
vemment and  the  Opposition  will  admit 
could  not  have  been  foreseen  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1 881,  and 
even  at  a  much  later  period.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Meath  (Mr.  Mahony), 
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who  lias  had  oonsiderable  expaiienoe  of 
agricultural  operations,  and  with  the 
working  of  the  Laud  Act,  declared  his 
readiaesa  to  oppose  the  measure,  be- 
cause it  falsified  and  was  hostile  to  the 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1881.  It  is  to 
be  presumed  the  hon.  Member  was 
making  use  of  an  oratorical  expression 
as  a  basis  for  his  emphatic  oppositiou  to 
the  Bill,  for  ho  did  not  attempt  in  his 
lengthyspeeoh  to  point  out — and,  indeed, 
he  could  not  point  out — how  any  princi- 
ples of  the  Act  of  18S1  were  invaded — 
fair  rent,  free  salo,  and  fixity  of  tenure. 
In  no  single  point  is  the  Bill  hostile  to 
these  prinoiples.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
direct  reverse  is  the  case.  In  one  par- 
ticular the  Bill  does  invade  the  Act  of 
1881.  It  encroaches  on  the  immutable 
and  permanent  oharaoter  supposed  to 
exist  in  the  old  Act — a  pennaaeat  oha- 
raoter which  its  authors  adhered  to  and 
refused  to  alter  for  any  appeals,  and  it 
amplifiss  the  benefits  that  Act  conferred 
on  the  tenants.  The  Bill,  on  the  one 
side,  is  attacked  as  being  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  tenants ;  and  sub- 
jected to  critioiem  on  the  other  side  be- 
cause the  landlords  do  not  accept  It; 
but  I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Ooremment 
will  dechne  to  recognize  denunciations 
Doming  from  either  extreme.  It  is  their 
du^  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  evils  existing  and  the  best  remedy, 
and  apply  the  remedy  as  speedily  as 
possible.  Hon.  Members  have  assumed 
the  impossibility  of  anything  favourable 
to  Irish  tenants  coming  from  the  House 
of  Lords ;  but  Irish  landlords  may  well 
ask  had  the  House  of  Lords  an  existence, 
for  they  have  failed  to  discover  on  any 
one  of  these  provisions  any  one  favour- 
able to  the  landlords.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  throughout  the  measure  is  true 
to  the  principle  for  which  it  was  brought 
in — the  relief  of  the  tenants.  Only  one 
clause  may  be  said  to  be  favourable  to 
the  landlords,  that  relating  to  rates, 
which  exempts  landlords  front  paying 
rates  on  a  farm  which  is  unoccupied, 
because  of  the  action  of  certain  combi- 
nations declared  to  be  illegal.  Hon. 
Members  who  adopt  the  Cowper  Com- 
mission cannot  find  fault  with  that  clause, 
tor  if  there  was  one  thing  emphatically 
and  unambiguously  expressed,  it  was 
the  fact  that  there  were  extensive  com- 
binations to  prevent  the  payment  of 
rents,  and  for  other  purposes.  The 
Leaseholder's  Clause  has  drawn  a  good 


deal  of  attention,  and  I  rejoice  that  this 
large  and  important  body  of  tenant 
farmers  will  shortly  he  relieved  from 
the  difficulties  under  which  they  are 
placed  by  the  Act  of  1881 ;  but  I  will 
point  out  in  face  ol  the  attempt  to  mini- 
mize its  benefits  that  it  will  have  a  se- 
rious effect  upon  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
landowners.  A  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  Parliament  should  give  re- 
lief to  those  landlords  who  will  be  in- 
jured by  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  restriction 
upon  the  Leaseholder's  Clause  swept 
away,  provided  the  House  will  consent 
to  give  some  reasonable  compensation  to 
such  interests  as  landlords  are  able  to 
prove  are  substantially  injured,  and 
which  they  would  have  a  right  to  place 
before  a  proper  tribunal.  Clause  6, 
dealing  with  town  parks,  has  been  de- 
nounced as  a  sham  and  delusion,  but  I 
cannot  share  that  opinion.  I  am  per- 
fectly oonvinced  it  will  confer  great 
benefits  on  owners  of  town  parks.  It 
has  always  been  a  strong  subject  for 
complaint,  especially  in  the  North,  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1881,  that  re- 
strictions, contradictory  and  unwise,  had 
been  placed  on  that  property.  I  am  glad 
that  the  measure  will  leave  those  charged 
with  the  administration  of  the  Act  no 
doubt  as  to  whom  they  should  admit  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  prevent  harsh  and  ca- 
pricious eviotions  —  to  relieve  tenants 
iiam.  evictions  nhich  are  the  consequence 
of  circumstances  over  which  they  have 
no  control.  The  difficulty,  however,  to 
face  is  how  to  decide  the  meaning  of 
harsh  eviotions,  as  in  and  out  of  the 
House  various  interpretations  are  given. 
The  House  has  hardly  any  data  to  go 
upon.  The  evidence  before  them  in  the 
Cowper  Commission  is,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, contradictory,  and  even  the  extent  of 
the  fall  in  prices  is  disputed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Meath  devoted  a  long 
argument  to  proving  that  the  statistics 
of  the  Begistrar  Qeneral  relating  to  thfl 
amount  and  value  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce are  entirely  untrustworthy,  yet  on 
these  statistics  the  Cowper  Commission 
has  based  one  or  two  of  its  most  im- 
portant recommeudations.  It  is  perfectly 
evident  that  the  House  cannot  apply  a 
remedy  to  every  evil.  All  that  it  can  do 
is  to  devise  a  remedy  to  meet  the 
average  case.  That  is  oil  that  can  be 
expected  from  legislation,  and  I  believe 
imri  Night.  \ 
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t!iat  Olauee  22,  and  the  clauses  follow* 
ing,  are  capable — though  on  this  point 
I  differ  from  the  h on.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell )^-capabl6 
of  providing  a  remedy  that  will  meet 
efficient);  the  average  circumstances. 
The  clause  which  deals  with  the  equity 
jurisdiction  of  the  County  Court  Judge 
will  not  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  case  by 
itself,  because  it  only  relieyes  the  tenant 
in  an  insolvent  condition  from  arrears 
due  to  the  landlord.  It  still  leaves  him 
embarrassed  by  the  debts  that  hang 
round  his  neck  to  the  money  lender, 
and  leaves  him  still  sinking  in  his  debts 
to  other  creditors.  If  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  are  struck  out,  and  the  tenant  is 
relieved  in  another  way  from  the  land- 
lord's arrears,  he  will  only  be  set  np  for 
a  few  months  longer  in  a  tottering  con- 
dition, growing  worse  and  worse.  A 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  of  casting  on 
the  tenant  the  opprobrium  of  bank- 
ruptcy is  by  developing  the  Equity 
Clauses,  and  I  should  be  delighted  if 
some  method  could  be  discovered  by 
which  the  stigma  of  bankruptcy  could 
be  avoided.  I  would  suggest,  not 
being  quite  sure  if  it  can  be  carried  out, 
that  the  Count;  Court  Judge  should  have 
within  his  cognizance  and  jurisdiction 
the  liabilities  owing  to  the  money  lenders 
and  other  creditors,  at  the  same  time 
that  he  deals  with  the  tenant's  obliga- 
tions and  arrears  of  rent.  That  will  pro- 
bably meet  the  position  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment.  It  cannot 
be  the  desire  of  anyone  that  the  tenant 
shall  be  in  a  worse  position  than  he  now 
occupies  ;  but  I  wish  to  impress  on  the 
House,  as  I  said  before,  that  it  is  no 
use  releasing  the  tenant  from  one  class 
of  creditors  while  he  is  left  sinking  in 
debt  to  other  creditors ;  and  if  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Clauses  are  cut  out,  without  re- 
placing them  by  something  equally  bene- 
ficial relieving  tlie  tenant  from  other 
creditor^,  little  good  would  be  done.  But 
the  measurs  is  temporary,  and  I  look 
forward  to  the  measure  to  which  I  under- 
stand the  Government  is  pledged  with 
the  assent  of  all  sides,  though  hedged 
with  difficulty,  a  measure  directed  to  the 
abolition  of  dual  ownership.  The  ques- 
tion is,  in  reality,  bo  complicated  not 
only  by  the  social,  but  also  by  the  politi- 
cal relations  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment,  that,  for  my  own  part,  I  think 
the  Government  is  quite  right  in  only 
dealing  with  it  in  a  temporary  manner  in 
Jfr.  Macartney 
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the  Bill  before  the  House.  Imustsaythat, 
without  dealing  with  the  more  contro- 
versial points  of  the  Bill,  I  think  that 
some  of  the  clauses  have  sufficient  merit 
to  entitle  the  Bill  to  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  bo  far,  at  all 
events,  as  to  induce  us  to  read  it  a  second 
time,  with  a  view  to  afford  to  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers  tfaat  relief  which  they 
'  require  in  their  present  difficult  and  em- 
barraseed  position.  There  ie  only  one 
other  BUggestioQ  made  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  whioh  I  should  like  to  allude 
to— that  is  as  to  the  charges  of  various 
sorts  which  ezist  on  many  Irish  estates. 
These  charges  are,  no  doubt,  in  many 
cases  very  heavy ;  nor  can  it  be  denied 
that  they  have,  in  many  cases,  placed 
many  landlords  in  a  position  of  great 
embarrassment  and  difficulty.  If  this 
House,  or  if  Parliament,   is  now  pre- 

flared  to  consider,  with  a  view  to  logia- 
ation,  the  question  of  affording  relief  to 
the  Irish  landlords,  either  by  diminish- 
ing the  claims  of  the  mortgagees,  or  re- 
ducing family  charges,  or  by  granting 
such  assistance  to  the  mortgagors  as 
they  have  given  to  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land— [Om*o/'"No,  no!  "  fromiomaof 
tht  ParneUitt  JV«ni«r«}— then  there  can, 
in  m;  opinion,  be  no  conceivable  objec- 
tion to  the  dealing  with  any  property 
which  landlords  may  now  have  in  Ire- 
land. Then  there  is  another  part  on 
which  I  wished,  iu  conclusion,  to  say  a 
few  words.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  baa  turned  his  attention  to,  and 
has  made  some  observations  on,  the 
political  aspect  of  this  measure.  Now, 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  it 
would  be  right  for  the  House  to  Ins- 
tate on  this  matter  with  regard  to  any 
possible  or  probable  effect  which  its 
legislation  may  or  may  not  have  now  or 
hereafter  upon  the  political  situation  in 
Ireland.  I  must  say  that  I  differ  to  a 
great  extent  from  the  opinions  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has 
expressed,  as  to  the  effect  this  Bill  may 
have  upon  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ulster. 
It  cannot,  indsed,  be  denied  that  our 
farmers  do  entertain  very  strong  feelinga 
upon  the  Land  Question,  in  which  they 
are  so  deeply  interested;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  do  not  think  that  they  are  pre- 
pared or  disposed,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  l^rone  seems  to  suppose,  to 
repudiate  their  political  feelinga  or 
opinions  on  account  of  any  relief  which 
may  be  granted  to  them,  or  withheld 
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from  them,  by  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  regard  to  the  tenure  of  the  rent  of 
their  land.  I  firmly  believe  the;  will, 
at  all  events,  receive  the  measure  which 
is  now  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  as  an  earneet  and  an 
honest  attempt  to  benefit  and  to  relieve 
those  classes  of  the  cultivators  of  the 
aoil  who  are  now,  and  have  been  bo 
long,  suffering  from  the  severe  agricul- 
tural depression. 

The  OHAKOBLLOE  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschkh)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Those  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who,  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  have  spoken  of  the  great 
difficulties  which  surround  this  subject 
have  only  done  justice  to  the  position 
of  the  Government.  A  more  compli- 
cated question,  a  question  more  sur- 
rounded on  every  side  by  almost  iosolv- 
able  dif&oulties,  has  seldom  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  "We  may  be  at 
issue,  and  we  shall  be  at  issue,  more, 
perhaps,  than  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  contemplates,  during  the  course 
of  this  debate;  but  I  think  that  all  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
Front  Benohes  opposite  will  freely  admit 
that  we  have  a  task  before  as  in  endea- 
vouring to  settle,  temporarily  even,  this 
land  problem,  which  is  equal  to  any 
difficulty  which  they  themselves  have 
had  to  deal  with  in  previous  times. 
Whatever  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  may  think,  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  ia  possible  to  reduce  the 
opinion  of  this  House  upon  this  question, 
or  even  the  opinions  which  he  holds,  and 
which  are  held  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  oppowte,  to  a  auffioient 
state  of  unanimity  to  sustain  the  con- 
fident belief  entertained  by  him  that  it 
would  be  possible  in  two  pages  of  space, 
and  within  a  week  of  time,  to  solve 
one  of  the  most  intricate  problems  that 
coald  ever  be  submitted  to  Parliament. 
We  do  not  disguise  from  ourselves  the 
diffioulties  which  are  before  us,  and,  in 
rising  to  give  utterance  to  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  a  good  many  of 
the  points  which  have  been  submitted 
to  us  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  wish 
to  speak  with  the  greatest  frankness  and 
with  Buoh  clearness  as  I  may  be  capable 
of.  Let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that 
we  do  not  wish  to  buy  a  single  vote  on 
this  stage  of  the  proceedings  hy  holding 
out  any  hopes  which  we  may  not  be  able 


to  fulfil,  or  by  pretending  or  assuming 
any  agreement  of  opinion  which  ia  not 
an  absolute  agreement,  and  which  would 
not  express  the  convictions  which  we 
hold.  I  fear  that  the  words  which  may 
follow  from  me  may  disappoint  some  of 
the  hon.  Members  and  the  right  hon. 
Oeatlemen  who  have  spoken  in  this  de- 
bate. But  there  are  sreat  questions  of 
principle  involved,  and  there  are  prin- 
ciples in  this  Bill  which  we  intend  to 
maintain  by  speech  and  vote  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  proceedings  on  this 
measure.  Now,  as  if  the  difficulties 
which  arise  out  of  the  Bill  itself  were 
not  enough,  some  further  considera- 
tions  have  been  submitted  to  us  as 
to  points  with  which  we  ougfat  to  deal. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain) and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  have  both  submitted 
that  we  should  attempt  to  deal  with  an 
extremely  grave  question  which  lies  out- 
side the  present  proposal,  though  it  is 
one  which  might  fairly  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  at  a  future  day — I 
mean  the  question  of  family  charges  and 
of  mortgages  upon  the  estates  of  Irish 
landlords.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  certainly  spoke 
with  much  eloquence  Eind  with  much 
justice  as  to  the  position  in  which  we 
stand  at  the  present  moment  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  he  deprecated  the  introduction 
of  nnnecesaary  topics  and  of  any  subjects 
which  would  require  lengthened  debate 
into  the  Bill,  and  he  advised  us  to  drop 
as  much  controversial  matter  aa  we  coola 
manage  to  throw  overboard.  But,  at  Uie 
same  time,  he  invited  us  to  discuss  aa 
thorny  and  difficult  a  subject  as  could 
possibly  be  submitted  to  our  attention. 
I  do  not  propose  to  argue  at  any  length 
this  question  of  mortgages  and  family 
charges  ;  but  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
admit  that  it  is  a  question  which  de> 
serrea  the  attention  of  Parliament  and 
must  be  thoroughly  examined,  and  per- 
haps it  is  one  which  Parliament  may  find 
itself  ultimately  willing  to  address  itself 
to.  But  there  are  the  most  serious 
problems  connected  with  it.  In  the  first 
place,  what  ratio  should  we  apply  in 
dealing  with  family  charges  and  mort- 
gages ;  and  what  date  will  you  assign  to 
the  commencement?  And  will  you  limit 
this  new  principle  to  Ireland,  or  are  you 
prepared  to  set  a  precedent  which  is  to 
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be  applied  uniTersallj  in  future ;  and 
are  family  ehargee  and  mnrtgages  to  be 
interfered  with  throughout  the  firitUh 
Isles  ?  Because  clearly  this  is  not  a  mea- 
sure which  can  be  logically  or  couBist- 
ently  applied  to  Ireland  slone — it  is  a 
queetion  that  must  be  raised  in  oounec- 
tion  with  O-reat  Britain  generally.  Ought 
it  to  be  contended  that  in  Ireland,  where 
reductions  of  rent  have  been  foioed  upon 
the  landlords  by  the  State,  mortgages 
and  family  charges  should  be  reduced, 
while  elsewhere,  where  landlords  have 
made  voluntary  remissions  of  rent,  a 
similar  relief  should  not  be  applied? 
Again,  when  the  time  comes,  it  will  he 
necessary  to  submit  to  the  attention  of 
Parliament  and  the  publio  to  what  ex- 
tent the  interference  with  mortgages  and 
family  charges  would  destroy  the  possi- 
bility of  raising  any  money  upon  land 
and  obtaining  any  credit  for  the  purpose 
of  agriculture,  and  to  what  extent  it 
would  injure  permanently  and  deeply  the 

firospect  of  the  application  of  capital  to 
and  in  future.  These,  it  strikes  me,  are 
matters  which  would  not  require  simply  a 
week's  consideration  at  the  end  of  a  long 
and  protracted  Session,  but  tbe  atten- 
tion of  the  best  men  in  Parliament  con- 
secutively and  closely  for  a  considerable 
time.  I  do  not  wish  to  convey  the  im- 
pression that  the  Government  reject  the 
idea  that  family  charges  and  mor^ages 
may  have  to  be  de^t  with.  But  we 
declare  it  utterly  impossible  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  tbe  present  Session, 
without  far  more  and  closer  inquiry  than 
it  would  be  possible  for  theQovemment 
or  Parliament  to  devote  to  it  now.  That 
is  one  of  the  points  which  have  been 
submitted  to  us,  as  having  been  omitted 
from  the  Bill,  and  as  deserving  to  be  in- 
troduced. I  have  shown  that  we  do  not 
consider  it  possible  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion in  the  present  Session.  I  will  now 
approach  the  consideration  of  the  various 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  taking  them  some' 
what  in  the  order  in  which  they  were 
dealt  with  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham.  It  was  most  inte- 
resting to  see  on  Tuesday  how  my  right 
hon.  Eriend  the  Hember  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (&[r.  Childers)  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  say  with  regard  to  the  Bill  itself, 
except  to  echo  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham.  And,  again,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mr,  Ooiehen 


Derby  to-night  accused  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  of 
taking  his  Amendment,  which  might 
have  been  communicated  to  hitn  by  some 
indiscrstion.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  spoke  in  a  very  amusing  man- 
ner with  regard  to  the  possible  effect  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Clausss  originally  in  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  being  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment; and  he  now  accuses  the  noble 
Lord  tbe  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  of  having  stolen  his  Amend- 
ments. [Sir  William  Hahooubt  :  Our 
thunder.]  Your  thunder.  I  know  that 
the  thunder  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  very  loud ;  but  I  understood  that 
his  Amendments  bad  been  stolen,  and 
that  by  some  indiscretion  Amendments 
which  were  to  have  been  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  had 
got  into  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington.  I 
wonder  whether  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  thought  that  the  same  fate 
would  befall  his  Amendments  in  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Lord  as  has  befallen 
those  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  or  whether  he  was  content 
with  the  position  taken  up  by  the  noble 
Lord,  because  he  hoped  diat  during  the 
rest  of  the  debates  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham would  be  found  working  to- 
gether to  eviscerate  the  Bill.  That  was 
evidently  a  process  which  had  great 
attraction  for  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  and  he  revelled  at  the  prospect 
of  holding  out  his  hand  again  to  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  to  what  extent  that 
prophecy  will  be  fulfilled  remains  stilt 
to  be  seen.  However  that  may  be,  the 
Government  have  their  own  views  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  views  which  they  will  endeavour  to 
maintain  and  induce  the  House  to  accept. 
I  think  that  I  shall  best  give  the  key  to 
the  anxiety  of  the  Government  by,  at  this 
point  of  my  observations,  stating  what 
we  conceived  to  be  the  cardinal  points  in 
introducing  our  Bill.  It  has  been  stated 
before,  and  I  desire  to  state  it  again, 
that  it  is  a  temporary  measure,  and  that 
we  do  not  wish  by  the  introduction  of 
any  principles  into  this  Bill,  or  by  the 
admission  of  any  clauses  to  damage  that 
prospect  of  purchase,  which  we  consider 
to  be  essential  to  the  solution  of  this 
question.  [Cheers.']  1  do  not  quite 
understand  those  cheers  coming  from 
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hon.  Qendemen  Wow  the  Gangway. 
I  will  re-assert  the  proposition.  We  wish 
to  admit  nothiD^  to  damage  purchase, 
and  in  some  of  the  propositions  made 
from  dilferent  quarters  of  the  House 
there  lurks  the  danger  that  if  we  accept 
them,  plausible  as  they  are,  we  may  do 
something  that  may  posssibly  he  de- 
stmctive  to  purchase.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  ridiculed  the  idea  of 
our  carrying  out  a  purchase  scheme  at  all. 
He  thought  the  question  was  so  beset 
with  diffloalty,  and  that  the  events  which 
took  place  in  connection  with  the  scheme 
to  wHch  he  himself  was  a  party  were  so 
deoieive,  that  we  should  not  be  able  to 
carry  out  a  purchase  scheme  under  any 
circumstanoes.  Thatisnot  theviewof  the 
Qoremment.  We  think  that  to  end  dual 
ownership  is  the  one  great  object  to  be 
aimed  at  in  regard  to  Irish  land.  We 
are  aiming  at  that,  and  we  wish  to  resist 
all  proposals  in  connection  with  this  Bill 
which  seem  to  us  to  be  inconsistent  with 
that  cardinal  principle.  We  shall  not 
resist  Amendments  which  do  not  touch 
that  cardinal  principle.  There  are  many 
points  as  to  which  we  are  prepared  to 
consult  with  the  House  in  order  to  the 
beat  means  of  solving  the  difficulty ;  but 
where  we  come  into  conflict  with  that 
great  principle,  the  House,  I  think,  will 
not  find  ns  to  be  in  a  yielding  mood. 
I  wilt  test  the  Ist  clause  by  what  I 
have  just  laid  down.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  we  should  give  up  the 
reetriotion  which  includes  what  are  called 
the  English- managed  estates— namely, 
the  restriction  with  regard  to  those  cases 
where  the  landlord  has  spent  large  sums 
upon  the  estate.  It  is  urged  that  we 
should  extend  the  benefit  we  propose  to 
grant  from  leases  of  60  years  to  leases 
for  a  far  longer  term.  It  is  urged  upon 
us  that  we  should  omit  the  words  as  to 
tenants  being  iMd^iffin  ocoiipation  of 
their  holdings,  and  it  is  also  urged  upon 
us  that  we  should  extend  our  concessions 
to  perpetuity  leases.  When  we  are  asked 
to  extend  our  concessions  to  perpetuity 
leases,  we  seem  to  come  into  conflict  with 
the  principle  of  purchase.  [£()t^Af«r.] 
Hon.  Uembers  must  not  think  that 
ridioulous.  It  is  a  fair  argument,  though 
they  may  not  agree  with  it.  Our  point 
is  this.  A  perpetuity  lease  is  simply 
another  form  of  purchase ;  and  you 
might  as  well  say,  when  a  man  has  re- 
ceived a  sum  down  for  the  land  which 
ha  sold  some  10  or  15  years  ago,  that  he 


ought  to  give  up  a  portion  of  that  sum 
because  the  transaction  has  turned  out 
badly  for  the  purchaser  since,  as  say  that 
you  ought  to  make  a  reduction  in  the 
perpetuity  rent  which  was  agreed  upon 
in  lieu  of  a  sum  down.  A  perpetuity 
lease  is  simply,  I  repeat,  a  form  of  pur- 
chase ;  and  that  is  a  view  which  com- 
mended  itself  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  some 
time  ago.  I  would  be  prepared  to 
admit,  however,  that  as  leaseholdera 
under  the  Laud  Act  of  IBBI  ware  ad- 
mitted to  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  if  it 
oould  be  shown  that  any  undue  pressure 
had  been  brought  within  a  certain  period 
to  secure  those  leases,  so  if  it  could  be 
shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court 
that  these  leases  had  been  obtained 
by  coercion  or  any  undue  means  the 
Court  should  have  the  option  to  revise 
them.  That  is  a  suggestion  which  we 
should  not  be  averse  to  entertain.  But 
we  hold  that  simply  to  say  that  per- 
petuity leases  should  he  treated  like  all 
other  leases  is  inconsistent  with  the 
principle  of  purchase;  and  you  might  as 
well  argue,  after  you  have  passed  a  Pur- 
chase Bill,  that  the  instalments  ought  to 
be  varied  according  to  prices,  as  to  say 
that  perpetuity  rents  ou^t  to  be  altered 
with  reference  to  prices.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  English -managed 
estates,  by  which  term  I  describe  the 
reservation  which  is  made  iu  the  clause 
in  favourof  landlords  who  have  expended 
a  certain  amount  upon  their  properties, 
the  object  of  that  clause  was  this — to 
distinguish  between  cases  where  the 
landlord  has  done  his  duty  to  the  land, 
and  has  spent  a  large  sum  of  money  on 
the  holding,  and  where  it  is  consequently 
considered  that  the  leases  should  not  be 
broken,  and  other  cases.  On  that  point 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham made  a  suggestion  which  is 
worthy  of  consideration — namely,  that 
the  interest  upon  the  capital  which  he 
has  expended  should  be  treated  as  a  kind 
of  preferential  charge,  and  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  rent  should  be  treated 
in  the  ordinary  way.  This  is  a  matter  _ 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
examine  in  order  to  see  whether  they 
oau  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Members. 
There  is  another  phrase  which  limits 
the  benefit  of  the  Act  to  cases  where  a 
leaseholder  is  in  beneficial  occupation. 
It  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  that  these  words  had 
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been  put  in  by  an  iniidious  lawyer  with 
some  intention  to  take  away  with  one 
haad  what  bad  been  given  by  the  other. 
But  a  6tudy  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
would  hare  shown  bim  that  it  was  an 
historio  phrase  introduced  by  the  Law 
OHicers  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  This  shows  bow  ill- 
founded  Buapicions  may  arise  with  re- 
gard to  the  phraaeologj  of  these  clauses, 
and  how  unfair  tt  would  be  to  visit  upon 
the  present  Oovemment  precautions  and 
xeeerrationB  whiah  were  contained  in  the 
original  Land  Acts  which  place  upon  us 
tremendous  difficulties  in  endeavouring 
to  amend  them  and  bring  them  to  some- 
thing like  a  practical  form.  There  are 
legal  decisions  which  have  made  these 
words  necessary;  and  if  better  words  can 
be  found  in  order  to  meet  the  difficulties 
oftbeBerecentdeoieions,  the  Government 
will  do  their  best  to  meet  any  such  sug- 
gestioD.  I  only  protest,  and  I  have  a 
right  to  do  ao,  against  the  supposition 
that  the  words  have  been  put  into  the 
Bill  by  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers 
with  any  malevolent  intention  of  limiting 
the  advantages  of  this  clause,  which 
otherwise  commends  itself  to  the  appro- 
bation of  almost  all  parties  in  the  House. 
I  DOW  oome  to  an  important  clause  on 
which  great  differences  of  opinion  exist, 
by  which  ve  seek  to  substitute  the  ser- 
vice of  a  written  notice  for  the  cruel 
process  of  eviction.  [ Laughter. 1  Yea  ;  I 
am  going  to  grapple  with  this.  Hon. 
Members  have  had  their  say  on  this 
clause;  I  hope  they  will  allow  me  to 
have  mine. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
We  may  laugh,  surely. 

Mb.  QOSOHEN  :  I  wish  to  grapple 
with  the  poaition  they  have  taken  up. 
I  do  not  Know  whether  hon.  Members 
who  have  not  looked  carefully  into  this 
matter  know  the  peculiar  state  of  the 
law  as  regards  evictions.  In  almost 
every  case  there  are  two  evictions,  or 
there  may  be  two  evictions  where  one 
would  suffice.  In  the  first  place,  an  evic- 
tion takes  place  in  order  to  certify  the 
fact,  as  it  ivere,  that  the  landlord  has  got 
the  right  to  turn  the  tenant  out.  Then 
he  ia  reinstated  aa  caretaker,  and  if  he 
ntakea  no  arrangement  with  his  landlord 
during  the  following  six  months  he  may 
have  to  be  again  evicted  at  the  end  of  that 
time,  and  so  there  may  be  two  evictions 
&om  the  one  holding.  It  would  strike 
most  people  that  it  would  be  well  to  get  rid 
Mr.  GmhH 


of  evictions  as  a  preliminary  process,  and 
then,  considering  that  a  vast  number  of 
tenants  settle  during  the  six  months,  the 
total  number  of  evictions  would  be  much 
reduced.  Let  it  be  thouroughly  under- 
stood that  if  you  do  away  with  these  first 
evictions  you  will  have  done  away  with 
the  great  majority  of  evictions,  and  there 
will  be  left  only  a  certain  balance  of 
evictions  which  ooour  at  the  end  of  the 
six  months.  Then  read  Clause  4  along 
with  Clause  22,  which  stays  evictions  for 
arrears,  and  you  will  see  the  extent  to 
which  the  Clovemment  go.  They  are 
confident  that  by  the  two  clauses  they 
will  be  ableto  diminish  greatly  the  num- 
ber of  evictions.  But  to  our  surprise 
not  only  Irish  Members  opposite  below 
the  Gangway,  but  right  hon.  Members 
above  the  Gangway,  and  even  the  noble 
Lord  on  our  own  side,  prefer  that  evic- 
tions should  continue. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHTTROHILL 
(Paddin^ton,  S,):  I  never  said  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Mb.  QOSCHEN:  I  would  not  mis- 
represent the  noble  Lord,  and  I  am  glad 
that  that  was  not  the  tendency  of  his 
argument.  But  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  maintain  distinctly  that  it  is 
an  object  to  keep  up  the  number  of 
evictions,  because  they  have  an  influence 
on  English  pubhc  opinion.  [Crwf  of 
"  No,  no  !  "^  It  was  said  that  the  inci- 
dents and  the  publicity  of  these  evictione 
acted  on  public  opinion,  and  we  were 
accused  of  attempting  to  do  away  with 
these  evictions  in  order,  as  someone 
said,  to  hustle  tenants  out  by  notice  with- 
out attracting  public  attention.  That  is 
to  say,  needless  evictions  are  to  go  on 
in  order  to  keep  English  opinion  up  to 
the  mark.  This  enables  one  to  under- 
stand how  it  was  that  in  a  great  number 
of  eviction  cases  aged  and  sick  persons 
were  not  removed  from  houses  that  were 
fortified  to  resist  the  attacks  of  the 
police.  One  would  have  thought  that 
such  persons  would  have  been  removed 
from  motives  of  common  humanity  to 
the  houses  of  neighbours  while  gallant 
defenders  were  pouring  boiling  ivater  on 
sheriffs  and  the  police.  I  now  under- 
stand that  the  ohjectin  keeping  the  aged 
and  the  sick  in  the  houses  of  the  tenants 
who  were  to  be  evicted  was  to  excite  public 
opinion  by  making  the  evictions  appear 
to  be  carried  out  in  a  barbarous  manner. 
Therefore,  hon.  Members  do  not  wish  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  evictions ;  they  do  not 
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wish  to  Bee  Doticea  givea  quietly. 
Older  to  preju(tice  public  opiaion  against 
landlords  by  the  horrora  of  evietions 
they  \risb  to  keep  up  what  we  consider 
to  be  a  barbarous  and  unnecessary  pro- 
oeas.  I  shaU  be  interested  to  see  to 
what  extent  hon.  Gentlemen  will  continue 
to  support  this  process  of  eviction,  which 
is  usQeceesary  when  a  written  notice  will 
tufflee.  Do  they  see  no  public  advan- 
tage in  doing  away  with  the  scandal  of 
these  evictions,  and  in  doing  away  with 
the  cost  of  the  police  and  the  presence  of 
the  military  ?  Do  they  not  object  to  see 
the  law  brought  into  disrepute?  How  is 
the  law  brought  into  disrepute?  It 
is  by  the  speotaole  of  people  shaking 
hands  with  the  girls  who  pour  boil- 
ing water  on  the  bailiffs  and  police. 
It  is  by  the  exhibition  of  sympathy 
with  the  law-breakers  against  the  agents 
of  the  law.  Can  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  wish  to  continue  these  scenes  ? 
If  not,  is  it  not  desirable  to  substitute 
some  other  process  for  them  ?  There  is 
nothing  ridiculoua  in  that.  [Dr.  Tan- 
ner: Indeed,  there  is.l  I  can  tell  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
theywillnotpromotetbeeEBciencyof  these 
debates  by  ridiculing  a  serious  subject. 
This  is  a  serious  subject.  I  wish  to  ask 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  they 
are  law-abiding,  whether  they  do  not  eee 
that  the  law  is  brought  into  disrepute  by 
these  processes  ;  and,  if  so,  why  it  is  that 
they  wish  to  continue  these  evictions? 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  has  repudiated  any  sym- 
pathy with  the  view  that  these  evictions 
ought  to  be  continued  ;  but  he  is  disposed 
to  go  against  the  clause. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  never  said  anything  about  it.  I  said 
there  were  grave  doubts  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  the  clause. 

Mb.  (K)8CH£N  :  And  he  put  a  very 
pointed  question  to  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Let  him  answer  it. 

Mr.  Q08CHEN:  He  asked  what 
would  hare  taken  place  if  the  clause  had 
been  in  force  before,  and  I  gather  that  he 
thinks  it  would  have  been  a  misfortune  if 
this  clause  had  been  in  existence;  in  other 
words,  that  it  would  have  been  a  misfor- 
tune if  a  written  notice  had  before  now 
been  substituted  for  the  present  process. 
Well,  it  anoears  to  me  a  danirerous  thioff 


to  the  good  government  of  Ireland— and 
I  trust  that  hon.  Members  will  assist  us 
in  doing  an  ay  with  them.  The  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  seyeral  of  the  clauses  as  if 
they  had  escaped  my  attention  as  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  as  if  I  had 
not  been  sufficiently  vigilant  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  public  purse ;  but  to  the 
noble  Lord,  as  a  most  economical  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequer,  I  would  put  this 
question.  What  is  the  cost  of  these 
evictions  ?  What  is  the  cost  of  sending 
police  and  military,  and  of  having  a 
series  of  sieges  and  military  operations, 
in  order  to  do  that  which  a  written  notice 
will  equally  do  ?  Looking  to  the  pro* 
teotion  of  the  public  purse  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  adopting  the  sensible,  econo- 
mical process  of  sending  a  written  notice 
as  proposed.  That  will  be  a  far  more 
satisfactory  and  a  great  deal  more  peace- 
ful, and  it  will  achieve  the  same  thing. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL : 
It  is  not  worth  thinking  about. 

Mk.  G080HEN  ;  We,  therefore,  are 
not  prepared  to  accept;  the  suggestioa 
from  various  quarters  of  the  Honse  to 
drop  this  clause  from  the  Bill.  We  con- 
sider that  it  will  promote  law  and  order 
and  economy  and  the  good  government 
of  Ireland.  We  do  not  wish  to  see  the 
hillsides  of  Ireland  devoted  to  eviction 
scenes  simply  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  attention  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land to  their  existence.  \Ch»*r».'\  Those 
cheers  show  how  entirely  right  I  am. 
If  we  put  a  stop  to  the  evictions  we  put 
a  stop  to  half  the  stock-in-trade  of  the 
agitators.  I  leave  that  clause  and  now 
proceed  to  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses.  In 
the  first  place,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  view 
taken  by  the  opponents  of  these  clauses. 
It  is  the  view  that  every  creditor  is  to  be 
satisfied,  and  the  landlord  alone  is  to 
bear  the  reverse.  Much  merriment  has 
been  made  of  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  tackled  the  principle.  If  a 
tenant  is  insolvent  not  only  through  a 
high  rent,  but  from  other  causes  beyond 
his  control,  is  the  landlord  to  bear  the 
whole  loss  ?  It  may  be  that  this  principle 
is  accepted  by  hon.  Members  opposite  be- 
cause they  say — as  it  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo— that  the 
landlord's  debt  is  a  dishonest  debt,  fixed 
though  it  was  by  a  Judicial  Court  under 
the  Act  passed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
I  oDDosite.  It  is  a  dishonest  debt, 
le  land. 
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I  make  no  comment  oa  that  view  further 
than  to  state  the  proposition.  Now,  as 
the  clauM  ia  drawo  by  the  QoTernmeut, 
it  the  tenant  ia  insolvent  his  creditors 
generally  must  contribute  to  bis  release; 
that  is  the  release  to  which  lion.  Members 
oppoaits  object.  They  desire  that  the 
ifbolo  losi  eoould  fall  upon  the  landlord 
so  long  as  there  is  any  rent  to  pay.  He 
is  the  man  from  whom  everything  ia  to 
be  deducted.  That  is  their  position 
with  regard  to  the  fi.  fa.  Tha  landlord 
is  to  be  prevented  &om  entering,  but 
other  creditors  are  to  be  allowed  to  seize 
the  tenant's  goods.  On  this  matter 
of  fieri  facial,  the  Government  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Members  if  there  is  to  be  the  same 
justice  and  equal  treatment  for  all  cre- 
ditors. That  is  to  say,  the  CFovemment 
are  absolutely  determined  and  anxious  to 
stnp  evictions,  and  for  thesakeof  stopping 
evictions  th^  have  proposed  Clause  2S. 
But  in  case  Clause  22  is  insufficient,  and 
there  is  a  door  open  through  some  other 
legal  process  by  which  the  landlord  can 
bring  about  a  similar  result,  we  wish  to 
close  that  door.  But  we  do  not  think 
the  remedy  should  be  taken  from  the  land- 
lord, and  at  the  same  time  all  the  other 
creditors  should  be  at  liberty  to  seize  the 
goods  and  sell  the  goodwill.  We  shall 
appeal  to  the  House,  and  we  trust  with 
success,  to  see  that  while  all  assistance 
is  given  to  the  tenant  the  principle  shall 
be  upheld  that,  if  sacrifices  are  to  be 
made,  other  creditors  shall  be  called  upon 
to  contribute  to  them  and  to  suspend  pro- 
cesses by  which  otherwise  the  tenant 
might  be  ruined  by  his  other  creditors. 
For,  remember,  the  tenant  may  be  ruined 
by  the  gomheen  man  as  well  as  by  the 
landlord.  It  would  be  doubtful  policy  to 
leave  all  his  remedies  to  the  gombeen 
mail,  such  asthepower  of  selling  the  ten- 
ant right  and  the  stock — to  leave  these 
untouched,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  lock 
the  door  on  the  landlord.  But  to  return 
to  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses.  We  are  pre- 
pared to  investigate  these  clauses  with 
the  help  of  the  Committee.  These  clauses 
we  frankly  and  honestly  believe  to  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  tenant.  They  are 
introduced  with  the  object  of  BSBisting 
the  tenant.  But  the  landlords  do  not 
like  them — naturally  they  do  not  like 
them ;  and  if  tha  tenants  refuse  them, 
than  I  admit  there  will  be  very  little  en- 
oonragement  to  the  Qovemment  to  leave 
these  clauses  in  the  Bill.  But  the  noble 
Mr.  €hKh§n 


Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
spoke  as  though  we  were  going  to  found 
a  system  of  purchase  on  insolvency  ;  and 
't  was  one  of  the  best  points  in  his  able 
ipeech.  It  was  a  very  clever  thing  to 
say  that  we  were  founding  national 
credit  upon  national  insolvency.  But  the 
truth  is — audit  wa.s  pointed  out  the  other 
day  by  the  right  hou.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham— it  is  not  the  fact  of  going 
into  the  Bankruptcy  Court  that  makes 
the  tenant  Insolvent,  but  the  fact  that 
he  ia  insolvent  which  obliges  him  to  go 
there.  I  am  not  arguing  this  point,  be- 
e  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  a 
cert^n  number  of  solvent  tenants  might 
go  into  the  Bankruptcy  Court  on  the 
ground  of  insolvency.  But  it  might  be 
argued  with  much  greater  force  that 
the  purchase  scheme  is  to  be  successful 
it  would  be  no  use  to  introdnce  it 
with  a  number  of  insolvent  tenants 
with  debts  round  their  necka,  and  it 
would  be  a  natural  preliminary  to  such 
a  scheme  that  if  they  are  insolvent, 
if  their  debts  are  such  that  &ey  would 
never  have  a  chance  to  relieve  them- 
selves, they  should  be  given  a  fresh  start 
by  going  first  into  the  Bankruptcy  Court. 
But  said  the  noble  Lord  —  it  was  a 
strong  objection — "It  would  injura  the 
moral  fibre  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  to 
be  aaked  to  go  into  the  Bankruptcy 
Court."  At  all  events,  I  do  not  think 
their  morals  would  be  injured  to  the 
same  extent  as  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
I  call  attention  to  this  view  of  morality. 
Break  all  contracts  with  your  landlord, 
ask  for  a  revision  of  rents  fixed  by  the 
State;  the  moment  it  is  inconvenient  to 
pay,  tear  up  all  agreements  affecting 
your  tenancy.  That  is  no  matter.  But 
it  is  an  injury  to  your  moral  fibre 
if  you  do  not  pay  the  gomheen  man.  I 
admit  that  all  these  measures  are  injuri- 
ous to  the  morality  of  all  classes.  Wehave 
been  injuring  the  morality  of  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  ever  since  we  embarked  in  the 
course  which  has  landed  us  in  our  present 
difficulties  and  put  us  in  this  position, 
that,  turn  where  we  may,  we  seem  to  be 
confronted  by  these  difiiculties.  It  is  too 
late  in  the  day  to  say  that  these  clauses 
would  injure  the  moral  fibre  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  I  have  stated  the 
view  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
these  clauses.  I  must  apologize  to  the 
House  for  having  taken  so  long;  but 
I  have  to  touch  on  one  point  still, 
which   is,    perhaps,   the    most    impor- 


>v  Google" 


865 


Irith  Land 


{JoLY  14,  18871 


Law  Bi'l. 


tant  of  any  with  vhidi  we  have  to 
deiil,  and  that  ie  the  counter- plan  vhich 
ia  au^eated  to  us  as  compared  with 
our  Equity  and  Bankruptcy  Olauaes— 
namely,  the  revision  of  rents.  We  are 
asked  to  revise  rente.  No  hon.  Oeu- 
tiemau,  no  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  has  given  us 
any  indication  whatever  how  far  they 
would  carry  that  prooess.  We  are 
charged,  in  the  first  instance,  with  having 
rejected  the  recommendations  of  the 
Cowper  Comnussiou.  From  what  some 
hon.  Uembers  say  who  have  not  read  the 
Bepori,  it  might  be  thought  that  the 
Commission  recommended  a  general  re- 
vision of  rents.  It  ia  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  Gommisaion  does  not  sug- 
gest an  immediate  revision.  But  the 
extraordinary  remedy  it  suggests  is  this 
—that  instead  of  having  a  fixed  rent 
for  1 5  years  you  are  to  have  a  revtsioD 
every  five  years.  I  think  the  expression 
is  that  a  time  should  be  fixed  so  short 
that  there  could  be  no  likelihood  of 
serious  error.  Then  they  go  on  to  re- 
commend five  years.  If  five  years  had 
been  taken  in  1884,  the  next  revision 
would  have  taken  place  in  1889,  and 
therefore,  during  this  period  of  a  fall  in 
prices  we  should  not  have  been  a  single 
inch  farther  than  we  ate  at  the  present 
time,  A  serious  error  has  resulted 
during  the  quinquennial  period.  There- 
fore we  cannot  accept  the  recommenda- 
tion made  by  the  Gowper  Oommission. 
I  do  not  think  that  sufficient  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  that  point,  for  when 
we  «xamine  the  Beport  of  the  Commis* 
sioners  we  see  that  their  recommenda- 
tions would  not  deal  with  the  present 
difficulty  if  we  had  attempted  to  adopt 
that  recommendation.  There  are  only 
two  proposals  possible.  Are  you  with 
every  serious  fall  in  prices  to  revise  the 
rents  throughout  Ireland  ?  We  cannot 
disguise  from  ourselves  that  that  is  the 

?uestion  with  which  we  have  to  deal, 
f  now  we  were  to  accept  the  view  of  a 
revision  of  rents  in  Ireland  who  can  tell 
that  in  two  years  there  might  not  be  a 
further  great  change  in  prices  and  that 
we  should  not  have  again  to  revise  the 
rents?  It  is  clear  that  you  could  not, 
except  with  a  gigantic  machinery,  revise 
the  rents  again  so  as  to  bring  them  into 
accord  with  prices.  I  do  not  speak 
merely  of  the  enormous  expenses ;  but 
before  you  had  completed  the  process 
the  new  decisions  woiud  again  be  wrong, 
YOU  OOOXVn.    [thibd  saBiEs.! 


for  in  two  years  you  might  have  another 
fall  or  another  rise  in  prices.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
wishes  to  have  a  uniform  scale.  He 
says — 

"  It  f  ou  admit  the  leaseholdera  yon  must  pat 
the  ottuiTB  on  the  aame  footing,  and  on  the  nine 
scale  of  prices  aa  the  leatehotders." 
But  long  before  you  arrive  at  that 
there  will  again  be  a  change.  You 
cannot  continually  revise,  and  the 
question  is,  does  the  House  intend 
to  commit  itself  to  a  revision  of  rents 
or  to  a  scheme  of  purchase  ?  And 
here  I  come  to  one  of  the  main  argu- 
ments which  has  influenced  the  Govern- 
ment in  deciding  against  a  revision  of 
rents.  Such  a  revision  must  be  a  revi- 
sion on  the  scale  of  prices,  and  if  you 
once  establish  that  you  will  have  done 
away  with  one  of  the  greatest  induce- 
ments to  purchase.  If  you  tell  the  tenant 
that  his  rent  Is  to  be  varied  according  to 
prices,  you  will  have  established  a  totally 
different  principle,  which  goes  to  the 
whole  root  of  purchase.  The  principle 
of  purchase  is  that  there  should  he  not 
a  fiuctuating  price,  but  one  which  is  to 
be  fixed  once  for  all.  We  attach  great 
importance  to  the  question  of  regular 
purchase  and  of  instalments,  and  we 
believe  that  a  fatal  blow  would  be  struck 
at  that  system  if  you  were  to  approve 
the  system  which  is  now  recommended 
to  us.  I  think  that  must  he  acknow- 
ledged by  hon.  Members.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell)  is  in  favour  of  purcha9e,but  he 
thinks  it  is  very  difficult  for  the  tenants 
to  wait  until  we  shall  be  able  to  carry  a 
Furchaae  Bill.  I  trust  that  the  majority 
of  the  House,  at  all  events,  will  believe 
ne  when  we  say  that  we  are  absolutely 
sincere  in  our  determination  to  carry  a 
Purchase  Bill  at  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity,  if  we  have  the  power  to  do 
so.  We  should  hold,  however,  that  B 
great  blow  had  been  struck,  and  that  we 
should  almost  feel  ourselves  relieved 
from  our  responsibility  to  carry  a  Fur- 
chase  Bill  if  the  House  of  Oommona 
were  to  decide  that  they  would  substi- 
tute for  that  system  a  system  of  rents 
varying  according  to  profits.  That  would 
continue  that  dual  ownership  against 
which  I  thought  every  section  of  the 
House  had  decided  to  vote.  We  cannot, 
therefore,  accept  the  suggestions  which 
havo  been  made  with  regard  to  a  general 
revision  of  rents. 
2  P 
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to  inprovd  onr  Bill  in  the  direction  of 
ttie  Equity  and  the  Bankruptcy  ClausQs, 
but  the  Ameadmenta  proposed  mnst  be 
ooneistent  with  the  general  principle, 
and  we  are  averse  to  a  revision  of  rentB, 
which  we   believe  would   destroy  the 

feneral  policy  on  which  we  are  em- 
arked,  namely  —  to  solve  ultimately 
this  great  Irish  Land  Question  on  the 
brood  basis  of  purchase  as  a  final  settle- 
ment. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  I  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Esehequer  (Mr,  Goachen) 
upon  the  determination  which  he  has 
announced  to  -  night  of  the  GoTom- 
ment  to  which  he  belongs,  that  they  in- 
tend to  stand  by  the  system  of  purchase 
and  thB  abolition  of  dual  ownership  of 
the  land  in  Ireland,  and  to  resist  any 
Amendments  to  this  Bill  that  would 
seem  to  impede  the  adoption  of  a  eys- 
tein  of  purchase  as  the  ultimate  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Land  Question.  I 
cordially  a^ee  with  him  in  that ;  but  I 
tbiuh  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  is  rather 
looking  to  the  price  at  which  this  pur- 
chase shall  take  place,  and  to  the  swell- 
ing of  that  price  and  ^e  maintenance  of 
that  price  at  a  fictitious  height  and 
value,  rather  than  to  the  impediments 
which  the  Amendments  we  seek  to  in- 
troduce into  this  Bill  would  throw  in  the 
way  of  dual  ownership.  By  all  means 
do  not  set  up  any  artificial  barrier 
against  a  large  scheme  of  land  purchase; 
but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
votes hia  great  ability  and  finanoial  ez- 
pensnce  to  this  attempt  to  bolster  up 
the  inflated  rents  on  Irish  estates  under 
the  present  system,  he  is  doing  all  he 
can  to  prevent  any  system  of  purchase 
from  being  adopted,  or,  if  adopted,  to 
doom  it  to  a  near  and  speedy  failure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that 
he  desires  to  abolish  eviction ;  and  so  do 
we.  But  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  abolish 
eviction  is  by  o^ng  it  by  another 
name.  Under  the  system  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  proposed  in  Clause  4, 
evictions  will  take  place  just  as  they 
take  place  now  ;  but  none  of  them  will 
be  recorded  in  your  Blue  Books.  Un- 
doubtedly it  presented  itself  to  the  candid 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  looking 
over  the  long  record  of  evictions  in  the 
Betums  presented  to  the  House,  that  it 
would  be  a  most  desirable  thing  to 
Jfr.  Qotehm 


abolish  this  record.  Evictions  of  care- 
takers are  not  called  evictions  in  Ire- 
land. They  are  not  carried  out  by  the 
Sheriff,  and  they  are  not  given  in  any 
Hetum  to  Parliament.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  will  not  get  rid  of  a  single 
eviction;  evictions  will  tske  place  just 
as  hitherto.  The  only  thing  he  will  do 
will  be  to  get  rid  of  the  record  presented 
to  Parliament,  What  happens  now  is 
that  the  tenant,  after  the  actual  eviction, 
has  a  six  months'  period  of  redemption. 
Within  that  period  he  can  redeem  his 
holding  and  save  his  title  from  being 
broken,  by  the  payment  of  rent  and 
costs,  either  in  full  or  in  part,  if  the 
landlord  agrees  to  take  lesstnan  the  full 
sum.  But  under  the  system  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  lauds  when  he 
tells  us  that  a  written  notioe  will  suffice, 
the  title  of  the  tenant  will  practioallj  be 
broken,  without  chance  of  redemption, 
by  the  written  notice,  and  by  eviction 
which  will  follow  it  all  the  same.  It 
will  be  possible  for  the  landlord  to  break 
the  title  which  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
conferred  upon  the  Irish  tenant  by  the 
use  of  this  written  notice  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  much  in 
love,  followed,  of  course,  hj  the  sum- 
mary process  of  dispossessionon  a  magis- 
trate's order.  It  is  not  because  W'e  think 
that  this  system  of  written  notice  will 
get  rid  of  the  scenes  that  have  shocked 
public  opinion  in  this  country  that  we 
object  to  the  4th  clause,  but  it  is  because 
we  know  that  this  system  will  not  get 
rid  of  evictions,  and  will  not  do  away 
with  the  scenes  either.  The  scenes  will 
take  place  all  the  same;  the  dispos- 
session will  have  to  come  all  the  same. 
Evictions  under  another  form  will  come 
all  the  same,  and  you  will  find  that 
these  evictions  will  come  home  to  your 
consciences  and  the  consciences  of  our 
constituents  just  as  they  do  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that  he 
has  been  baffled  in  the  amiable  purpose 
which  hae  governed  the  minds  of  the 
authors  of  Olause  4.  This  is  a  very 
good  example  of  the  way  in  which  a 
Minister  of  the  Urown  thinks  that  he  is 
entitled  to  mislead  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
actually  attempts  to  prove  in  this  House 
that  by  substituting  a  written  notice 
and  postponing  the  process  of  eviction 
for  six  months  he  will  get  rid  of  evictions 
altogether.  Now  I  come  to  the  question 
of  the  leaseholders.    I  fear  (hat,  after 
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the  declaration  juet  made  from  ttte 
Ministerial  Bench.,  the  hoD.  Memberfoi* 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Euasell)  will 
find  that  hie  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government   has  been  somevhat  mis- 

5 laced.  The  hon.  Member  sought  to 
eprire  me  of  any  credit  which  may 
attach  to  the  Leaaeholder'a  Clause  in  the 
Belief  Bill  I  Introduced  last  year,  by 
interrupting  the  right  hon.  Qentleraan 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  with  the  announcement  that 
the  clause  would  not  have  admitted  the 
leaseholders  of  Ireland,  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  refased  his  support  to  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EU8SELL  {Tyrone,  S.) : 
Would  not  have  admitted  the  whole  of 
the  leaseholders  ? 

Mb.  PABNELL:  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  say  that.  That  may  have  been, 
and  undoubtedly  was,  his  meaning,  but 
he  did  not  say  it.  However,  I  accept 
his  correction,  and  I  say  that  the  clause 
in  my  Bill,  which  he  refused  to  Bupport 
because  it  would  not  have  admitted  the 
whole  body  of  leaseholders,  would  have 
done  far  more  than  the  clause  of  the 
Oovernment,  the  BiU  containing  whioh 
he  now  supports.  The  clause  in  the 
Belief  BiU  was  the  same  as  the  clause  of 
the  Government,  minus  some  of  the 
important  restrictions  in  the  latter,  and 
consequently  it  was  a  better  clause  than 
the  clause  of  the  Government;  and  I  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  how 
he  can  consistently  defend  himself  for 
refusing  to  support  a  Bill  containing  a 
better]I<eaBeholdeT's  Clause  than  that  in 
this  measure  ? 

Mk.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  If  that  clause 
had  stood  by  itself  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  I  should  certmnly  have  supported 
it ;  but  the  Bill  contained  a  fatal  clause 
which  I  was  not  prepared  to  support. 
Inasmuch  as  I  was  not  prepared  to  sup- 

Sort  Clause  1,  and  as  I  thought  Clause  2 
efective,  I  voted  against  the  hon. 
Member's   Bill,   and    I    should  do  so 


I  must  class  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
category  of  unrepentant  sinners.  The 
hon.  Member  having  sold  himself  to  his 
Party  in  connection  with  the  Crimes 
Bill,  and  having  agreed  to  vote  with  that 
Party,  and  to  be  bound  by  the  decision 

of  the  majority  of  that  Party 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL :  I  never  gave 


such  a  pledge. 


Mb.  PAENELL  ;  The  hon.  Member 
now  finds  himself  in  the  position  of 
being  dragged  at  the  tail  of  the  Party 
because  they  refuse  to  support  him — at 
least,  we  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Party  does — 
and  we  believe  that  the  Leader  will  carry 
the  majority  with  him  notwithstanding 
the  puny  efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
finds  himself  left  in  the  lurch.  I  appre- 
ciate at  their  true  value  the  exertions  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain^.  I 
look  upon  that  Gentleman  as  a  unit  and 
nothing  more  in  what  is  called  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party.  I  look  upon 
him  as  possessing  as  little  influence  in 
the  Far^  and  in  the  country  as  any 
other  Member  of  the  Party,  and  certainly 
as  possessing  a  great  deal  less  influence 
than  some  Members  of  the  Party.  I 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  tor  South 
Tyrone  when  he  revisits  his  constituents 
will  provide  himself  with  some  better 
excuse  for  his  conduct  and  perfidy  than 
any  which  he  has  given  to  the  House. 
Now  I  come  to  the  question  of  the  re- 
vision of  the  judicial  leases,  which 
appears  to  be  the  question  that  will 
excite  the  greatest  difference  of  opinion 
when  the  Bill  reaches  Oummittee.  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Eschequer  has  used  the  most  ex- 
traordinary argument.  He  has  told  us 
that  any  attempt  to  interfere  with  judi- 
cial rents  will  discourage  purchase.  Why 
will  it  discourage  purchase?  It  will  not 
discourage  purohase,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  us  believe,  be- 
cause it  will  unsettle  the  prospect  of 
variable  rents.  It  will  settle  the  mind 
of  the  tenant,  because  the  tenant  who 
is  desirous  of  converting  his  variable 
rent  into  a  fixed  and  terminable  rent  will 
have  the  inducement  of  being  able  to 
diminish  the  rent  at  which  he  starts.  It 
may,  however,  interfere,  in  the  mind  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  purchase,  because  he  thinks 
that  he  has  thus  got  the  tenant  in  a  cleft 
stick,  and  that  he  and  the  Irish  landlords 
are  in  the  position  of  being  able  to  say 
to  the  unfortunate  rack-rented  tenants — 
"  Purchase,  or  else  go  out!  "  And  that 
is  the  keynote  of  all  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  in  reference  to  this 
question.  They  wish  to  keep  up  the 
prices  in  order  to  force  the  tenant  to 
purchase.  I  believe  this  is  a  very  mis- 
2  F  2  I  nird  Jfighf.  \ 
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taken  policy,  from  their  own  point  of 
riew,  lor  I  am  convinced  the  tenants 
will  not  purchase  on  the  basis  of  the 
present  prices,  for  if  they  did  the  result 
would  he  disastrous  both  to  them  and 
to  the  English  taxpayer.  I  do  not  believe 
the  common  sense  of  the  Eogliah  people 
would  permit  such  a  job  as  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  his  Colleagues  in 
the  Qovernment  are  seeking  to  per- 
petuate in  this  attempt  to  bolster  up 
the  judicial  rents  aa  the  basis  of  pur- 
chase, and  to  send  the  tenant  forward 
upon  hie  new  career  with  a  smalt  stone 
round  hie  neck. 

Mr.  aoSCHEN:  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  wish  to  misrepresent 
me.  I  did  not  aay  that  the  judicial  rents 
would  be  the  basis  of  purchase;  and  the 
right  hon.  Oeotlemaa  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  that  the  purchase  would  not  be 
based  on  any  rent  at  all. 

Ma.  PARNBLL:  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
rather  at  a  lose  to  know  whether  the 
rif;ht  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  join  the 
"No-rent"  standard,  and  to  abolish 
rente  altogether  before  he  brings  for- 
ward his  Purchase  Bill.  In  that  event, 
undoubtedly,  there  would  be  some  people 
— I  will  not  aay  in  Ireland,  hut  over  in 
New  Tork — who  would  cordially  agree 
with  him — Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  for  in- 
stance ;  hut  I  do  not  see  on  what  linea 
the  proposed  system  is  to  be  based,  ex- 
cept upon  rents,  unless  it  is  upon  no 
rents  at  all.  Surely,  if  you  are  going  to 
buy  property,  you  estimate  it  by  its 
yearly  value — by  what  it  produces 
yearly ;  and  how  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ^oing  to  estimate  the  yearly 
value  of  Irish  farms  unless  he  first 
ascertains  what  the  fur  rents  of  those 
farms  are  going  to  be?  It  strikes  me  as 
being  the  only  common-sense  way  in 
which  this  operation  can  be  gone  about 
— namely,  to  ascertain  a  fair  rent,  and 
then  proceed  to  fix  the  number  of  years' 

Surchase.  If  it  is  otherwise,  you  and 
le  other  persons  concerned  will  have 
no  etandarii  of  value  whatever  upon 
which  to  go.  Tou  will  be  in  a  perpetual 
state  of  oncertainty ;  first  of  all,  as  to 
how  many  years'  purchase  should  be 
given,  and,  secondly,  as  to  the  principle 
of  fair  rents  on  which  the  number  of 
years' purchase  should  be  estimated.  But 
I  have  another  critioism  of  a  more  valid 
character  to  offer  against  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 


the  Exchequer.  He  proposes  that  these 
rents  shomd  remain  ni  they  are,  lest 
their  reducUoD  should  interfere  with  tha 
ultimate  solution  of  the  question  by  pur- 
chase. That  means  that  the  tenant  is  to  be 
left  without  any  protection  except  that 
afforded  by  18  months'  interregnum  con- 
stituted by  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses — 
which,  by-the-byo,  have  now  been  given 
up  by  the  Government— it  meana  that 
the  tenants  are  to  be  left  without  any 
protection  except  that  afforded  by  the 
illusory  22nd  olause,  until  this  system 
of  purchase,  which  is  to  he  based  upon 
some  other  plan  of  estimated  value  than 
what  the  rent  may  be,  is  brought  into 
effect.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
financial  authority  of  great  experience ; 
but  has  he  ever  calculated  the  number 
of  years  it  will  take  to  investigate  the 
titles  and  carry  out  a  scheme  of  purchase 
upon  any  proportion  of  the  land  of  Ire- 
land ?  I  nave  heard  such  an  estimate 
made  by  good  authorities  that  the  period 
required  has  been  put  at  from  10  to  15 
years.  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  pos- 
sibly hope  to  complete  the  scheme  of 
purchase  in  the  minds  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  abolish  the  system  of  dual 
ownership  in  Ireland,  in  a  lesser  period 
than  eight  or  ten  years.  Daring  those 
years  are  the  Irish  tenants  to  be  left  at 
the  mercy  of  these  rack  rents,  for  that  is 
what  is  proposed  by  the  Government? 
The  Government  say — "  We  will  not  in- 
terfere with  the  Act  of  1881,  but  we  will 
abolish  dual  ownership  with  the  view  of 
protecting  the  tenants  from  unjust  and 
unfair  payment."  I  maintain  that  long 
before  the  system  of  dual  ownership 
could  be  abolished  by  means  of  your 
system  of  purchase  it  will  have  abolished 
itself  by  the  extermination  of  all  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  The  best  authori- 
ties in  the  country  have  agreed  that  it 
is  impossible  for  the  tenants  to  pay  the 
present  rents.  Why,  then,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  cannot  the  so-called 
Unionist  Party  set  to  work  to  solve  this 
problem,  and  give  protection  to  the 
tenants  from  unjust  rents?  We  have 
been  blamed  for  being  desirous  of  keep- 
ing tbisLand  Quest  ionopen.  Some  people 
say  we  want  to  keep  it  open  in  order  to 
increase  the  strength  of  the  National 
movement,  in  order  that  the  sores  of 
Ireland  may  be  exhibited,  hke  those  of 
Lazarus,  for  the  compassion  of  the 
world.  Others  say  that  we  want  to  dose 
the  question  in  order  to  get  rid  of  th« 
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landlords,  aod  so  abolish  British  rule  in 
Ireland.  In  my  judgment,  both  set  of 
critice  are  wrong.  I  ceitaialy  do  not 
wish  to  keep  this  Land  Question  alive  for 
the  purpose  of  attracting  attention  to  the 
grievances  of  Ireland.  Z  believe  that, 
whether  joa.  settle  the  Land  Question 
radicallj,  aa  proposed  by  us,  or  whether 
you  leave  it  open,  it  will  make  no  appre- 
ciable difference  to  the  strength  of  the 
National  movement.  If,  however,  you 
leave  it  unsettled,  you  will  bare  a  con- 
tinuation of  those  scenes  which  occurred 
^tely,  you  will  have  the  disaffection  of 
the  people  excited  as  it  is  agaiuat  your 
rate,  and  you  will  have  the  indignation 
of  the  nations  of  the  world  against 
your  rule.  Tou  will  also  have  to  answer 
to  your  consciences.  [^LataA(er.'\  Per- 
haps they  are  not  sufficiently  tender  for 
them  to  trouble  you ;  but,  at  all  events, 
you  will  have  your  constituents  finding 
faultwithyourproceedingsinthegovem- 
ment  of  Ireland,  as  they  have  done  ut 
some  recent  elections,  and  you  will  con- 
tinue to  exhibit  yourselves  and  your 
Government  as  permanent  monuments, 
or  monuments  more  or  less  permanent, 
of  stupidity  and  ineptitude.  I  could  not 
have  Delieved  it  possible  that  the  Govern- 
ment  would  be  so  foolish  and  stupid,  and 
eo  regardless  of  their  election  pledges 
and  every  principle  upon  which  they 
took  their  stand  when  they  were  making 
their  appeal  to  the  country  at  the  last 
Election,  as  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Land 
Question  as  they  have  dealt  with  it  since 
they  came  into  Office.  Your  whole  plat- 
form was  that  you  were  strong  enough 
and  willing  enough  to  do  justice  to  Ire- 
land. How  have  you  dealt  with  this 
question?  In  the  first  place,  yon  intro- 
duced the  Bill  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
kept  it  there  for  weeks  while  you  were 
chopping  and  changing  it;  and  now, 
when  it  has  come  down  to  this  House, 
instead  of  announcing  that  you  will 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  country  and  bow 
to  the  inevitable,  you  shift  and  shuffle 
and  bring  forward  futile  and  insignifi- 
cant excuses.  Kow,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  misrepresented  the  Beport 
of  the  Cowper  Commission.  The  Cowper 
Commission  recommended  that  there 
should  be  a  revision  of  rents  every  five 
years,  not  from  1884,  aa  represented  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  judicial 
rent  is  each  case  was  fixed.  The  result 
of  that  would  be  that  100,000  tenants 
would  have  gone  into  Oouit  to  get  their 


rents  revised,  and  the  revision  would 
have  taken  place  without  any  of  the  diffi- 
culty or  delay  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because,  as  he  admitted,  it 
would  be  a  revision  conducted  on  the 
basis  of  the  difference  in  prices  between 
the  time  at  which  the  rents  were  fixed 
and  now.  This  provision  would  be  a 
mere  actuarial  calculation,  necessitating 
no  visiting  of  the  farms,  or  any  of  the 
proceedings  which  characterized  the 
fixing  of  judicial  rents.  Therevisionin 
respect  of  these  IOC,O0O  or  120,000 
tenancies  could  be  disposed  of  most 
rapidly.  It  would  not  occupy  more 
than  a  few  months  ;  indeed,  there  would 
have  been  none  of  the  delay  or  difficulty 
anticipated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  may  be  necessary  for  us,  when 
the  Bill  reaches  Committee,  to  show  you 
some  way  in  which  the  difficulty  can  be 
met.  I  hope  the  Government  will  be  in 
a  better  frame  of  mind  by  that  time 
than  they  are  in  now,  and  that  they  will 
reciprocate  the  way  in  which  we  have 
met  them  in  regard  to  this  matter  by 
coming  forward  half-way,  as  we  have 
coma  forward  more  than  half-way,  to 
meet  them  in  the  settlement  of  this  great 
question.  Now,  Sir,  a  revision  of  some 
kind  of  the  judicial  rente  is  absolutely 
necessary,  and  it  will  be  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  go  to  the  country,  or 
to  go  over  to  Ireland  and  administer  the 
Coercion  Act,  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
they  leave  the  grievances  of  the  judicial 
tenants  unredreesed.  Tbey  will  be  con- 
stituting a  fresh  inequality.  Whereas 
the  Act  of  1661  left  the  grievances 
of  the  leaseholders  unredressed,  and 
whereae  every  year's  experience  of  the 
working  of  that  Act  showed  bow  more 
and  more  necessary  it  was  that  the 
leaseholders  should  be  inoluded  in  the 
Act,  until  at  last  the  Government  have 
admitted  that  they  ought  to  be  included, 
the  working  of  this  new  Bill  will  show 
every  year  how  necessary  it  is  that  the 
judicial  tenants  should  be  admitted  to 
the  same  privileges  as  the  leasuholdera 
— that  they  should  be  allowed  to  apply 
to  the  Court  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  at  a 
time  when  a  great  fall  in  prices  has 
taken  place,  a  fall  which,  unhappily,  as 
far  as  all  human  judgment  can  foresee, 
is  bound  to  continue  for  many  years  to 
come.  Sir,  I  have  dealt  with  the  dif- 
ferent points  of  the  Bill,  and  I  come  now 
to  consider  the  attitude  that  ought  to  be 
adopted  by  the  Oppoution  at  this  stage 
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of  the  measure.  The  Government  have 
dropped  tlie  whole  of  the  Bankraptcj 
CIbubob,  which  constitute  one-half  of  the 
Bill  as  it  Blends  at  present.  Possibly, 
by  the  time  we  reach  the  Committee 
stage,  fhey  may  make  up  their  minds  to 
drop  another  quarter  of  the  Bill,  and 
aubstitute  for  that  quarter  a  couple  of 
pages  of  common  sense  and  of  justice; 
at  least,  I  think  it  will  bo  wise  for  us  to 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  doing  so, 
I  think  it  will  he  wise  for  us,  in  view  of 
the  progress  that  is  being  made  upon 
this  question,  to  allow  the  Qovemment 
to  see  our  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
before  we  challenge  a  hostile  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  responsi- 
bility that  will  be  thrown  on  the  Qovem- 
ment in  the  interval  between  now  and 
the  Motion  to  gio  into  Coumittee  will  be 
very  great.  No  body  of  men  have  ever 
faced  a  greater  responsibility.  You 
talk  of  having  been  placed  in  this  posi- 
tion by  the  legislation  of  1881.  The 
people  who  talk  in  this  way  talk  like 
foola  of  that  which  they  know  not 
of.  You  know  not  what  the  legislation 
of  1881  did.  It  was  not  the  Coercion 
Act  of  1381,  it  was  not  the  Cocrcioa  Act 
of  1882,  that  broke  down  the  Land 
League  movement — it  was  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.  I  know  well  the  truth  of  what 
I  am  saying.  I  watched  from  Kilmein- 
ham  90,000  tenants  goia^  into  the  Land 
Court,  and  I  say  that  if  it  bad  not  been 
for  the  Act  of  1881  it  would  have  been 
possible  for  us,  even  from  our  cells  in 
Kilmainham,  to  have  pushed  the  Land 
League  movement  to  any  extreme  goal 
we  chose  it  to  reach.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, his  Colleagues  in  the  Qovemment, 
and  the  Irish  landlords,  may  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  for 
the  lifeboat,  as  it  was  truly  called  at  that 
time,  which  he  launched  to  tbeir  assist- 
ance. He  saved  the  Irish  landlords  at 
that  time,  and  if  the  results  of  his  mea- 
sure have  not  been  so  fortunate  as  they 
might  have  been,  itianotforyouto  throw 
that  failure  in  his  teeth  ;  it  is  not  foryou 
who,  during  50  nights  of  opposition  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  obstructed  the 
efforts  of  the  Government  of  the  day,  and 
who,  subsequently,  in  the  Lords,  cut  out 
of  the  Bill  some  of  its  most  valuable  pro- 
visions, who  afterwards  dogged  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Commissioners  by  every 
Species  of  intimidation,  at  one  time  by 


Motions  in  the  Housa  of  Commons,  and 
at  another  time  by  the  appointment  of 
Lords'  Commissioners  to  examine  and 
heckle  the  Land  Conimiseioners  is  the 
discharge  of  their  duties — it  is  not  for 
you  to  taunt  the  Government  of  the 
day  with  the  failure  of  that  message. 
If  it  failed,  it  failed,  in  the  first  iDstance, 
owing  to  your  esertions ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  owing  to  the  operation  of 
the  natural  laws  which  brought  about 
the  fall  in  prices  whioh  we  have  since 
witnessed.  However,  we  are  now  on  the 
threshold.  The  Qovemment  have  con- 
ceded something ;  they  have  conceded 
some  points;  they  have  given  up,  as  I 
have  said,  a  great  deal  of  their  Bill. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  who  has  moved 
this  Amendment  consider  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  would  not 
be  right  and  fair  to  allow  the  Govern- 
ment a  little  breathing  time  after  the 
two  very  important  speeches  that  have 
been  delivered,  but  especially  after  the 
very  important  and  able  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddiogton  [Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)? 
Everybody  who  is  concerned  in  this 
matter,  everybody  who  has  any  respon- 
sibility upon  him,  should  hesitate  long 
and  carefully  before  taking  any  decided 
step.  I  shall  be  very  unwilling,  while 
the  mindof  the  Government  may  oe  open 
— for  all  I  know  it  is  still  open,  I  sin- 
cerely and  ardently  hope  that  it  is  still 
open — while,  I  say,  their  minds  are  still 
open  and  while  there  is  some  time,  let  us 
not  close  in  hostility  with  them,  let  usgive 
them  the  necessary  time,  even  as  long  a 
time  as  is  sought  by  the  Government — 
namely,  till  this  day  week — for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Amendments  we  may 
place  on  the  Paper  and  the  final  making 
up  of  their  minds.  If,  then,  the  Go- 
vernment should  make  up  their  minds 
against  justice  and  in  favour  of  sending 
this  stone  to  the  Irish  people  when  they 
have  asked  for  bread,  upon  them  will  be 
the  sin  and  the  shame  of  what  may 
follow  in  Ireland,  upon  them  will  be  the 
responsibility  if  the  Bill  should  be  lost. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  I  think  that 
upon  one  point  at  least  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  all  quarters  of  the  House  will  agree  in 
a  common  opinion  that  we  have  listened 
to  a  debate  during  these  three  nights 
of  remarkable  interest  and  remarkable 
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ability.  The  House  baa  appltod  its  mind 
to  the  subject,  and  great  ligbt  has  been 
tbroffn  upon  all  tbe  main  proposidons  of 
tbis  Bill.  I  do  not,  Sir,  under  these 
droumatanoes,  and  I  ahould  not  even  if 
tbd  bour  were  earlier,  propose  to  enter 
upon  any  repetition  or  upon  any  detailed 
examination  of  any  of  these  argumeots ; 
but  I  wish  to  answer,  if  I  may,  the  ap- 
peal vbicb  has  just  been  made  to  those 
who  sit  near  me  by  tbehon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Ur.  Famell].  I  wish  likewise  to 
direct,  as  far  as  I  can,  tbe  mind  of  the 
House  to  that  wbicb  appeara  to  me  to  be 
the  one  vital  question  in  the  considera- 
tion of  tbia  BiU,  in  wbich  all  other  ques- 
tions,  howavei  important,  are  included 
and  absorbed.  The  boo.  Member  for 
Cork  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  well, 
on  a  double  ground,  that  tbe  Amendment 
now  before  tbe  House  should  be  with- 
drawn. Tbe  (^ound,  aa  I  understand,  is, 
in  the  first  place,  that  tbe  mind  of  tbe 
Oovsmment  may  still  be  open  to  con- 
sider tbe  changes  wbicb  would  make  this 
measure  a  really  valuable  law ;  and,  in 
the  second,  that  a  disposition  has  been 
shown  ia  various  independent  quarters 
of  tbe  House — if  any  quarter  of  the 
House  can  be  called  independent — to 
sympathize  with  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  to  deal  with  the  position  in  a 
manner  which  may  greatly  improve  tbe 
Billand  endowit  with  increased  strength. 
When  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Msmber 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman]  undertook  to  give  Notice  of 
this  Amendment,  i^e  acted  alone  as  a 
small  minority  of  this  Houae— a  minority 
scarcely  exceeding  one  quarter  of  the 
enUre  House.  We  had  no  reason,  except- 
ing from  general  declarations  and  infer- 
ences, to  know  what  were  the  views 
upon  tbe  present  Bill  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  dork,  or  any  of  those  who  act 
with  him,  and  still  less  had  we  any 
opportunity  of  obtaining  information 
respecting  the  section  of  the  House  who 
have  played  a  most  important  part 
during  tbe  present  Session,  and  who  are 
tor  the  moat  part  represented  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Hos- 
sendale  (tbe  Marquess  of  Hartington). 
But  I  need  not  sa^  that  at  no  period, 
upon  no  question,  in  no  conjuncture  of 
the  many  questiona  that  have  arisen 
during  .the  course  of  the  present 
laborious  and  anxious  Session,  have  we 
been  ever  favoured,  directly  or  indi- 
recLty,   with  the  smallest  indication  of 
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the  course  those  Qentlemen  were  likely 
to  pursue.  We  bad  to  act  for  ourselves, 
and  we  deemed  that  the  point  which 
was  put  forward  in  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  was  the  one  great  and 
vital  point  upon  which  the  ultimate  de- 
cision of  this  measure  would  have  to 
depend.  In  looking  at  this  Bill,  and  at 
the  condition  of  the  Irish  tenantry,  we 
have  brought  before  us  two  large  bodies 
of  persona.  Those  two  great  bodies  are 
dealt  with  in  this  Bill  upon  principles, 
not  only  different  from,  but  contradic- 
tory tbe  one  to  the  utber.  Tbe  one  body 
is  that  of  the  leaseholders,  numbering, 
perhaps,  about  120,000  persons ;  and 
tbe  other  is  that  of  the  tenants  under 
judicial  rents,  who,  taking  those  whose 
rents  were  determined  by  tbe  Courts 
and  those  whose  rents  were  fixed  by 
agreement  sanctioned  in  Court,  together 
amount  to  200,000  persons.  What  we 
have  felt  all  along  ia  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  deal  with  these  two  classes  upon 
opposite  principles.  By  tbia  Bill  the 
leaseholders  are  to  be  admitted  to  the 
benefit  of  judicialrents.  Why?  What 
pretension  is  necessary  in  order  to  justify 
the  admission  of  leaseholders  ?  Simply 
this — that  they  are  ovet-rented,  and 
that,  in  many  cases,  the  present  rents 
are  unjust.  Why  should  not  thejudicial 
renters  also  have  the  benefit  of  the  same 
priociple?  When  you  come  to  deal 
with  them  you  adopt  a  principle  totally 
difiiarent,  and  which  tends,  as  we  think, 
and  as  was  admirably  pointed  out  by  the 
noble  Lord  tbe  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  to 
degrade  and  demoralize  the  people  in 
Ireland.  What  saye  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Qoschen)  on  that  subject?  Ia 
a  portion  of  his  speech,  which,  1  confess, 
I  heard  with  some  surprise,  he  said  it 
was  made  aa  objection  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Clauses  that  they  tended  to 
diminish  and  deteriorate  the  moral  fibre 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  What  answer 
did  he  make  to  that  objection  ?  It  was 
that  the  moral  fibre  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  undergone  au  much  de- 
terioration already  from  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  that  it  really  was  a  matter 
unneoessary  for  him  to  examine  whether 
it  was  likely  to  suffer  further  in  conse- 
quence of  the  enactments  now  proposed. 
Why,  I  want  to  know,  is  a  different 
principle  to  be  applied  to  tenants  under 
judicial  rente  and  under  leases?  If 
inird  IfigU-'i 
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there  is  an;  ar^ment  for  tMe  broad 
diatioction,  it  is  in  favour  of  the  judicial 
renter,  becauae  he  has  submitted  to  a 
rent  fixed  for  him  b;  pubtio  authority, 
while  the  leaseholder  has  accepted  b 
reut  \r1iich,  according  to  all  p^pable 
and  available  evidence,  has  been  ficed 
at  his  own  discretion.  I  do  not  say  that 
it  has  not  been  under  pressure  and  diffi- 
culties ;  but  it  is,  at  least,  by  his  own 
act,  and  not  by  public  authority,  that 
he  has  incurred  the  rent  which  he  now 
pays.  Why  is  the  leaseholder  to  have 
his  rent  reconsidered,  except  on  the 
ground  of  ioabiUty  to  pay  7  If  it  is  just 
that  the  leaseholder  should  have  his 
rent  reconsidered,  why  is  not  the  judicial 
renter  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  like 
consideration  ?  Those  are  the  two  points 
on  which  this  question  depends.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  indicated  the  willing- 
ness of  the  Qovernment  to  make  certain 
conces°ions,  which  are  of  a  secondary 
character,  as  he  himself  would  admit. 
They  are  in  themselves  not  unimport- 
ant, but  they  do  not  touch  the  great 
and  vital  question  of  the  principle  upon 
which  you  have  to  deal  with  200,000 
occupiers  who  are  now  sutnect  to  judicial 
rents.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
pointed  out  that  the  Qovercment,  as  at 
present  advised,  are  opposed  to  a  re- 
vision of  rents.  The  question  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Glentlem an  was  regarded 
as  one  so  vital  and  so  difficult  to  deal 
with  in  an  efFective  manner  in  Committee 
that  we  considered  it  impossible  to  do 
otherwise  than  to  call  attention  to  it  on 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  Since  that  time  we  have  had 
an  opportunil;  of  learning  the  views  of 
the  Government,  and  we  nave  also  had 
an  opportunity  of  learning  the  views  of 
Gentlemen  who  call  themselves  Liberal 
Unionists  on  the  subject.  I  cannot  say 
that  I  am  sanguine  as  to  the  views  of 
the  Government.  I  might  distinguish 
between  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  Government  would  not 
assent  to  the  revision  of  judicial  rents 
except  in  cases  of  inability  to  pay,  and 
the  reasons  upon  which  he  founded 
that  decision — those  reasons  referring 
simply  to  the  difficulties  which  would 
arise  in  establishing  a  relation  between 
rents  and  fluctuating  prices.  I  hardly 
think  that  so  acuta  a  Gentleman  as  the 
tight  hon.  Qentleman  is  believes  that  bis 
Mr.  W.  JS.  Gtairiont 


reasons  are  of  the  slightest  prnctioal  use. 
If  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man rightly,  he  indicated  that  there 
was  some  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  not  to  press  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  in  the  face  of  the  objections 
taken  in  so  many  quarters.  But  the 
Gtovemment  in  dropping  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  will  drop  that  which  all  along 
they  have  put  forward  as  the  main 
remedial  provision  contained  in  the  Bill. 
They  have  not  proposed  or  glanced  at  any 
substitute  for  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses, 
and  consequently  we  shall  have  to  obtain 
in  the  beet  way  we  can  the  judgment 
of  the  House  upon  this  important  ques- 
tion— namely,  when  ahal!  the  judicial 
renters  in  Ireland,  who  are  now  suffer- 
ing, like  the  leaseholders,  from  the  ex- 
traordinary abatement  of  agricultural 
values  which  have  taken  place,  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  benefit  of  a  reoonsideratlon 
of  their  covenants  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
which  bad  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  are  our  means  for  bringing 
the  question  to  an  issue  f  We  have  no 
right  whatever  to  suppose  or  to  hope 
that  we  have  any  chance  of  pressing  it 
to  an  issue,  except  on  the  part  of  a  very 
decided  minority  of  the  Houee.  Hy 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  [Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
has  made  a  speech  containing  propo- 
sitions of  the  greatest  importance,  cor- 
responding in  the  main  perhaps  without 
any  very  material  difiference,  with  the 
views  which  have  been  independently 
taken  in  another  quarter  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington. 
The  announcements  which  have  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  on  the 
question  of  Amendments  to  the  Land 
Bill  have  probably  been  the  subject  of 
careful  and  'renewed  consideration  among 
hon.  Gentlemen  forming  that  section  of 
the  House  with  wJiioh  he  acts.  Until  I 
know  something  to  warrant  such  a  sup- 
position, I  will  not  repeat  the  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon) — whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use 
his  utmost  exertions  to  press  upon  the 
House  the  Amendments  he  had  explained 
with  so  much  ability  f  I  hail  this  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the 
propositions  contained  in  it,  as  aub- 
staotially  adopting  the  principles  that 
are  put  forward  in  tho  Amendment  of 
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my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burgha.  Another  important 
announcement  was  made  to-night  in  tho 
epeeoh  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington.  No  person  could 
possibly  have  listened  to  that  epeech 
without  the  oonviction  that  it  was  the 
offspring  of  deep  belief  in  the  mind  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  of  a  careful  con- 
sideratioD  of  the  matter  on  which  he  waa 
addrossing  the  House.  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  say  anything  to  decrease  the 
difficulties  in  which  the  QoTemment  are 
placed  in  regard  to  thin  measure.   I  beg 

SardOD ;  I  intended  to  say  that  I  am  not 
isposed  to  augment  the  difiBculties  in 
which  the  Qorerament  are  placed  in 
regard  to  it.  There  ie  no  principle  of 
Party  which  ought  to  compel  the  Go- 
Ternment  to  reject  the  proposition  made 
to  them  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Poddiogton  and  by  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  in  farour  of  the  revision  of 
judicial  rents  under  the  extraordinary 
and  exceptional  circnmstanoes  whiclk 
have  effected  agricultural  values  within 
the  last  few  years.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
spoke  against  the  arguments  of  the 
Oommission  in  a  manner  that  caused 
me  some  surprise.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment when  that  Oomoussion  WEia 
appointed ;  but  has  he  considered  the 
moral  pledge  given  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land by  the  appointment  of  that  Oom- 
mission ?  Is  it  possible  for  you  to  hope 
that  after  yon  have  made  the  primd 
facie  admissions  involved  in  the  very 
appointment  of  that  Commission,  when 
you  hare  selected  a  Commission  com- 
posed of  men  after  your  own  heart,  who 
would  look  at  the  question  from  your 
own  point  of  view,  after  that  Commis- 
sion has  carefully  examined  the  whole 
subject,  and  has  reported  and  has  made 
it  the  first  and  most  vital  of  its  recom- 
mendations that  judicial  rents  should  be 
revised,  is  it  not  demanding  too  much  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  under  the  pressure 
of  agricultural  distress,  to  expect  that 
they  should  be  able  to  acquiesce  in  your 
rejection  of  the  opinion  and  advice  and 
authority  of  your  own  confidential  repre- 
sentatives, and  that  they  should  he  con- 
tent to  accept  forms  of  relief  which  are 
given  to  them  under  no  other  oonditions 
than  those  of  a  previous  submission  to 


Sir,  we  have  to  think  not  merely  of  the 
strong  recommendations  which  have 
been  made  to  the  Oovemment,  but  of 
the  general  tone  of  the  House.  We 
have  seen  no  disposition  in  any  portion 
of  the  House  to  sustain  the  Government 
in  the  extraordinary  and,  I  think,  unfor- 
tunate course  that  they  have  determined 
to  adopt  in  refusing  the  principal  and 
simple  recommendations  of  their  own 
Commission.  I  cling  to  the  hope  that 
if  happily  we  can  keep  tliis  question  free 
from  the  entanglements  of  Party  aasocia* 
tions  and  recollections,  there  may  be  so 
effective  a  movement  in  the  House  that 
the  Government  may,  oven  with  some 
promptitude  and  before  embarrasBmenta 
thicken  around  them,  be  disposed  to 
make  changes  in  the  Bill  which  will 
bring  it  to  the  condition  of  a  valuable 
measure.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  aide 
of  the  House  who  have  assumed  to  them- 
selves the  name  of  Liberal  Unionist 
must  be  sensible  that  upon  this  question 
they  have  an  enormous  responsibility  ; 
that  it  ie  for  them  to  determine,  in  the 
main,  which  way  the  judgment  of  the 
House  shsU  be.  Moat  singular,  indeed, 
will  he  the  spectacle  exhibited  to  the 
world  if,  after  the  close  cohesion  that 
they  have  shown  upon  all  subjects  con< 
nected  with  the  repression  and  restraint 
of  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
they  should  go  to  pieces,  and  prove  that 
they  have  no  cohesion  as  a  Party  when 
it  comes  to  a  question  of  ministering  to 
the  practical  wants  of  that  people,  and  so 
avoiding  the  recurrence  of  scenes  such  as 
those  which  have  recently  shocked  the 
nation.  I  hope  I  do  not  seem  to  utter 
that  language  in  the  tone  of  suspicion 
and  mistrust.  I  utter  it  in  justification 
of  my  confidence;  I  utter  it  at  the  same 
time,  I  frankly  admit,  because  of  the 
words  by  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  hoe  somewhat  disparaged  the 
weight  and  importance  of  the  declara- 
tion which  has  been  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, and  which,  until  I  know  to 
the  contrary,  I  shall  believe  he 
has  made  on  the  part  of  those  with 
whom  he  has  so  closely  and  so  consis- 
tently  co-operated,  and  on  the  part  of 
those  whom  he  has  so  constantly  under- 
taken to  speak.  Well,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  and  I  give  effect  to  what 
was  stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
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main  coDtentions  hare  obtained,  in  some 
respects  unexpectedly,  a  vantage  ground 
vhicb,  a  weoK  or  a  fortnight  ago,  we 
had  no  reason  to  anticipate.  What  we 
wish  is  that  that  impartial  judgment  of 
the  House  should  he  taken  upon  this 
question,  and  should  betaken  especially 
upon  the  subject  whether  the  great  body 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  who  are  affected 
by  the  judicial  rents  are  or  are  not  to  be 
treated  upon  principles  of  equality  with 
those  who  arenowHiown  as  leaseholders. 
We  have  every  prospect  I  think  on  going 
into  Committee— I  regret  there  is  to  be 
so  much  delay,  but  that  after  all  is  only 
a  matter  of  a  few  days — we  Lave  every 
reason  to  hope  upon  going  into  Com- 
mittee that  the  prospect  may  be  im- 
proved — themoredaysintervenehetween 
this  time  and  Committee  the  bettor  it 
may  be  for  our  opinions — we  have 
every  prospect  of  bnnging  to  bear  all 
the  ^ementsfavourable  to  the  proposition 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (ALr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman).  I  know  I  speak  Ms  senti- 
ments and  the  sentiments  of  those  near 
me  when  I  say  that  it  would  be  wise  in 
the  general  interests  of  the  question,  and 
woiHd  undoubtedly  tend  to  keep  it  free 
from  Party  associations  and  Party  ani- 
mosity, if  we  were  to  save  the  House  the 
trouble  of  dividing  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  allow  to  go  forward  a  Bill 
to  which  we  can  give  no  sanction  or 
countenance  as  it  stands,  but  in  which 
we  recognize  the  capability  of  being 
brought  by  judicious  Amendments,  re- 
commended in  an  impartial  spirit  from 
very  different  and  separate  quarters  of 
the  House,  to  such  a  state  that  it  shall 
become  a  valuable  and  important  boon 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  contribute 
in  its  degree  to  the  solution  of  the  great 
Irish  Question. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
8TTET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :    There   is  at  least  one 

S)rtion  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
entleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in  which  I  cor- 
dially concur,  and  that  is  in  the  desire 
that  the  House  will  approach  the  con- 
sideration of  this  great  question  free 
from  Party  influences  and  Party  aims. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  epeeoh  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain).  Only  a  few  days 
ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  advocated  the 
ilr.  W.  K  Gladshns 


second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  much  more  generous  and 
liberal  measure  than  has  at  any  time 
been  proposed.  It  is  on  these  grounds 
that  we  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time  this  evening, 
and  to  read  it  as  it  is.  My  right  bon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  has  expressed  our  readi- 
ness to  accept  Amendments  consistent 
with  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill, 
those  principles  being  to  extend  the 
benefits  enjoyed  by  the  tenant  from  year 
to  year  to  the  leaseholder,  and  to  put  a 
atop  to  harsh,  unjust,  and  cmel  evic- 
tions. We  desire  to  give  relief  to  the 
tenant  when  he,  is  unjustly  and  cruelly 
pressed,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  admit 
the  leaseholder  to  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
of  1881.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  says  that  we  are 
now  extending  to  the  leaseholders  bene- 
fits which  the  judicial  renters  will  not 
share.  It  is  remarkable  that  throughout 
the  whole  of  hie  Land  Law  legislatiou 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  denied  to 
the  leaseholders  the  benefits  he  has  been 
ready  to  extend  to  the  judicial  renters. 
I  cannot  concoive  that  there  is  any  dif- 
ference whatever  in  the  position  of  theae 
two  tenants.  One  has  entered  into  a 
contract  as  well  as  the  other.  One  is  as 
free  to  make  a  bargain  as  the  other ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  tenant  under 
a  lease  is  at  least  as  much  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881  as  the 
tenant  from  year  to  year.  But  what  is 
the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ?  It  is,  virtually,  that  the  benefits 
which  have  been  derived  by  the  last 
tenant  under  the  last  fixture  of  the  judi- 
oial  rent,  under  the  last  fall  of  prices, 
under  the  last  condition,  which  can  in 
any  way  affect  the  tenancy,  shall  be 
applied  to  all  tenants — to  all  leases  and 
to  judicial  rents  fixed  by  the  Court.  A 
contention  of  that  kind  is  a  contention 
which  destroys  all  possibility  of  finality 
and  of  settlement  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever.  Here  is  a  settlement 
which  has  been  made  under  the  Act  of 
I88l,an  Act  passed  with  great  solemnity, 
and  under  which  we  were  assured  there 
would  be  a  settlement  for  a  term  of 
years  which  would  not  be  disturbed.  I, 
for  one,  should  very  deeply  regret  if 
any  of  the  rente  so  fixed  should,  owing 
to  change  of  circumstances,  become 
onerous  and  severe  on  the  tenants ;  and 
if  that  is  the  case,  there  is  a  power 
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under  the  Equity  Clause  of  this  Bill, 
GlauGe  22,  which  will  enable  the  tenant 
to  put  pressure  upon  the  landlord  to 
bring  about  a  settlement;  and,  for  mv 
part,  I  would  infinitely  prefer  that  the 
old  syatem,  under  'which  landlord  and 
tenant  came  together  and  made  their 
on-n  bargaia  for  one  year,  or  for  two  or 
three  years,  should  be  revived.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Ur.  Pamell) 
referred  to  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentlsman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  said  that  the  object  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  to  maintain 
an  impossible  rent  in  order  that  impos- 
sible terms  of  purchase  should  be  exacted 
from  the  tenant.  I  entirely  deny  that 
that  is  either  his  intention  or  the  fair 
and  reasonable  meaning  to  be  attached 
to  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Uentle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
On  the  previous  evening  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  distinctly  stated  that  the 
basis  on  which  the  Qovernment  contem- 
plated purchase  was  the  real  value  of 
the  land  and  not  the  judicial  rent.  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
must  be  very  well  aware  that  the  judi- 
cial rent  does  not  express  the  real  value 
of  the  land  in  a  variety  of  oases; 
the  land  may  be  worth  more  or  less 
years'  purchase.  If  the  principle  which 
was  embodied  iu  the  Bill  of  last  year 
were  followed  a  certain  number  of  years' 
purchase  would  have  been  applied  to 
the  judicial  rent  wherever  it  was  found. 
That  is  not  the  meaning  we  attach  to 
a  scheme  of  purchase.  We  believe  that 
the  value  of  the  land  must  be  found  at 
the  time  the  bargain  was  made.  That 
is  the  basis  on  which  we  hope  to  go ; 
but  it  is  conceivable  that  if  Farliament 
substitutes  for  an  arrangement  of  that 
kind  a  rent  expressed  by,  if  you  please, 
a  fresh,  valuation  or  a  fresh  adjustment, 
all  inducement  for  purchase  ia  gone,  all 
motive  for  purchase  is  ^one ;  and  I  am 
a&aid  that  for  a  long  time  to  come  we 
may  have  that  condition  continued 
which  every  statesmaa  and  every  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  looks  upon  as  most 
disastrous,  and  I  am  afraid  the  dual 
owneiship  of  land  must  continue.  The 
right  hon.  G-entleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladsto 
Clauses 
Olauses 
hoD.  Qt 
bensfioi 


obstacles  in  the  way  of  these  clauses 
being  considered  and  adopted  by  the 
HouEB,  upon  them  must  rest  the  respon- 
sibility. 1  am  not  able  to  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  with  reference  to 
the  stigma  which  is  supposed  to  attacli 
to  a  man  who  has  been  applied  to  avail 
himself  of  bankruptcy  in  consequence  of 
inability  to  pay  all  his  creditors.  It 
seems  to  me  that  any  other  method  of 
paying  less  than  the  fall  sum  of  debts 
carries  equal  stigmas  to  that  which 
is  attached  to  the  prooesa  of  bankruptcy 
in  open  Court.  It  was  suggested  that 
the  end  might  be  obtained  without  tho 
stigma  of  bankruptcy.  Let  us,  at  leaat, 
be  frank,  straightforward,  and  open.  If 
a  man  is  not  capable  of  paying  all  his 
debts  let  an  arrangement  be  made  under 
which  his  creditors  will  share  alike  with- 
out distinction,  and  then  we  shall  have 
a  basis  on  which  a  man  may  start  again 
as  a  free  man,  capable  probably  of  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  life.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer referred  to  the  conditions  under 
which  purchase  may  be  carried  out — 
possibly  by  men  relieved  in  this  from 
the  liabilities  which  hang  round  their 
necks.  I  am  sure  that  any  hon.  Oentlo- 
man  who  is  acquainted  with  the  condi- 
tion of  the  tenantry  in  Ireland  would 
very  much  prefer  they  should  start  free 
from  debt  and  liability  than  that  they 
should  have  these  encumbrances  dra^< 
ging  them  down.  I  will  not  at  this 
moment  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  further  than  to  refer  to  the  4th 
clause.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  4th  clause  of  this  Bill  as  being 
an  insidious  clause.  It  is  intended 
honestly  to  put  a  check  upon  evictions. 
[Crie»  of  "  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  there  is  one 
thing  we  desire  as  maoh  as  they,  and 
that  is  the  peace  and  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  Ireland.  Now,  the  4th 
clause  must  be  taken  in  connection  with 
the  22nd.  Under  the  22nd  clause,  any 
tenant  against  whom  any  process  of 
eviction  ia  levelled  can  go  to  the  Court 
and  obtain  a  stay  of  eviction ;  therefore, 
none  of  these  preliminary  prooeasfls  need 
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compelled  by  tlie  proTision  of  the  eection 
to  put  a  Btay  upon  the  execution  of  a 
process  and  to  order  that  the  debts  due 
to  the  landlord  sball  be  paid  b;  instal- 
ments. And  then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  says  that  this  is  a 
mere  insidious  attempt  to  carry  out  evic- 
tion without  obtaining  the  diEoredit  con- 
nected with  it.  Why  it  is  notorious  that 
75  per  cent  of  theao  preliminary  evic- 
tions do  not  issue  in  ultimate  evictions. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
That  is  not  so.  Where  are  your  figures  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  aatisSed 
that  when  these  clauses  come  to  bo  exa- 
mined they  will  be  found  to  be  real 
boons  to  the  tenante  of  Ireland,  and 
they  will  assuage  many  sores  and 
troubles  which  we  all  deplore,  and  will 
bring  about,  I  hope  and  believe,  a  better 
state  of  relationship  between  the  land- 
lords and  tenants.  I  have  been  re- 
Sroached  for  the  delay  in  taking  the 
ommittee  stage  of  the  Bill.  I  must, 
however,  remind  the  House  that  we  are 
in  a  difficulty  with  regard  to  Supply. 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
take  the  Navy  Estimates  on  Monday, 
and  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  on  Tues- 
day and  Wednesday.  The  exigencies  of 
Supply  compel  us  to  postpone  the  Oom- 
mittee  stage  until  Thursday  next. 

Qnestion  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  Thurtiay  next. 


OBIUINAL  LAW   (SCOTLAKD)  PBOOE- 

DURE  (No.  2)  BILL.— rBiLL  186.] 

(7h«  Lvd  Advoeatf,  Mr.  Sierilary  MattheKt, 

Mr.   Solia'lor  Qintral  far  Settlani.) 

CORSIDERATIOIT.     [aSJOURHED  DZBATE.] 

Older  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Bill, 
on  Oonsideratiou,  as  amended  1 12th 
July]. 

And  which  Amendment  was  to  leave 
out  Glanss  39. 

Question  again  proposed, ' '  That  Clause 
39  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Debate  rfiunud. 

Thb  LOHD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macconald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  tTniTsrsitiea] :  I  rise  to  sup- 
port the  omission  of  Clause  3U,  and  I 
hope  the  Houjse  will  not  misunderstand 
the  object  of  my  rising.  Although  the 
clause  is  in  no  way  against  the  interest 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


of  prisoners,  yet,  as  it  is  only  to  relieve 
jurors,  and  involves  no  real  principle, 
and  as  public  opinion  seems  to  be  sus- 
picions that  it  might  injuriously  affect 
accused  persons,  I  have  decided  not  to 
press  it. 

Ma.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan, 
Ac.) :  I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  that  there  does 
seem  to  be  a  strong  feeling  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated,  and  X  can  quite  under- 
stand the  proposal  which  has  been  made 
to  omit  the  clause.  On  the  other  hand, 
when  I  was  in  Office,  it  was  found  that 
there  was  a  great  hardship  in  jurors 
being  summoned  from,  a  great  distance 
in  seed  time  and  harvest,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  tho  House  should  be  made 
aware  of  tbe  strong  feeling  which  exists 
throughout  the  country  on  this  subject. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  left  out. 

Clanse  44  (Prevention  of  delay  in 
trials). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made:— In 
page  15,  line  29,  at  end,  add,-~ 

"  Provided  also,  that  where  s  person  accused 
h&s  lieen  incarcerated-  for  eighty  dayi,  sad  an 
indictment  is  served  upon  him,  and  he  ia  de- 
tained in  custody  after  espiry  of  such  eiohty 
days,  then,  unless  lie  is  brought  to  trial  aod  tho 
trial  concluded  within  onehundredandten  days 
of  the  date  of  his  being  committed,  till  liberated 
in  due  couiae  of  Isw,  ha  shall  be  forthwith  set 
at  liberty,  and  declared  for  ever  free  from  all 
4]ueBtion  or  process  tor  the  crime  with  which  he 
was  charged ;  provided  also,  that  whero  aay 
person  accused  has  been  libwated  from  prison 
after  having  been  committed  till  liberated  in 
due  course  of  law,  he  shall  not  be  detained  in 
prison  more  than  one  hundred  and  ten  days  in 
all,  but  unless  his  trial  is  brought  to  a  concln- 
aion  before  tho  hundred  and  tenth  day  of  con- 
finement in  prison  subsequent  to  commitment, 
till  liberated  in  due  course  of  Law,  has  etpired, 
he  shall  be  forthwith  set  at  liberty  and  declared 
for  ever  f  roe  from  all  quBStion  or  process  for  the 
crime  with  which  he  was  committ«d." 

Me.  FEA8ER-MACKINT08H  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  would  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
whether  this  clause  is  not  one  which 
might  very  properly  be  left  out  of  the 
Bill  7  I  admit  that  the  Amendment  just 
made  does,  to  some  extent,  remove  the 
objection  there  was  to  the  clause ;  but 
I  am  still  of  opinion  that  to  omit  it  alto- 
gether would  be  the  better  course. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness- shirs 
to  the  fact  that  the  House  hss  already 
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amended  the  clauso,  and  tho  Motion  to 
leave  it  out  of  the  Bill  cannot  now  be 
made. 

Da.  OAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College): 
I  aak.  Sir,  if  it  ia  not  the  practice  first  to 
amend  a  clause,  and  then  to  put  the 
Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill  ? " 

Hk.  speaker  :  That  is  not  so  on 
Beport. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  am 
^uite  sure  that  everything  in  this  clause 
IB  to  the  advantage,  and  not  to  the  disad- 
vantage, of  the  prisoner.  The  cUuse  is 
not  perfect,  no  doubt ;  but  the  accused 
person  will  be  benefited  by  it,  because 
it  will  enable  him  to  bring  his  case  into 
Court  at  an  earlier  date  than  hitherto 
was  possiblo. 

Clause,  OB  amended,  agrted  to. 

Clause  47  (Sittings  of  the  High 
Court). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  H,  after  the  word  "necessary,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  on  the  requisition  of 
the  Lord  Advocate." — {Tht  Lord  Aivo- 
eale.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox) :  It  is  proposed  by  this  Amend- 
ment that  the  Hi^  Court  of  Justiciary 
shall  onlv  hold  sittings  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Bill,  for  which  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate makes  requisition.  It  might  happen 
that  the  prisoner's  counsel  wanted  to 
move  the  Court  to  fix  the  trial  on  a  cer- 
tain day  ;  in  that  cose,  the  Court  would 
not  hare  the  power  to  do  so  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  requisi- 
tion. That  seems  to  me  to  bo  putting  a 
restriction  on  the  High  Court  incon- 
aistont  with  the  powers  and  dignity  of 
the  Court. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
requisition  must  come  from  the  prose- 
outors;  and  if  the  prisoner. is  affected 
injuriously  by  the  course  taken,  be  has 
the  right  of  applying  to  the  Court. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrtti  to. 

Amendment  propoeed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  65,— (J/r,  Praur-Maehintoth.) 

Amendment  agrud  to. 

Clause  56  (Cleric  to  state  charge  and 
■wear  jury). 

Mb.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
TemeM-shira) :     I  think   that  in   this 


the  clerk  of  the  Court  a  duty  which  may 
bo  performed  in  a  very  perfunctory 
manner,  unintelligible  to  the  jury,  and 
perhaps  not  distinctly  heard;  and,  being 
in  favour  of  the  law  as  it  stands,  I  pro- 
pose to  leave  out  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  56.— (ifr.  iViuer- ilaekmtoih.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  56 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An-- 
drew's  Universities) :  I  cannot  consent 
to  the  lion.  Gentleman's  proposal  to 
leave  out  this  clause.  In  Sngland  and 
Ireland  it  is  the  power  of  the  prose- 
cuting counsel  not  only  to  state  to  the 
jury  me  nature  of  the  case,  but  to  state 
it  in  an  argumentative  manner,  and 
practically  influence  the  jury  by  plead- 
ing before  the  evidence  is  led.  What 
we  propose  is  that  the  charge  should 
be  stated  by  the  clerk  in  the  form  set 
forth  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Bill  before 
the  jury  is  sworn;  and  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
this  will  necessarily  be  done  in  a  per- 
functory manner. 

Mk.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  (aaokmannan, 
Ac):  I  entirely  agree  with  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  his  view  of  this  matter.  I 
think  it  must  be  within  the  experience 
of  most  lawyers  that  sometimes  the  lay- 
ing of  the  indictment  before  the  jury 
tends  to  confuse  them  and  cause  delay, 
owing  to  their  studying  the  documents 

S'ven  to  them,  without  considering  the 
cte  before  them. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox):  What  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
has  just  stated  might  spply  to  indict- 
ments in  the  present  form,  but  has  no  re- 
lation to  the  new  form  of  indictment  that 
will  belaid  before  the  jury.  It  ie  impos- 
sible that  anyiury  can  misunderstand  the 
nature  of  such  a  charge  as  this  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill — "  Tou  are  indicted 
at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's  Advo- 
cate, and  the  charge  against  you  is  that 
on  the  20th  of  June,  1888,  in  a  shop  in 
George  Street,  Edinburgh,  you  did  steal 
a  shawl  and  a  boa."  The  new  form  of 
indictment  lays  the  case  before  the  jury 
as  simply  as  it  can  be  done  by  any 
Judge.  I  think  that  it  would  be  well, 
and  it  is  only  a  matter  of  small 
expense,  as,  by  means  of  a   manifold 
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writer,  the  necesBary  number  of  copies 
of  the  charge  agaiast  the  priaooer 
can  be  eaaily  takeo,  and  laid  before 
the  jury.  In  centreB  where  the  people 
are  not  bo  hig;hly  educated,  the  statement 
made  by  the  Judge  of  the  charge  is 
Tery  often  forgotten  five  minutes  after- 
vards.  It  Is  not  tail  that  you  should 
alter  the  system  of  procedure  in  Scot- 
land which  has  worked  so  well,  and 
which  eoBures  that  the  jury,  at  least, 
know  what  the  charge  is,  and  which 
might,  in  the  way  I  have  suggested,  be 
laid  before  them  in  four  or  five  lines. 

Thb  80LI0IT0H  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarke)  (Plymouth) :  I  be- 
lieve the  right  hon.  ana  learned  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  opposite  is 
correct  in  saying  that  to  place  a  docu- 
ment before  the  jury  is  likely  to  mislead 
them.  An  intelligent  jury,  such  as  I 
cannot  doubt  would  be  found  in  Scot- 
land, would  have  no  difficulty  in  under- 
standing the  charge  stated  by  word  of 
mouth ;  but  if  there  should  be  a  jury  so 
unintelligent  as  not  to  be  able  to  re- 
member such  a  simple  charge  as  that  of 
stealing  a  shawl,  for  instance,  I  am 
afraid  that  any  document  you  might 
give  them  would  only  tend  to  confuse 
them. 

Question  put,  and  agrtid  to. 

Clause  64  (Statutory  offences  which 
are  offences  at  common  law). 

Ma.  FRA8EE-MACKINT0SH  (In- 
vemesa-shire):  I  think  that  when  the 
Public  Prosecutor  brings  up  an  aconsed 
person,  he  should  make  up  his  mind  be- 
forehand that  the  indictment  should  be 
for  an  offence  either  against  Statute, 
or  against  Common  Law ;  but  to  give 
him  power  of  getting  conviction  under 
both  or  either  is  a  thing  which  I 
altogether  object  to,  and  I  shall,  there- 
fore, move  the  omisaion  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  64. — {Mr.  Frater-Madintoih.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  64 
stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

The  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.H.A. 
Machonald)  (Edinhu^h  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  cannot  agree  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Oentleman. 
It  is  the  present  law  of  our  country  that 
the  same  narrative  of  facts  may  consti- 
tute a  crime  either  under  the  Common 
Law  or  Statute  Law — that  is  to  say,  one 
statement  of  facta  is  sufBcient,  provided 
Jfr.  CaldafU 


{COMMONS}        Fronditre  {Ko.  2)  BiU.      832 

that  statement  includes  what  is  neces  - 
sary  to  constitute  the  statutory  and  tlie 
Common  Law  offence.  The  provision 
made  here  is,  again,  very  favourable  to 
the  prisoner.  The  Judge  is  enabled  to 
exercise  his  discretion  and  give  a  man 
six  months'  imprisonment  under  the 
Common  Law,  who  would,  under  Statute, 
necessarily  be  sentenced  to  penal  servi- 
tude for  seven  years. 

Dk.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUe^}  : 
There  are  many  things  which  are  crimes 
at  Common  Law  in  Scotland  where  con- 
victions could  not  be  taken,  because  of 
the  difficulty  of  framing  the  indictment 
BO  as  to  bring  it  under  the  Common 
Law.  That  was  the  case  with  bank- 
ruptcy offences.  Formerly,  every  offence 
under  the  Bankruptoyliaw  was  an  offence 
against  the  Common  Law ;  hut  it  waa 
found  impossible  to  obtain  convictions, 
even  in  case  of  the  grossett  fraud.  I 
mention,  as  an  instance,  that  there  are 
many  things  which  are  offences  against 
the  Common  Law  in  Scotland  that  it 
would  be  very  undesirable  to  sweep  into 
the  net  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal.  For 
that  reason  I  shall  be  inclined  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
unless  we  have  some  further  informa- 
tion. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Claske)  (Plymouth)  :  There 
are  some  agrarian  offences  with  regard 
to  which  it  has  been  thought  right  to 
give  the  prisoner  the  chance  of  convic- 
tion for  the  minor  offence.  I  do  not 
think  you  ought  to  be  able  to  get  con- 
victions under  both  Statute  and  Com- 
mon Law  ;  that,  in  my  opinion,  would 
be  very  unfair. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox) :  At  present  the  prosecutor  may  in- 
dict the  prisoner  either  under  the  Statute 
or  at  Common  Law.  The  whole  question 
ia,  whether  the  crime  is  to  be  libelled 
under  the  Common  Statute  or  Law  7  If 
the  crime  do  not  amount  to  crime  under 
the  Statute,  the  prosecutors  are  required 
to  prove  the  facte  as  at  Common  Law. 
The  Lord  Advocate  wishes,  if  the  in* 
dictment  fails  under  the  Statute  Law,  to 
turn  round  and,  without  any  previous 
notice  or  indictment  at  Common  Law,  to 
say  this  is  an  offence  under  the  Common 
Law.  But  if  you  are  going  to  ask  for  a 
verdict  at  Common  Law,  as  well  as  the 
chance  of  a  verdict  under  the  Statutes, 
you  most  libel  both  in  your  indictment. 
The  altemfltivd  of  Statute  or  Oommon 
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came  oat,  the  prisonerB  escaped.  It  is 
highly  undesirable  that  that  should 
take  place.  I  quite  admit  that  this 
clause  waa  framed  too  broadly ;  but 
I  take  the  example  of  an  English 
Act  of  Parliament;  and  I  propose,  aa 
the  hoD.  Member  will  see,  to  insert  an 
Amendment  afterwards,  which  I  thiok 
will  take  away  the  difficulty  which 
existed  before.  We  simply  adapt  an 
English  Act  of  Parliament  to  Scottish 
procedure. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  his 
Motion.  The  clause  is  one  which  is 
higlily  beneficial  to  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lord  Advocate,  I  quite 
agree,  will  avoid  any  question  of  in- 
justice. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendments  made  : — In 
page  22,  line  25,  leave  out  "  sentence," 
and  insert  "  the  case  for  the  prosecution 
is  closed  ;  "  in  line  26,  leave  out  all  after 
"always,"  and  insert — 

"  That  Buch  amendment  ahall  not  be  allowed 
unleaa  the  court  shall  be  satisfied  that  anch  dis- 
crepancy  or  TOiiance  is  not  material  to  the  merita, 
of  the  case,  and  that  the  person  accnsad  cannot 
he  prejudiced  therehj  in  hia  defence  on  the 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

WATER  COMPANIES  (REaULATION  OP 

P0WEH8)  BILL.— [Bill  HI.] 

{Mr.  FuUvn,  Captain  Cebmh,  Mr,  ErneiC 

Spenter.) 

COMMITTBE. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  3,  incluBive,  severally 
agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Water  not  to  be  cut  off 
where  the  water  rate  is  payable  by  the 
owner). 

Mr.  FOEREST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  The  clause  as  it  stands  pro- 
vides that  the  interest  should  run  from 
the  expiration  of  one  month  from  the 
time  the  claim  has  been  sent  in  by  the 
Company.  It  seems  to  me,  on  considera- 
tion, that  perhaps  some  legal  difficulty 


Law  must  put  down  on  the  face  of  the 
indictment. 

Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFOBD 
(Lanark,  N.E.) :  Where  a  man  is 
charged  with  murder,  by  the  law  of 
Scotland  he  may  be  convicted  of  cnl- 
pable  homicide  or  manslaughter.  In  its 
operation  this  is  a  merciful  provision  of 
the  law.  The  result  is  that  a  man  may 
get  oil  on  the  lighter  charge,  who,  if  the 
jury  were  pushed  to  extremity  and  there 
was  no  alternative  but  acquittal,  would 
be  convicted  of  the  graver  charge.  I 
think  the  Lord  Advocate  has  put  the 
case  fairly.  The  proposal  that  if  the 
facts  of  the  case  justify  the  prisoner 
may  be  found  guilty  of  the  lighter  charge 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  prisoner,  and  is 
in  accordance  with  the  whole  spirit  of 
the  BiU. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  170  ;  Noes 
61 :  Majority  1 09.— (Div.  List,  No.  300.) 

[;i.4o  A.M.] 

Clause  69  (Recording  previous  con- 
Ticttons). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtooate, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — In 
page  2 1 ,  line  29,  at  beginning  of  Clause, 
insert — 

"Previoas  convictions  agaioBt  an  accnsed 
shall  not  b«  laid  hoforo  the  jury,  nor  shall  re- 
ferecce  be  made  thereto  in  presence  of  the  jury 
before  the  verdict  is  returned ;  but  nothing 
hsrein  contained  shall  prevent  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor from  laying  before  the  jury  evidence 
of  tach  previous  convictions  where,  by  the 
existing  Law,  it  is  competent  to  lead  evidence 
of  such  previous  conviotions  aa  evidence  tn 
tauia  in  support  of  Hie  substantive  charge  and." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  72  (Variance  between  indict- 
ment and  evidence). 

Amendment  proposod,  to  leave  out 
Clause  72. — {3fr.  Fraeer-Maclintoeh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'no  trial  shall  fail,'  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonaxd)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  :  This  clause  is 
framed  with  the  view  of  preventing  the 
escape  of  prisoners  on  mere  technicali- 
ties in  respect  of  some  difference  be- 
tween the  evidence  and  the  indictment. 
Many  cases  have  occurred  in  which  there 
was  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  euilt  of 
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be  fair  to  the  Water  CompaD;  if  I 
expunged  tlie  words  "from  the  espira- 
tioa  of  one  month,"  and  Buhstituted  the 
Tords  "baa  become  due  to."  The  effect 
of  that  Amendment  would  be  that  the 
rate  of  interest  would  run  firom  the  time 
the  money  became  due,  instead  of  a 
month  after  the  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
26,  to  leare  out  the  words  "  &ora  the 
expiration  of  one  month." — {Mr.  Fomtt 
Fi^im.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
inroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Olause." 

Thb  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  must 
ask  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
adhere  to  the  Bill  aa  it  stands.  I  think, 
if  the  interest  is  to  run  at  6  per  cent, 
it  would  act  as  a  premium  on  the  Water 
Companies  in  sending  in  their  claims. 
I  do  not  say  they  would  take  advantage 
of  it  for  Buoh  a  purpose ;  but  I  think  it 
is  only  fair  that  they  should  be  bound 
to  send  in  their  claim,  and  that  the 
interest  should  only  run  &om  a  reason- 
able time  after  the  claim  had  been  sent 
in. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  FORREST  FULTON :  As  the 
olause  stands,  it  is  required  that  notice 
should  be  given  "  to  him  "—that  is 
to  say,  the  occupier.  It  is,  probably, 
desirable  that  the  words  I  propose  as  an 
Amendment  should  be  added — namely, 
"  or  left  at  his  dwelling  house,"  That 
is  the  nsnal  form  in  these  cases. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "  him, "  to  insert  the  words 
"or  left  at  his  dwelling  house." — {Mr. 
Ferrat  Faltm.') 

Question  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Me.  FORREST  FULTON :  The  next 
AmoDdment  I  wish  to  propose  is  in  line 
7,  to  leave  out  "next,"  and  insert 
"thereafter."  It  occurred  to  me  that 
the  words  "  next  become  due  by  him" 
would  probably  raise  a  difficulty  in  the 
case  of  weekly  tenants,  and  that,  pro- 
bably, the  best  way  would  be  to  use  the 
word  "hereafter"  in  place  of  "next." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  7, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "next,"  and  insert 
"  thereafter." — {Ur.  Forrett  FulUm.) 
Mr.  Formt  FvUm 
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Question,  "That  the  word  'next' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'there- 
after" be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Hr.  Fobbbst 
FcLTOir,  the  following  Amendments 
made :— In  page  2,  line  9,  after  "  re- 
covered," insert  "  at  any  one  time;"  and 
in  line  10,  after  him,"  insert — 

"  Or  which  shsll  have  accraad  due  from 
him  nnoe  auoh  notice  shall  have  been  gfiven  or 
laft  M  kLoresaiil." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morroui. 

MOTIOS . 


COFTBIOHT  (UUSIOAL  COUFOStTIOHS) 

(no.  2)  BIU.. 
Oo  Motion  of  Mr.  Butlej,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Lav  telatinr  to  the  recovery  of  penalties 
for  the  nnauthonzed  performsQca  of  Copyright 
Musical  CompoiitionB,  ordtrtd  to  be  broaxht  in 
by  Mr.  Hartley,  Mr.  Addison,  Sir.  Dillwyn, 
and  Mr.  Lawaon. 
Bill^mnM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  322.] 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  XhthJiOy,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— FoBLio  Bills— A'rd  lUading— 
Valnatton  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Amendment  * 

(lit). 

Beleel   Committee  —  Sipvrt  —  Smoke  Naisaoce 
Abatement  (HetropolisJ  INo.  174]! 

Committn — Stport—OnrnvoBl  l4ii>r  Amendment 

(Ireland)  (IBi). 
Jt^wrf— Smoke  Nniaonce  Abatement   (Metre- 

polie)"  (43-176). 

NEW  PEBH. 
Sir  James  Macnaghten  M'Oarel- 
Hogg,  Bart.,  G.O.B.,  having  been 
created  Baron  Magheramorne,  of  Uag- 
faeramome,  in  the  county  of  Antrim — 
Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

TEINDS  (SCOTLAND). 

UOTIOS    FOB    BBTVBirS. 

Moved  ioT — 
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appoHainiDg  thereto,  and  the  value  of  such  por- 
tion o(  them  M  is  dow  appropriated  to  the  paj- 
tnent  of  ttipand  and  commimion  elements,  and 
ths  Taloe  of  anoh  of  them  as  are  nnexhausted 
bv  inoh  payments,  and  which  still  remain  avail- 
able for  the  futura  augmentation  of  ministera' 
•tip«nd«  (in  part  continuation  of  Return  235, 
l66\)."—[nt  Earl  ef  MiHlo.) 

The  BEOHETAET  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lotbuh)  said,  be 
thought  the  E«turna  asked  for  would  be 
most  useful  and  iustTuctiTe,  as  it  was  a 
question  ia  regard  to  which  (he  public 
sQouId  be  better  informed.  He  would 
ask  the  noble  Earl,  however,  not  to  press 
foraBeturn  of  the  rental  of  each  county 
and  each  parish  in  Scotland,  as  be 
thought  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  give  them.  It  would  be  simple  to  give 
the  value  in  each  county  where  the 
valuation  was  printed ;  but  that  was  not 
the  case  in  all  counties  in  Scotland,  and 
there  was  no  compulsory  powers  to 
compel  their  being  given  by  the  locali- 
ties. In  cases  where  the  valuation  roll 
was  printed,  the  Betum  would  be  easily 
compiled,  but  given  in  this  imperfect 
way,  it  would  be  very  unsettling.  With 
that  exception,  he  should  be  most  happy 
to  give  the  Betams  asked  for. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

"  Botums  of  the  rental  of  each  parish  in  Scot- 
land, and  of  the  value  of  the  leiaia  appertaining 
thereto,  and  the  value  of  such  portion  of  them 
asiinow  appropriated  to  the  payment  or  stipend 
and  communion  elementa,  and  the  value  of  such 
of  them  aa  are  uneihausted  hy  such  payments, 
and  which  titill  remain  available  for  the  future 
augumentation  of  ministerg'  stipends  (in  part 
coDtiooation  of  Retnm  235.  18S1)." 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

CHUBCH  PATBONAQE  (SCOTLAND). 
UOTIOH  FOB  KKTUBNB. 

Moved  for — 

"  Betnma  for  each  conoty  in  Scotland  of  the 
name  of  any  poriih  in  which  a  vacancy  for  the 
appointment  of  a  miniater  hod  been  HUed  up  by 
tne  electorate  established  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Church  Patrona^  Act  (37  ft  38  Victoria, 
obap.  82, 187*), apecifymg—(l.)The population, 
male  and  female,  of  catch  such  parish  acoordiog 
to  the  tost  c«CBus  at  the  time  of  election ;  (2!) 
The  number  of  persons,  male  and  female,  who 
were  qualified  to  vote  in  each  case,  distingniih- 
ing  oommnflicants  and  adbsrenta ;  (3.)  The 
cases  in  which  the  elections  were  contasted,  tha 
number  of  candidates  in  each  such  cose,  and  the 
number  of  porsoat,  male  and  female,  who 
recorded  their  votes  in  each  case;  (1.)  The 
parishes  in  which  compensation   for   loss    of 

Rtroaaga  bsi  been  awarded  to  or  sorrendered 
former  patrons  in  connection  with  each  elec- 
tion under  the  Church  Patronage  Act,  and  the 
amount  of  the  compensation  awarded  to  or  sur- 
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rendered  by  the  patrons  in  each  case  (in  oart 
continuation  of  Returns  No.  6,   1879,  and  Ho. 

236,  \881)."~{TAt  Sari  of  Hinlo.) 

The  SECEETABT  foe  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lotbiak)  said,  there 
oould  be  no  possible  objection  to  grant* 
log  the  Returns  the  noble  Earl  asked 
for,  as  they  were  in  continuation  of 
Betums  moved  for  by  him  in  1877.  The 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  object  to  the 
Church  Patronage  Act  of  1874;  but  on 
that  point  be  was  not  at  one  with  the 
general  feeling  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
who  were  entirely  satisfied  with  that 
Act.  He  ahould  be  happy  to  give  the 
Kflturns  asked  for  with  the  exception  of 
No.  3,  that  relating  to  the  number  of 
candidates  and  the  votes  given  for  each, 
the  information  with  regard  to  which  it 
was  impossible  to  obtain,  as  the  elec- 
tions took  place  under  the  ballot. 

Lord  BALFOUB  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Betura 
relating  to  compensation  for  lose  of 
patronage  could  not  possibly  be  given 
intlie  form  asked.  A  very  numerous  body 
of  patrons  bad  surrendered  their  rights 
to  compensation ;  as  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation for  patronage  which  had  been 
surrendered  had  never  been  assessed 
under  the  terms  of  the  Act,  and  did  not 
require  to  be,  it  could  not  be  stated. 
He  would  suggest  to  substitute  for 
Paragraph  4  of  the  Betums,  the  fol- 
lowing : — 

"The  names  ot  pariahes  in  each  county  in 
Scotland  in  which  patrons  have  retained  their 
right  to  compensation  under  the  Act,  and  the 
amount  of  compeQsalion  awarded  in  each  case. 
distinguishing  the  cases  in  which  a  vacancy  (or 
the  appointment  of  a  minister  has  been  ftUed 
up  by  the  electorate  established  under  the  Aot.'i 

Thb  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  he  would 
accept  the  Amendments. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agr»*d  to. 

"  Returns  for  each  county  in  Scotland  ot  the 
name  of  any  parish  in  which  a  vacancy  for  the 
appointment  of  a  minister  has  been  filled  u^  by 
the  electorate  established  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Church  Patronage  Act  (37  k  38  Victoria, 
chap.  82,  1874),  specifying— 

"1.  The  population,  mole  and  female,  of 
each  such  parish,  according  to  the  last  census, 
at  the  time  ot  election ; 

' '  2.  The  number  of  pationa,  male  and  female, 
who  were  qualified  to  vote  in  each  case,  dia- 
tingoisbing  comniuoioants  and  adharant* ; 

"  3.  The  names  of  parishes  in  each  ooan^  in 
Scotland  in  which  patrons  have  retained  uiair 
right  to  compensation  under  the  Aot,  and  the 
amount  of  the  compensation  awarded  in  each 
case,  distinguishing  the  cosea  in  wbioh  a  vacancy 
for  tlie  appointment  of  a  minister  has  been  filled 
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np  by  the  electonte  wUbliabed  under  tha  Act 
"(In  part  contmnaUon  of  Rsturns  No.  S. 

1887,  mi  No.  236.,  1881)." 
Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  Hoase. 

PARLIAMENT    (HOUSE    OF     LORDS)  — 

TITLES  OP  FEEES-EKTBIES  IN  THE 

JOURNALS  OR  MINUTES.  — EESOLU- 

TION. 

Movid  to  resolve- 

"  That  when  the  name  ot  any  Lord  who  has 
a  bigher  title  or  dignity  than  tnat  by  wbich  he 
■its  ia  Farliaoient  shall  be  entered  in  the 
Jonmita  or  Uiautes  of  Proceedings  ot  the 
Hooie,  the  hig;ber  title  or  digaity  nbiLll  be 
kdded  in  brackets  after  the  title  by  which  such 
Lord  sits  in  Parliament ;  and  in  the  event  of 
the  Motion  being  agreed  to,  to  move  that  the 
Motion  ba  declared  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House,  and  bo  numbered  XXXUa." — (TAtf 
Earl  a/  XinU.) 

Thb  prime  minister  AMD  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marqueasof  Saubbury) 
eaid,  that,  as  he  understood  it,  the 
Motion  asked  that  the  name  of  an;  Lord 
who  had  a  bigher  title  should  be  pvea 
along  with  his  higher  title,  and  the  loi 
title  by  which  he  eat.  The  result  would 
be  that  there  wonld  be  three  columns, 
one  oontaining  the  name,  then  one  con- 
taining the  higher  title,  and  the  last  the 
lower  title. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  under- 
stood his  noble  Friend  to  desire  that  the 
same  rule  ahould  be  adopted  with  regard 
to  the  Minutes  of  the  House  as  prevailed 
with  respect  to  Divisions,  that  the  higher 
title  by  which  a  peer  was  known  ahould 
be  stated  as  well  as  the  title  by  which 
he  sat  in  Parliament. 

The  Eabl  of  MINTO  made  some  ob- 
servations, which,  owing  to  the  acoustic 
properties  of  the  House,  were  not  beard 
m  the  Gallery. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 


CRIBDNAI.    LAW  AMENDMENT    (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.-(No.  IGl.) 
{T/u  Lord  AiAtourm.) 
COMKITTBE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Mov»d,  "That  the  House  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee." — (7A« 
£ard  AiMourtu.) 

Eari,  GBANVILLEi  said  :  I  read  this 
morning  that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Selbome)  had  expressed  his 
regret  that  I  was  not  present  last  night 
when  he  wished  to  make  some  obsetra- 
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tione  on  the  present  measure.  I  really 
think  that  I  am  not  very  much  to  blame 
in  the  matter.  I  toliuwed  in  the  de> 
bate  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Ijord  Chanceilor  ot  Ireland  (Lord  Aeh- 
bourne)  and  rigorously  confined  myaolf 
to  what  that  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
deemed  were  points  of  importance.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon) replied  to  some  of  the  observa- 
tions which  I  made.  In  the  lon^  and 
eloquent  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  I  did  not  catch  any 
reply  to  the  observations  which  I  nitade. 
The  noble  Duke  discoursed  upon  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Morley,  upon  all  our 
late  Colleaguea,  on  Home  Rule,  on  the 
Bill  of  1881,  and  also  upon  that  unfor- 
tunate Bill  which  is  no  longer  before  the 
House,  and  which  does  not  appear  to 
have  fallen  upon  a  bed  of  roses  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  After  that  speech 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  spoke  from 
a  particular  point  of  view  very  natural 
for  him  to  take,  but  having  no  couneo- 
tion  with  my  own  remarks.  I  happened 
then  to  see  that  the  clock  was  pointing 
to  near  8,  an  hour  wbich  generally  sug- 
gests to  Members  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliameut  the  idea  of  refreshment. 
After  having  listened  to  speechee  for 
some  four  hours  it  struck  me  that 
dinner  would  not  be  unacceptable.  I 
left  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  dining, 
and,  hurrying  back,  I  broke  my  nose 
against  the  dosed  door  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  Before  I  left  the  House 
I  had  not  observed  that  the  noble  and 
learuod  Earl  had  shown  any  signs  of  an 
intention  to  speak,  aud,  knowing  the 
attention  that  is  usually  paid  to  every- 
thing he  says,  I  did  not  think  that  he 
would  have  selected  the  dinner  hour  for 
making  his  speech. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  other  day  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  asked  for  more 
time  to  consider  this  Bill,  which  had 
been  before  them  for  many  weeks,  your 
Lordships  must  have  been  surprised  by 
the  evident  intention  of  the  noble  Lord^ 
who  sat  ui>on  that  Bench  to  close  the 
debate  as  quickly  as  possible.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  may  have 
been  justified  in  leaving  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  his  dinner  ;  but 
it  is  strange  that  he  could  not  find  one 
noble  Lord  representing  the  Home  Rule 
section  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  this 
House  who  would  sacrifice  his  dinner  in 
order  to  continue  tim  diacuBsion.    Ihe 
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noble  Earl  has  endeayoured  to  depre- 
ciate the  importance  of  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  noble  Buke  (the  Dube  of 
Argyll) ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  he 
altogether  omitted  to  refer  to  the  real 
point  made  by  the  noble  Duke,  and 
whioh,  in  my  opinion,  the  noble  Earl  ia 
bound  to  ansver.  The  noble  Duke 
asked  my  noble  Eriends  to  eay  what 
waa  their  alternative  policy  to  this  Bill. 
What  ia  the  policy  which  they  recom- 
mend as  an  aUeruatiTe  to  the  policy  of 
Her.  Majesty's  CloTeracaent  to  maintain 
law  and  order  in  Ireland  ?  I  cannot 
help  thiaking  that  it  was  eomethiag 
more  than  the  advent  of  the  uaaal 
dinner  hour  that  accounts  for  the 
absence  of  my  noble  Friends  from  the 
House  and  for  their  remarkable  esit. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  there  was 
somebody  behind  them  to  consult  with, 
and  who  had  to  prompt  them  before 
they  could  give  anyreply  to  that  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Duke.  I  will  endea- 
vour to  lay  before  the  House  the  exact 
state  of  the  question  as  it  stands.  In 
1885,  when  the  Government  of  which 
the  noble  Earl  was  a  Member  was  ii 
Office,  when  there  was  no  exceptional 
crime  in  Ireland,  and  when  the  condition 
of  Ireland  was  much  more  satisfactory 
than  it  is  now,  they  determined  to  in 
troduce  a  Grimes  Bill  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter to  that  which  has  recently  passed 
through  this  Honss. 

Eaul  GRANVILLE:  That  is  not 
true. 

Tee  Eabl  OF  NORTHBEOOK !  The 
noble  Earl  has  used  tho  expression 
"that  is  not  true."  I  will  ait  down  an' 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  explaining. 
Earl  GRANVILLE  :  Certainly,  s 
far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  the  statement 
whidi  the  noble  Earl  has  made  is  inac- 
curate. 

Thb  Eabl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  My 
statement  ia  that  at  the  time  when 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Government  deter- 
mined to  bring  in  a  Bill  similar  in 
many  respects  to  the  present  one  the 
condition  of  Ireland  was  much  more 
favourable  than  it  is  now.  Does  the 
noble  Earl  dispute  that  statement?  I 
call  as  a  witness  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  [Earl  Spencer),  who  bore 
testimony  to  that  effect.  Mr.  Gladstone 
himself  in  the  other  House  stated  that 


Plan  of  Campaign  ?  In  1 88S  the  number 
of  agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland  had  been 
reduced  from  4,000  to  some  800  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Act  of  1882.  We  are 
perfectly  justified  in  asking  for  the 
reasons  which  brought  about  the  sudden 
change  of  opinion  in  the  minds  of  noble 
Lords  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Question. 
The  noble  Earl  said  that  one  ground  for 
that  sudden  change  of  opinion  was  the 
large  number  of  Home  Rule  Members 
that  had  been  returned  by  the  Irish  con- 
stituencies. But  everybody  knew  before- 
hand that  that  would  be  the  inevitable 
result  of  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
that  country.  We  all  know  what 
was  the  policy  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Go- 
vernment at  the  beginning  of  1886. 
What  was  the  condition  of  Ireland  at 
the  beginning  of  1886  ?  As  regards  law 
and  order,  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
coming  more  and  more  serious 
day  by  day.  As  regards  combinations 
against  the  payment  of  rent,  Mr. 
Gladstone  had  before  him  evidence  of 
those  combinations  in  January,  1886. 
As  regards  the  power  of  the  National 
League,  my  noble  Friend  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  waa  of  opinion  that  it  was 
increasing  day  by  day.  With  respect  to 
ejectments,  tuey  were  flying  about  in 
considerable  numbers  in  the  first  quarter 
ofI8S6.  With  respect  to  the  disturbance 
of  the  minds  of  the  occupiers  of  land 
which  my  noble  Friends  admitted  was  at 
the  root  of  the  whole  Irish  question,  the 
leaseholders  werediasatisfied  at  not  being 
included  in  the  Land  Act,  and  a  fall  of 
prices  had  taken  place  in  IS85  which 
made  it  hard  for  the  tenants  to  pay  the 

edicial  rents.  This  was  the  state  of 
eland  in  January,  1 886.  Fart  of  these 
unfortunate  circumstances  were  the 
direct  consequence  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
legislation.  The  condition  of  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland  was  the  direct 
consequence  of  his  legislation ;  and, 
moreover,  any  disturbance  in  the  country 
and  the  consequent  crime  created  by  un- 
f(ur  ejecimeuts  must  bs  attributed,  more 
than  any  other  man,  to  Mr.  Gladstone, 
who  for  five  years  had  never  attempted 
to  apply  a  remedy.  The  policy  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government  under  these 
oiroumBtanoes  was  deliberately  to  abstain 
from  attempting  either  to  maintain  law 
and  order  or  to  apply  a  remedy  to 
Mot  to  the 
ing  the  whole 
land.     They 
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tboD^t  it  right  instead  of  talcing  the 
practical  course  of  dealing  with  eriifl  as 
thay  existed  to  propose  a  measDre  to  alter 
the  whole  constitution  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  to  make  a  nev  Govem- 
tnent  for  Ireland.  That  policy  failed  in 
the  House  of  Cammone ;  it  failed  in  the 
GOtintry.  I  hold  that  Mr.  Qladstoae's 
late  Goremment  is  mainly  responsible 
for  the  aggravation  of  the  difficulties  in 
Ireland  which  has  been  produced  by 
neglecting  to  apply  real  practical  re- 
medies to  the  great  evils  which  exist  in 
that  country.  But  although  I,  in 
common  with  many  other  Liberals  in 
tbia  House  and  the  country,  consider 
that  Mr.  Gladstone's  policy  last  year 
was  altogether  wrong,  it  must  be  con- 
fessed that  that  policy  was  intelligible — 
that  tlie  two  great  measures  which  then 
held  the  field,  the  Bill  for  the  Go- 
verument  of  Ireland  and  the  Land  Bill, 
constituted  a  complete  policy  in  all  its 
points,  upon  which  some  argument  could 
be  raised  and  some  real  question  dis- 
oiused.  But  I  have  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  what  is  the  policy  of 
my  noble  Friends  now?  Is  it  the  policy 
which  was  defeated  at  the  lUeotious  of 
1 886  or  is  it  some  different  policy  ?  My 
noble  Friends  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  although  they  are  somewhat  in- 
clined to  be  reticent  in  this  House,  have 
certainly  not  been  reticent  elsewhere. 
Hy  noble  Friend  tbe  late  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  has  spoken  several  times 
within  the  last  few  months,  the  late 
Foreign  Secretary  has  spoken  twice,  and 
almost  all  my  noble  Friends  have  ex- 
pressed their  opinions  in  the  country 
upon  the  position  of  affairs,  and  upon 
the  policy  which  they  advocate  upon  the 
Irish  Question.  lam  bound  to  say,  having 
studied  them  with  all  the  care  I  could, 
the  pursual  has  left  upon  my  mind 
the  Truest  possible  impression.  My 
noble  Friend  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Cambridge  defended  both  the  Bills  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  1886.  A 
month  afterwards  in  London  he  had  to 
admit  that  both  those  Bills  were  dead. 
Tbe  nobleEatl  the  lateForeif^n  Secretary 

Sbhe  Earl  of  Boaebery)  at  Glasgow  the 
ay  after  said—"  Our  policy  is  exactly 
the  same  as  when  ^u  (the  electors)  eent 
us  about  our  business."  [Lord  Bobe- 
BKRT:  Hear,  hearll  My  noble  Friend 
oheets.  I  shall  show  in  a  moment  how 
my  noble  Friend  has  modified  his  opinion 
since  the  month  of  April.  A  month  after 
Th  £arl  of  NortUrook 


came  the  remarkable  speech  of  Hr. 
Gladstone  at  Swansea,  and  since  then  a 
great  change  has  come  over  the  speeches 
of  my  noble  Friends.  The  question  ia 
what  Mr.  Gladstone  meant.  My  noble 
Friend  near  me  (Earl  Granville)  made  a 
speech,  and  there  is  no  one  more  adroit 
in  making  speeches,  but  when  he  came 
to  this  policy  all  he  could  say  was  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  made  an  eloquent  speech, 
and  that  bis  explanations  were  such  as 
to  satisfy  all  reasonable  men.  But  my 
noble  Friend  altogether  abstained  from 
saying  what  a  single  one  of  those 
explanations  meant.  The  noble  Lord  the 
late  Foreign  Secretary  cheered  me  just 
now.  He  also  made  a  speech  siaoe  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech — I  think  it  was  at 
the  City  Liberal  Club— and  what  did  he 
say  ?     He  said— 

"  1  do  not  knov  what  ia  the  real  rsmedy  for 
ths  wTODgs  oE  Ireland.  I  do  not  know  the 
right  way  of  goTemmg  Treiand." 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBEET:  That 
was  a  wholly  inaccurate  report  of  the 
remarks  which  I  made. 

The  Eabl  of  NOBTHBBOOE::  If 
he  has  been  inaccurately  reported  I  will 
leave  mynoble Friend  to  explainwhat  his 
views  are  at  a  future  time.  It  all  comes 
to  this,  that  whether  a  man  be  a  Home 
Buler,  a  Liberal  Unionist,  or  a  Conser- 
vative, tbe  great  problem  he  has  to  solve 
is  to  interpret  Mr.  Gladstone's  policy 
about  the  Irish  Question.  I  think  this 
House  requires  from  my  noble  Friends 
now,  and  the  country  requires  from  the 
Home  Bule  section  of  the  Libera)  Party, 
some  definite,  distinct,  and  plain  answers 
to  certain  definite,  distinct,  and  plain 
questions.  The  first  of  these  questions 
is,  under  this  new  Home  Bule  policy, 
are  the  present  Bepresentatives  of  Ire- 
land to  remain  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  Westminster,  or  are  they  not  ?  Mr. 
Gladstone's  views  upon  that  point  may 
be  iaterpreted  in  every  sort  of  way. 
They  are  interpreted  by  Mr.  Moriey  at 
Manchester  in  one  way,  and  in  another 
way  last  night  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  in  this  House,  and  for 
the  iife  of  me  all  I  can  find  with  regard 
toMr.Gladstone's  proposal  is  that  heputs 
forth  some  temporary  proposition  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Members  remaining  at 
Westminster,  but  whether  they  are  to 
remain  at  Westminster  until  some  future 
time  when  they  may  be  removed,  or  whe- 
ther they  are  to  be  excluded,  and  at  some 
future  time  to  be  admitted,  I  defjr  any- 
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one  to  gather  from  bis  words.  It  I  am 
wrong  in  thia  interpretation  of  Mr.  Qlad- 
atone'a  yiew  I  hope  that  either  now  or 
at  some  future  time  it  will  be  clearly 
explained  in  this  House,  so  that  we  may 
know  who  is  right  and  who  is  wrong. 
The  nest  question  I  have  to  ask  my 
noble  Friends  to  give  a  distinct  answer 
to  is  this.  Is  Ulster  to  be  treated  sepa- 
rately from  the  rest  of  Ireland  or  is  it 
not  ?  Mr.  Morley  at  Manchester  said 
it  was  quite  clear  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
would  do  anything  for  Ulster,  but  there 
was  alsolutely  no  esplanation  of  that 
enigmatical  declaration  of  Mr.  Q-Iad- 
stone,  except  that  be  had  promised  to 
hear  the  Toics  of  Ulster.  The  third 
question  I  hare  to  ask 

Eaei,  GEANVILLE:  I  rise  to  Order. 
My  noble  Friend  is  not  speaking  in  the 
least  to  the  question  before  the  House. 
He,  an  ex-Minister,  is  asking  us  foi  our 
policy  on  different  subjects  when  the 
question  with  respect  to  the  Bill  moved 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Ashbourne)  is  before  the  House. 

Tde  Eabl  of  NOETHBBOOK  :  I  aub- 
Diitthatmyargument  is  entirely  germane 
to  thia  question.  My  noble  Friend,  in  bis 
speech,  has  abandoned  any  attempt  to 
dispute  the  facts  put  forward  by  the 
Government,  and  says  that  he  objects  to 
this  Bill  because  he  has  an  alternative 
policy.  I  have  a  right  to  ask  what  the 
alternative  policy  is.  I  assert  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Home  Eule  Party  in  the 
other  House,  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
Crimes  Bill,  distinctly  said  that  the 
question  was  one  of  policy — that  it  was 
a  question  between  the  Government 
policy  and  the  alternative  policy  of  the 
Opposition.  I  bold,  therefore,  that  my 
remarks  are  witbin  the  proper  and 
legitimate  scope  of  this  discussion.  You 
must  recollect  this — and  it  is  a  very 
important  point,  and  one  which  will,  I 
think,  justify  me  in  what  I  have  said, 
and  will,  I  hope,  prevent  my  noble  Friend 
from  endeavouring  to  interrupt  me 
again — you  must  recollect  that  it  is  a 
rare  thing  iu  the  history  of  thia  country 
for  an  Opposition  to  think  Jt  right  to 
refuse  those  measures  to  the  Government 
which  the  Oovernment  think  necessary 
to  maintain  law  and  order.  If  a  course 
so  unprecedented  is  rare  in  this  House, 
it  is  still  more  rare  for  noble  Lords  to 
go  about  the  country  agitating  against 
the  Qovemmsnt  on  that  very  point  of  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  oiderj  and  I 


think  if  that  agitation  is  carried  on  as 
it  has  been  from  the  first,  by  putting 
forward  to  the  country  an  alternative 
policy,  it  is  unworthy  of  my  noble 
Friends  to  attempt  to  evade  answering 
plain  queations  here.  They  are  asked 
to  give  plain  answers  to  plain  questions 
here,  in  thia  House,  for  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  anyone  to  decipher  the 
enigmatical  words  of  the  Leader  in 
Wales  and  eleewhere.  I  have  asked 
two  questions — whether  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  to  be  retained  at  Westminster, 
and  what  is  to  be  done  respecting 
Ulster  ?  The  third  question  is  what  is 
to  be  the  condition  under  the  new  policy 
as  respects  the  maiotenence  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  ?  Is  that  to  bo  com- 
mitted to  the  new  Irish  Parliament  ov 
not  ?  And  the  fourth  question  which  I 
have  to  ask  is  what  is  the  new  policy 
with  respect  to  measures  relating  to  land 
in  Ireland  ?  Is  the  power  over  the  land 
to  be  committed  or  not  to  the  new  Irish 
Parliament?  If  it  is,  where  are  the 
safeguards  which  my  noble  Friend  the 
lata  Viceroy  so  honourably  and  firmly 
demanded  with  regard  to  the  measure  of 
1865,  when  he  said  it  was  a  mean  and 
treacherous  thing  to  abandon  the  Irish 
landlords  to  the  mercy  of  the  Members 
of  Mr.  Famell's  Party?  These  are 
questions  to  which  I  hope  wo  shall  have 
plain  answers,  notwithstanding  the  evi- 
dent disinclination  of  my  noble  Friends 
to  give  them.  I  should  like  to  know 
further  whether  we  ore  right  in  inter- 
preting the  Swansea  speeches  to  mean 
that  the  plan  of  Home  Eule  is  to  bo 
extended  to  Wales  and  Scotland  as  well 
as  Ireland  ?  I  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  late  reception  of  the  American 
Embassy  at  Dollis  Hill  is  to  be  taken  to 
mean  that  consideration  is  to  be  given 
to    the   views    of    American    sympa- 

thizers 

Thb  Eabl  ov  CORK :  I  really  must 
rise  to  Order.  I  have  bad  the  honour 
of  sitting  in  this  House  for  over  30  years, 
and  I  have  no  heUtation  in  saying  that 
I  have  never  heard  a  discussion  con- 
ducted as  the  noble  Earl  is  conducting 
this.  Our  Eules  are  not  so  stringent  as 
those  in  "  another  place,"  but  I  appeal 
to  noble  Lords  whether  this  discussion 
would  be  allowed  in  any  other  Assembly. 
We  are  discussing  to-night  the  question 
of  the  Crimes  Bill,  and  not  the  question 
of  Home  Eule  or  the  speeches  made  by 
Ministers  or  ex-Ministers  out  of  doors. 
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The  Eabl  of  NOETHBEOOK:  I 
am  really  very  sorry,  but  I  have  already 
explained  m^  po&itioa,  and  I  ahall  ven- 
ture to  continue  a  fev  minntes  longer. 
This  altematiTe  policy  of  the  Oppoiition 
is  reduced  to  a  certain  amount  of  vague, 
abstract  propositions,  and  my  noble 
Friends  are  juet  beginning  to  see  what 
a  difficult  matter  they  have  in  hand  in 
taking  up  the  question  of  Home  Bule. 
They  are  just  beginning  to  be  in  the 
position  of  Ur.  Butt  and  others  when 
they  began  this  Home  Eule  agitation  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  will  tell  my 
noble  Friends  what  was  the  answer  to 
Mr.  Butt's  policy,  which  was  much  the 
same  as  Air.  Gladstone's  policy  now  is, 
consieting,  as  it  did,  in  abstract  propo- 
sitions.  Mr.  Batt  said  very  much  what 
some  of  my  noble  Friends  have  said. 
Speaking  on  the  20th  of  Mai-ch,  1874, 
Mr.  Butt  eaid— 

"  Did  not  the  facts  he  hltd  mentioned  juatifj 
him  in  aeking  the  House  to  recede  from  its 

Klicy  ot  coerciOD  aod  mlatrust  F  The  conclusion 
d  1jeen  relactaotly  forced  upon  him  that  con- 
ceding to  Icelood  A  Forlianient  lo  manage  its 
own  Bflikira  was  the  only  vay  to  CBtahlisli  a 
perfect  Constitutional  Qoveraiaent  in  that 
countiT."-(3  Eaniard,  [ji8]  118.) 

ThatwasUr.  Butt'eTiev,andit  hasbeen 
expressed  on  many  a  platform  of  late. 
What  was  the  answer  given  to  Mr. 
Butt  ?  It  was  an  answer  which  I  think, 
must  be  given  to  any  such  abstract  pro- 
position.   This  is  the  answer — 

"  We  shall  first  inquire  if  your  plan  ii  intol- 
li^ble  before  we  inquire  whether  it  ia  expe- 
dient. ...  It  ie  ft  doDgeroos  and  tricky  sys- 
tem for  Parliament  to  adopt — to  encounter 
national  dissatisfaotjon,  if  it  really  eiisla — with 
the  asaurance  which  may  mean  anything  or 
nothing,  'which  may  perhaps  conciliate  the 
feelinga  of  the  people  of  Irelaad  for  the 
moment,  and  attract  a  passing  breath  of  popu- 
larity, but  which,  when  the  day  of  trial  comes, 
may  be  fannd  entirely  to  fail  them." — [IHd, 
131.) 

Those  words  were  used  by  Mr.  Olad- 
stone  in  answer  to  abstract  propositions 
inch  as  are  in  the  minds  of  my  noble 
Friends  on  this  question.  I  say  that  we 
have  a  right  to  discuss  the  alteraative 
policy  as  it  has  been  presented  to  the 
country  now,  and  especially  as  the  noble 
Earl,  in  his  opposition  to  this  Bill,  put- 
tiog  aside  his  legal  argument  on  the 
clauses  for  dealing  with  dangerous  asso- 
ciations, which  will  be  dealt  with  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Selborne)  en  the  Third  Beading.  The 
Oovemmcnt  relied  entirely  on  the  alter- 
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native  policy.  The  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment I  consider  to  bo  plain,  intelligible, 
and  practical  policy.  They  are  deter- 
mined to  remedy  those  grievances  that 
exist  in  Ireland,  and  that  exist  there  to 
a  great  extent  in  consequence  of  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government;  and, 
moreover,  the  Government  are  attempt- 
ing to  maintain  law  and  order  by  a  mea- 
sure which  I  think  none  of  your  Lord- 
ships will  dispute  is  in  many  respects 
precisely  similar  to  a  measure  intro- 
duced by  my  noble  Friends  on  tho  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  which  on  some 
points  is  a  great  improvement  upon  their 
measure.  At  any  rate,  I  hope  we  shall 
have  a  plain  and  intelligent  answer  to 
the  few  questions  I  have  ventured  to  put 
to  my  noble  Friends  before  the  debate 
closes. 

The  Eam,  oy  ROSEBEEY :  I  think 
that  our  position  in  this  House  is  a 
singularly  unfortunate  one.  I  suppose 
that  all  your  Lordships  will  concur  in 
that  remark  from  different  points  of 
view.  When  I  saw  the  general  rest- 
lessness and  irritation  vltb.  which  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  North  brook)  has 
spoken,  I  trembled  to  think  that  the 
destinies  of  India  and  of  our  Fleet  had 
ever  been  entrusted  to  him.  What  is 
our  position  with  regard  to  this  debate  ? 
Everybody  who  heard  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville)  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position last  night  must  admit  that  ms 
speech  was  a  very  moderate  and  in- 
offensive one.  He  was  followed  by  the 
noble  Earl,  one  of  the  many  Ticeroys  of 
Ireland,  and  again  I  may  say  that  the 
speech  of  that  noble  Earl  was  more  in 
the  nature  of  a  personal  explanation, 
which  was  not  at  all  premature.  No 
one  who  recollects  the  declarations  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  oame 
from  the  lips  of  the  noble  Earl  in  1883 
will  deny  that  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Earl  did  not  come  a  moment  too 
soon.  Following  him  we  had  an  ad- 
mirable didactic  homily,  which  embraced 
every  subject  in  politics  known  to  your 
Lordships'  House  except  the  one  ques- 
tion which  was  before  us,  delivered  by 
the  noble  Duke  (Duke  of  Argyll),  who 
again  imitated  our  example  in  retiring 
from  the  further  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject which  was  before  the  House.  Then 
followed  the  speech  of  tho  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Denbigh),  when  I 
confess  I  left  myself,  because  I  did  not 
understand  that  the  debate  was  likely 
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to  be  continued  after  the  noble  Earl's 
Bpeech.  And  I  regret  extremely  that  I 
£d  leave  the  House,  because  I  think  all 
vill  allow  that  the  noble  Earl  made  a 
speech  which  was  singularly  thoughtful 
and  eloquent,  and,  what  I  cannot  say 
for  all  ottier  speeches,  a  siogulaily  per- 
tinentcontrihution  to  thedebate.  Having 
listened  to  this  somewhat  exhaustire  de< 
bate,  we  left  the  House,  and  it  turned 
out  after  we  had  gone  that  our  noble 
and  candid  Friends  above  the  Oangway, 
who  had  come  down  with  great  masses 
of  mannsoript  which  remained  undis- 
charged, were  extremely  angry  with 
us  because  we  did  not  make  a  House  to 
listen  to  the  diatribes  of  which  the  two 
specimens  we  bad  heard  contained  no- 
thing whatever  concerning  the  measure 
before  us.  In  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament we  are  accused  of  unduly  pro- 
longing debates.  We  consider  that  the 
Bill  had  sufBoiently  been  discussed  in 
the  other  House,  and  when  it  came  to 
this  House  we  resolved  for  more  reasons 
than  one  to  confine  ourselves  to  a  simple 
protest  delivered  by  our  Leader  against 
the  measure  as  it  stands.  What  is  the 
result?  We  fall  *rom  the  Soylla  of 
obstruction  into  tho  Charybdis  of  not 
staying  to  listen  to  the  speeches  of  noble 
Lords.  While  we  are  charged  with 
delaying  the  measure  in  the  House  of 
Oommons  by  debate,  we  cannot  with 
equal  justice  be  censured  for  allowing 
the  Bill  to  get  through  a  stage  in  this 
House.  Either  one  imputation  must  be 
withdrawn  or  the  other  cannot  be  sus- 
tained. I  wish  to  say  a  word  as  to 
the  reasons  which  influenced  me  in 
thinking  that  the  course  we  pursued  in 
making  one  single  protest  against  the 
Bill  was,  on  the  whole,  better  than  pro- 
longing the  debate.  First,  the  argu- 
ments regarding  this  measure  were 
exhausted  in  the  Lower  House.  Next, 
we  are  well  aware  that  we  occupy  a  very 
humble  position  as  a  minority,  numeri- 
cally speaking,  in  this  House.  We  are 
not  a  minonty  at  all  numerically  in  the 
sense  in  which  there  are  me^orities  and 
minorities  elsewhere ;  we  are  rather 
rari  nanUt  in  gurgiU  vatto.  I  suppose 
this  House  has  some  550  Members.  If 
the  noble  Marquess  continues  in  power, 
he  will  permit  me  to  say  I  think  that 
the  House  is  more  likely  to  increase  than 
to  decrease.  But  do  you  think  we  could 
have  brongbt  more  than  50  Peers  to  vote 
with  us  on  this  question?     In  these 


circumstances  it  was  quite  clear  that 
it  was  not  wise  to  carry  the  debate  to 
a  Division.  But  a  varied  and  discursive 
debate  ranging  over  the  topics  selected 
by  tho  noble  Uuke  and  the  noble  Earl 
and  not  ending  in  a  Division  would  to 
my  mind  have  been  a  barren  and  un- 
profitable performance.  To  go  a  step 
further,  I  do  not  think  it  would  have 
added  to  the  credit  of  this  House.  As 
to  our  own  credit,  we  are  able  to  look 
after  that  ourselves,  in  spite  of  the 
insinuations  of  the  noble  Earl  who  haa 
just  sat  down;  and  I  may  claim  to 
speak  solemnly  and  emphatically  on 
behalf  of  the  credit  of  the  House,  be- 
cause the  Motion  I  made  the  year  before 
last  shows  that  I  am  not  less  attached 
to  it  than  anyone  else.  Although  at  th% 
last  £Uection  we  were  defeated,  and  hand- 
somely defeated,  we  were  followed  by 
1,344,444  voters  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  and  although  we  were  de- 
featedby8ome76,000vDtes,Bti]l,coneider- 
ing  tho  largeness  of  the  number  arrayed 
on  the  other  side,  the  defeat  cannot  be 
considered  to  have  been  a  very  decisive 
one.  I  think  it  would  have  had  a  moat 
lamentable  effect,  as  showing  the  rela- 
tions that  this  House  occupies  towards 
the  grest  masses  of  the  people,  if  we 
had  had  a  Division  which  showed  that 
on  this  great  question  of  conciliation  or 
ooercioa  in  Ireland  the  House  was  not 
only  not  nearly  equally  divided,  but  that 
there  was  a  majority  of  10  to  1  in  favour 
of  coercion.  Believing,  as  we  did,  that 
for  the  credit  of  this  House  it  was  better 
not  to  have  a  Division,  your  Iiordships 
will  not  blame  us  if  we  thought  it  was 
better  not  to  prolong  discussion ;  and  I 
confess  I  think  our  resolution  has  been 
amply  justified  by  the  nature  of  tha 
speeches  we  have  listened  to.  When  I 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
I  thought  I  was  living  in  some  delight- 
ful dreamland ;  that  instead  of  sitting 
upon  a  Bench  on  which  there  happen  to 
be  some  £ve  noble  Lords  at  this  moment, 
and  that  instead  of  sitting  in  this  posi- 
tion of  dignified  isolation,  we  were  ut- 
ting  on  the  Benches  opposite,  surrounded 
by  a  crowded  and  enthusiastic  majority, 
only  anxious  to  carry  into  effect  the 
policy  we  were  about  to  enunciate.  I 
was  under  that  delusion  until  I  was 
rudely  awakened  from  it  by  looking 
around  and  listening  to  the  animated 
inquiries  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Korthbrook)  as  to  what  our  policy  was 
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to  be,  as  to  what  aur  Irish  Parliament 
waa  to  be,  and  whether  we  were  going 
to  except  Ulster.  The  noblo  Earl  might 
as  well  have  asked  the  state  of  our 
bankers'  accounts,  or  anj  other  matter 
which  remotely  and  individually  con- 
cerns oarselves.  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  it  is  any  part  of  the  function  of  an 
Opposition  in  a  small  minority  in  the 
House  to  suggest  an  alternative  policy 
to  overy  measure  that  may  be  brought 
before  this  House.  This  is  a  doctrina 
that  is  as  new  Ks  it  is  alarming  ;  but  if 
that  doctrine  is  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
I  venture  to  say  that  it  applies  with 
much  greater  force  to  the  noble  Earl 
and  the  noble  Duke  themselves,  because 
they  represent  a  much  larger  eection  of 
the  House  than  we  do.  They  are  what 
are  called  by  their  own  complimentary 
osproesion  Unionist  Peers ;  they  are  far 
more  numerous  than  those  who  are 
called  the  Home  Rule  section  of  the 
Party.  Therefore,  if  any  Question  is  to 
be  addressed  to  any  section  of  this 
House  on  a  question  of  policy  it  is  not 
to  the  section  which  site  on  this  Bench 
that  it  ought  to  be  put ;  it  ought  to  be 
put  to  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble 
buke.  I  cannot  speak  with  the  agita- 
tion and  the  fine  frenzy  of  the  noble 
Earl.  I  can  speak  in  moderate  and 
hushed  aocenls  with  regard  to  the  reply 
I  propose  to  make  to  these  four  Ques- 
tions put  by  the  noble  Earl,  which  he 
hopes  will  be  answered  before  the  debate 
closes.  I  can  assare  him,  with  all  sub- 
mission, humility,  and  kindness,  that  I 
propose  to  make  no  reply  at  all.  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  it  is  the  function  of  an 
Opposition,  when  a  measure  is  brought 
before  this  House  dealing  with  the  re- 
pression of  crime  in  Ireland,  to  explain 
every  speech  that  has  been  made,  either 
by  themselves  or  by  their  Leader,  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  and  in  every 
part  of  the  country.  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  it  is  the  function  of  the  Upposition, 
which  has  not  been  more  than  1 1 
months  out  of  OfBoe,  and  whose  policy 
when  in  Office,  as  the  noble  Earl  said^ 
was  perfectly  well  known  to  him,  to  go 
on  repeating  it  at  every  intelligible  and 
unintelligible  opportunity.  At  any  rote, 
it  will  not  be  our  function  on  this  occa- 
sion. I  will  say  in  genersl  terms  what 
is  the  general  nature  of  our  policy.  It 
will  not  take  long  I  have  said  it  often 
before.  There  is  one  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  which  was  not  in  the 
jfa«  £itrl  of  Uotthery 


nature  of  an  inquiry,  and  in  which  he 
showed  a  want  of  information  so  melan- 
oholy  and  so  estraordinary  that  I  must 
call  attention  to  it.  The  noble  Earl 
pointed  to  US  as  something  so  nnpa- 
triotio,  BO  indescribable,  that  he  did  not 
venture  to  use  the  epithet  upon  his  lips, 
because  we  oppose  Uie  proposals  of  tlie 
Government  which  they  think  neoessary 
for  securing  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
He  said  that  no  Qovernment,  when  pro- 

f losing  measures  for  the  preservation  of 
ife  and  property,  hod  ever  been  seriously 
opposed  for  many  years. 

TheEablofNOBTHBBOOK:  Since 
1846. 

The  Eabl  on  B03EBEET:  The 
noble  Earl  named  no  such  date,  and  I 
decline  to  accept  the  correction.  When 
we  were  in  Opposition  I  admit  that  we 
fought  the  six  Acts  of  Lord  Sidmouth 
with  all  the  resolution  in  our  power ;  we 
fought  them,  although  we  did  not  pro- 
fess to  hare  any  alternative  policy.  In 
1846,  when  the  noble  Earl  was  bom, 
though  I  was  not,  there  was  an  unholy 
alliance;  I  call  it  unholy,  although  the 
fathers  of  our  Party  entered  into  it,  and 
the  fatliers  of  the  Party  opposite  joined 
in  it,  and  denied  the  late  Sir  Kobert 
Peel  the  measures  that  he  thought  necea- 
saty  for  the  security  of  life  and  property 
in  Ireland.  Well,  I  say  there  are  pre- 
cedents which  the  noble  Earl  mi^ht  have 
had  in  his  mind  before  aocusing  the 
Oullesgues  with  whom  he  acted  less  than 
two  years  ego  of  conduct  unbefitting 
public  men  in  this  House.  The  noble 
Earl  has  made  a  quotation  from  a  speech 
recently  delivered,  in  which  I  was  made 
to  say  that  I  had  no  idea  what  was  tha 
proper  remedy  to  apply  to  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty. "We  have  recently  had  some  ex- 
perience in  this  House  which  shows 
that  it  is  not  always  possible  to  report 
with  accuracy.  Obviously  I  did  not 
say  anything  so  fiagrantly  absurd  as 
that  I  had  no  idea  what  was  the 
proper  remedy  for  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty. Dut  to  make  quite  snre,  I  went 
to  anhon.  Uembcrof  the  Houseof  Oom- 
mons who  was  present  at  the  banquet  in 
question,  and  who  does  not  belong  to  our 
section  of  the  Party,  and  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman entirely  corroborates  the  inac- 
curacy of  the  report.  What  I  did  say 
was  this — "Supposing,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  I  had  not  a  proper 
remedy  for  Ireland;  supposing,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  that  out  remedy 
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was  not  a  correct  ooe."  And  then 
I  wont  on  to  UBC  the  words  quoted 
by  the  noble  Earl.  I  cannot  be  held 
responsible  for  ever;  report  of  what 
I  am  made  to  say.  The  noble  Earl 
entered  into  a  protest  as  regards  our 
action  as  being  ready  to  re-enact  certain 
portions  of  the  Coercion  Bill  which  was 
in  force  in  1885.  The  noble  Earl  said 
that  so  far  from  doing  it  we  proceeded 
in  1886  to  produce  those  ioiquitous  mea- 
sures whi(ji  are  only  too  well  known  to 
your  Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  foists 
that  there  were  two  very  distinct  epochs 
between  our  disappearance  as  a  Govern- 
ment in  1885  and  our  re- appearance  asa 
Government  in  1886.  There  was,  in  the 
first  place,  the  General  Election,  which 
brought  back  to  the  House  of  Commons 
an  enormous  preponderance  of  Irish 
Members  elected  by  a  free  popular  fran- 
chise for  the  first  time,  and  pledged  to 
what,  in  our  opinion,  were  moderate  pro- 
posals in  regard  to  Home  Bute.  It  has 
been  said  in  the  course  of  this  disouasion 
that  we  were  well  aware  what  the  result 
of  those  Elections  would  be,  and  that 
therefore  we  ought  to  have  discounted 
it.  I  only  speak  for  myself,  and  I  freely 
admit  that  I  did  anticipate  the  result  of 
those  Elections  as  regards  the  number 
of  Members  to  be  returned ;  but  I  did 
not  anticipate  what  I  consider  the  mode- 
ration of  tbe  demands  which  were  made 
by  the  Irish  Party.  Did  the  noble 
I^rl  anticipate  that  the  Irish  Party 
would  come  back  some  36  or  90  strong, 

Separed  to  demand  a  measure  of  Home 
ale  ?  Did  he,  or  did  he  not  F  If  he 
did  not,  he  very  inaccurately  measured 
the  extent  of  tbe  Bill  introduced  by  the 
Government  in  which  he  was  a  Cabinet 
Minister  to  extend  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land. If  he  did  anticipate  that,  whet 
is  the  irresistible  conclusion  we  must 
draw  but  that  the  noble  Earl  with  that 
foreknowledge  deliberately  extended  to 
Ireland  a  great  national  franchise  with 
a  full  and  steady  determination  to  re- 
fuse the  main  proposition  which  would 
be  brought  back  by  the  Members  elected 
under  that  franchise.  I  did  not  so  un- 
derstand the  Franchise  Bill.  I  have  not 
understood  that  it  is  the  function  of 
Members  of  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment to  bring  in  a  measure  to  enfran- 
chise people  with  a  fixed  intention  to 
refuse  the  only  demand  of  those  people 
when  they  oome  bask  to  Parliament. 
Why  did  the  noble  Earl  reserve  all  his 


anger  for  those  who  Bat  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House  f  The  noble  Earl  reminds 
me  of  the  couplet — though  I  am  not 
sure  of  the  woius — 
"  Bat  of  sU  plagues,  good  HesvoQ,  thy  wrath 

can  send. 
Save,   save,    oh   save  me  from  the  candid 

friend ! " 

When  the  Conservative  Qovemment  was 
formed  in  1865,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon),  one  of  the  late  Viceroys, 
had  devolved  upon  him  the  task  of  sus- 
taining the  policy  of  that  Government 
in  Ireland.  The  Government  was  one 
formed  by  the  Party  of  authority,  the 
Party  of  law  and  order,  who  had  come 
in  to  put  down  the  license  that  had 
grown  up  under  tbe  previous  Adminis- 
tration. They  oeuld  not  have  known 
the  information  with  regard  to  Ireland 
which  the  late  Government  possessed. 
Yet,  almost  without  hesitation,  they  got 
up  and  deliberately  said  that,  in  their 
opinion,  the  time  for  coercion  had  passed 
away  in  Ireland.  Last  night  the  noble 
Earl  gave  the  new  and  the  true  reasons 
why  they  did  not  propose  to  renew  the 
Coercion  Act — reasons  for  which  they 
might  read  the  memorable  statement  of 
the  6tb  July  in  vain.  The  Government 
then  was  substantially  the  same  as  now, 
though  the  noble  Earl,  by  some  unac- 
countable oversight,  was  omitted  &om 
it.  What  did  the  noble  Earl  say  about 
coercion  ?  Speaking  then,  no  doubt  for 
the  Government,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  he  said  special  legislation  of 
this  sort  was  inexpedient,  and  was  still 
more  inexpedient  when  it  had  to  be  re- 
newed at  short  intervals.  But  the  noble 
Earl  went  on  to  make  a  remark  which 
told  against  his  own  argument.  He 
quoted  Cavour's  saying  that  it  was  easy 
to  govern  in  a  state  of  siege ;  and  said 
that,  while  it  might  be  easy  to  govern  in 
a  state  of  siege  for  a  time,  the  attempt 
to  govern  under  it  permanently  was,  he 
believed,  impossible.  Yet  this  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  They  were 
now  bringing  in  a  permanent  measure 
of  coeroion  for  the  Irish  people.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Garnarvon)  fur- 
ther said  if  this  legislation  was  to  be 
permanent,  it  ought  to  be  universally 
and  generally  applied.  I  looked  in  vain 
through  the  present  Bill  for  any  provi* 
aion  making  its  application  universal.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  the  conduct  of  the 
late  Government  in  doing  away  with  a 
coercive  policy  requires  explanation,  tho 
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policy  of  the  present  Goveroment  is  one 
vhicb  no  lese  requires  eomething  in  the 
character  of  apology.  When  the  policy 
of  repreBsion  was  deliberately,  and  in 
so  eloquent,  grave,  and  impreasive  a 
manner  abandoned  for  ever,  because  we 
could  not  take  up  theao  things  and  drop 
them 

The  Earl  of  CAENAHVON  :  My 
remarks  hardly  bear  out  the  interpreta- 
tion the  noble  Earl  puts  upon  them.  I 
nerer  stated,  as  far  as  I  can  remember, 
that  coercion  was  to  be  for  ever  aban- 
doned. I  distinctly  said  that  we  were 
malring  a  great  experiment,  that  I 
looked  to  trust  eagenderiog  trust  on  the 
part  of  the  English  Qovernmentin  their 
relations  with  the  Irish  people,  and  I 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  experiment 
which  we  were  trying  would  prove  suc- 
cessful. 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBBBY  :  The 
noble  Earl  said  it  was  only  to  be  an 
essay  in  experimental  legislation.  When 
I  made  the  remark  that  coercion  was  to 
be  abandoned  for  ever,  that  was  my  in- 
terpretation of  the  noble  Earl's  lan- 
gusge.  But  let  me  tell  noble  Lords  that 
experimental  legislation  in  matters  of 
this  kind  ia  an  exceedingly  dangerous 
thing,  and  that  noble  Lords,  however 
great  their  ability  may  be,  ha?e  no  right 
to  come  into  a  Government  without  any 
special  knowledge  of  the  subject  and 
to  drop  those  measures  which  a  previous 
Government  has  considered  necessary 
for  the  public  welfare.  We  know  per- 
fectly well,  however,  that  this  was  an 
experiment  which  had  been  resolved 
on  long  before.  There  is  a  speeoh  made 
by  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill,  in  which 
he  intimates  that  the  Leaders  of  his 
Party  had  held  a  meeting,  and  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  waa  then  expe- 
dient not  to  renew  the  Coercion  Act  if 
they  were  returned  to  power. 

The  PEIMB  MINISTER  amd  8E- 
ORETAEY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIES{Th6MarqueBBof8ALi8BTOY): 
What  I  stated  was  that  they  would  not 
renew  the  Coercion  Act  unless  informa- 
tion in  the  official  possession  of  the  Go- 
vernment should  render  a  different  de- 
cision necessary. 

The  Eahl  of  B08EBEET :  I  quite 
accept  the  interpretation  of  the  noble 
Marquees.  Immediately  after  that  a  very 
close  alliance  was  entered  into  between 
the  Party  under  the  guidance  of  Mr. 
Pamell  and  the  Party  of  the  noble  Mar- 
2it  Ji'art  of  Bettberg 


quess—  it  was  so  elose  that  it  extended 
to  duty  on  beer — and  that  alliance  led 
to  the  downfall  of  the  Liberal  Adminis- 
tration. Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  to  re- 
turn again  to  a  point  I  have  referred  to 
before.  This  dropping  of  exceptional 
legislation  for  Ireland  made  it  practi- 
cally impossible  for  any  Liberal  Govern- 
ment to  renew  that  legislation  except 
under  very  exceptional  circumstauces. 
The  Coercion  Act  of  1882  was  one  of 
exceptional  severity,  and  I  would  point 
out  that  any  comparison  between  that 
Act  and  this  Bill  of  IS77  must  be 
fallacious,  because  you  have  no  such 
ground  to  form  aa  Act  upon  as  we 
had  in  1882.  No  Government  could 
have  existed  in  the  circumstances  of 
1882  that  did  not  produce  a  strong  Co- 
ercion Act.  Your  Lordships  wilt  recollect 
the  oircumatancee  of  that  year.  The 
whole  at  the  Executive  Government, 
with  the  exception  of  my  noble  Friend 
near  me  (Earl  Spencer),  were  struck 
down  by  the  hand  of  the  assassin  is 
open  daylight.  Was  it  possible,  I  ask, 
at  that  time,  when  the  principle  of 
coercion  had  never  been  relinquished 
by  either  Party,  to  resist  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Coercion  Bill  ?  We  are  asked 
what  our  policy  was  after  the  relinquish- 
ment of  coercion  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site. Our  policy  was  than  perfectly 
well-known;  and  the  noble  Earl  who 
spoke  before  me  has  shown  by  his 
speech  that  he  knew  quite  as  much  of 
our  policy  as  we  did  ourselves.  We 
are  asked  what  is  our  policy  now.  Our 
policy  is  contained  in  the  word  "con- 
ciliation" as  opposed  to  "coercion." 
We  wish  to  make  the  law  respected  in 
Ireland  ;  you  wilt  not  make  it  respected. 
You  have  tried  for  centuries  to  make 
coercive  legislation  proceeding  from 
London  effective  in  Ireland,  but  you 
have  always  totally  failed.  Do  not  let 
noble  Lords  opposite  suppose  that  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  is  countenanced — so 
far  as  I  know — by  every  noblo  Lord 
who  agrees  with  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  or  that  we  share  iu  any  of  the 
extreme  views  that  have  been  patronized 
by  some  extreme  personages,  any  more 
than  we  think  the  responsibility  which 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
was  good  enough  to  put  upon  them  last 
night  for  Mr.  O'Brien's  visit  to  Canada. 
There  is  nothing  too  bad,  I  suppose,  for 
our  dear  Friends  to  say  of  us.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  visit  of  Mr.  O'Brien  to 
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Caaada,  aadertaken,  I  have  no  doubt, 
in  a  conscientious  epirit  on  his  onn  part, 
was  even  approved  of  by  the  Chief  of 
bis  ovn  Party.  It  was  certainly,  not 
approved  of  by  the  Chiefs  of  our  Party — 
tbey  had  no  more  to  do  witb  it  than  the 
noble  Duke  or  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Oamarron) — and  I  say  it  is  un- 
generous and  unfair  that  these  charges 
should  be  brought  in  tbis  House  by  any 
noble  Lord  or  Duke,  hoirever  friendly 
tbey  may  be  to  ns,  when  they  must 
know  that  tbey  bare  absolutely  nothing 
by  which  to  sabatantiate  tbem.  We 
hare  heard  enough  of  these  charges. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  other  day  said 
a  Party  which  we  could  not  mistake  to 
be  our  own  is  allied  witb  every  force 
that  is  opp9sed  to  social  order  in  Ireland. 
We  Aq  not  mind  when  charges  of  that 
kind  are  made  by  irresponsible  poli- 
ticians, so  much  as  when  they  are 
brought  by  persons  holding  high  Office. 
We  ask,  who  is  going  to  substantiate 
them  ?  What  proof  have  they  got  ?  If 
they  could  not  bring  any  proof  of  the 
most  weighty  and  close  character,  they 
are  absolutely  without  justification  in 
making  these  charges.  I  repeat,  my 
Lords,  that  our  policy  would  be  to  make 
the  law  respected,  because  we  should 
make  the  law  congenial  to  the  Irish 
people.  [^Laughltr."]  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  nobleLordsoppositelaugh,  for 
no  one  can  be  better  aware  than  they  are 
that  their  policy  is  wholly  uncongenial 
to  the  Irisn  people.  Now,  my  Lords, 
the  noble  Duke  behind  me  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  compared  the  Act  of  1 86 1  to  a 
sow's  ear.  At  the  very  moment  that  he 
was  making  that  happy  comparison,  Ifr. 
Pamell — who,  whatever  lus  demerits 
may  be,  baa,  at  least,  tbe  attribute  of 
representing  tbe  views  of  the  Irish 
people— was  speaking  in  the  other 
House,  and  be  was  able  to  give  a  little 
illustration  of  the  difference  of  the  policy 
of  tbe  sow's  ear  and  the  policy  of  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite. 
Mr.  Pamell  stated  that  it  was  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  and  not  the  Coercion  Acts 
of  1880   and    1882,  which    broke    the 

Sower  of  the  Land  League;  and  that 
ut  for  that  Act  tbe  Irish  Party  would 
bare  been  able,  even  from  their  prisons, 
to  have  pushed  that  movement  to  the 
extreme.  My  Lords,  never  were  more 
ImpreBsive  words  heard  on  this  question 
than  those  used  by  Mr.  Pamell  when 
speaking  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  I  com- 


mend them  to  the  attention  of  noble 
Lords.  They  contained  the  gist  of  our 
policy  in  this  matter — namely,  to  remedy 
Irish  grievances,  to  conciliate  the  Irish 
people,  to  attempt  a  policy  which  has 
often  succeeded,  and  to  forbear  for  ever 
from  a  policy  which  has  invariably 
failed. 

Lord  BRABOUBNE  said,  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  take  part  in  that  debate 
but  for  some  of  the  remarks  which  bad 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House  (tbe  Earl  of  Bose- 
bery),  and  who  had  endeavoured  to 
escape  from  the  real  issues  before  their 
Lordships.  What  was  the  fact?  The 
measure  before  the  House  bad  been 
denounced  in  no  measured  language 
throughout  the  country  by  the  Colleagues 
of  tbe  noble  Earl.  Within  the  past 
week  it  had  been  described  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  as  a  "wanton,  insidious, 
miserable,  and  dishonouring  Bill."  Re- 
cently also,  at  a  meeting  of  the  N^ational 
Reform  Union  at  which  Mr.  John  Morley 
was  present,  this  Bill  was  described  as 
"  a  criminal  violation  of  the  ciril  rights 
of  the  Irish  people,"  whilst  the  same 
Resolution,  in  languagewhich  must  have 
been  intended  to  be  sarcastic,  con- 
demned the  "violent  interference  with 
the  freedom  of  Parliamentary  debate," 
by  which  the  Government  and  its  Sup- 
porters had  endeavoured  to  prevent  the 
"  Intimate  discussion  of  the  details  of 
the  measure."  And  yet,  in  the  face  of 
all  this  language,  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  had  allowed  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time  witfaont  a  Division, 
and  the  noble  Earl  could  only  allege 
the  miserable  excuse  that  they  would 
not  have  been  able  to  bring  SO  Sup- 
porters into  the  Lobb;^.  He  (Lord  Bra- 
boaroe)  should  have  imagined  that  any 
men  who  felt  so  strongly  against  a  mea- 
sure would  have  longed  to  record  their 
votes  as  a  protest,  instead  of  running 
away.  Such  was  not  the  method  by 
which  the  Liberal  Party  had  been  built 
up,  or  by  which  any  great  principles 
had  been  maintained.  It  was  evident 
that  noble  Lords  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  were  either  not  prepared  to 
endorse  the  language  of  their  Leader, 
or  were  afraid  to  show  the  weskness  of 
their  cause  by  challenging  a  Division. 
The  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  repeated  in  the  House  what  he  said 
in  the  country  with  regard  to  the  alter- 
native policies  of  conciliation  and  ooer* 
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oion ;  and  he  (Lord  Brabouroe)  thought 
it  vas  time  to  proteet,  loudly  and 
earnestly,  against  the  misdescription 
whichthenobleEarlhad  given  both  inthe 
House  and  in  the  country  of  the  policy 
of  the  noble  Uarqiiese  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury).  The  noble  Earl  and  his 
Friends  wished  to  conciliate  Moon- 
lighters ;  while  the  Oonservativo  Party 
were  determined  to  coerce  Moonlighters, 
and  to  conciliate  honest  people  in  Ire- 
land. The  noble  Earl  had  declared  that 
the  policy  of  the  OoTemment  was  un- 
congenial, whilst  thatjof  Mr.  Qladetone 
was  congenial  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
What  did  these  vague  phrases  really 
mean?  What  law  was  it  which  was 
uncongenial  to  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 
Was  it  the  law  whioli  prevented  Mooa- 
lighters  from  pursuing  t.h^i''  midnight 
outrages?  Was  it  the  law  which  ought  to 
protect  poor  girls  from  having  their  hair 
cut  off  and  tar  poured  upon  their  heads  ? 
Was  it  the  law  which  enabled  honest 
people  in  Ireland  to  buy  and  sell  and 
pursue  their  ordinary  avocations  without 
molestation  ?  There  was  one  thing  they 
could  not  lose  sight  of — and  it  could  not 
be  denied  even  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site—namely, that  there  had  existed  for 
years  past  in  Ireland  a  power  which  had 
defied  tlie  Queen's  authority,  and  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
he  was  glad  to  say  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  were  determined  to 
obey  the  will  of  the  British  people  and 
to  viudicate  the  Queen's  authority.  The 
noble  Eorl  talked  about  statistics ;  but 
everyone  knew  that  the  great  majority 
of  cases  of  crime  were  not  stated  in 
police  records,  and  did  not  even  appear 
IB  the  newspapers,  although  there  wao 
not  a  noble  Lord  who  had  friends  or 
relations  in  Ireland  who  did  not  know 
the  terrible  state  in  which  the  country 
was.  The  terrible  state  of  that  country 
was  notorious  to  everyone.  Reference 
had  been  made  to  the  Act  of  ISHI  and 
to  Mr.  Fametl's  statement,  that  we  did 
not  know  what  that  Act  had  saved  us 
from.  It  was  an  Act  which  violated 
every  principle  of  political  economy  and 
militated  against  all  the  old  doctrines 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  it  taught  the 
agitators  in  Ireland  to  know  that  there 
were  British  statesmen  who  would  yield 
to  agitation  that  which  their  calm 
judgment  would  condemn.  As  for  Bills 
to  amend  the  Oriminal  Law,  it  was  not 
necessary  to  compare  this  Act  with  that 
Zwi  Srabourne 


920 

of  18S2,  because  what  they  had  to  look 
to  was  the  present  state  of  Ireland. 
Noble  Lords  opposite  declared  their 
policy  with  regard  to  Ireland  to  bo  that 
of  conciliation  against  coercion ;  but, 
instead  of  dealing  iu  vague  and  am- 
biguous phrases,  it  was  necessary  to 
grapple  with  realities,  and  with  tho  hard 
facts  and  actual  ezigencies  of  the  case. 
He  did  not  believe  tbat  there  had  ever 
been  a  case  in 'which  such  great  histori- 
cal inaccuracies  had  been  put  forward 
as  in  regard  to  this  Irish  Question. 
There  were  several  elections  pending  at 
that  moment,  and  he  (Lord  Braboume) 
trusted  that  the  electors  would  under- 
stand that  this  was  no  question  between 
conciliation  and  coercion,  but  one  be- 
tween the  upholders  of  law  and  order 
and  their  opponents.  On  that  side  of 
the  House  there  was  no  Ill-will  to  Ire- 
land, very  much  the  contrary ;  but  there 
was  a  steady  determination  that  the  real 
issue  should  be  placed  before  the  coun- 
try, that  the  Queen's  authority  should 
be  maintained  in  all  parts  of  her  Domi- 
nions, and  that  they  should  have  one 
united  Parliamentfor one  united  people. 
Loud  BENMAN:  The  noble  Earl 
who  spoke  last  bat  one  (the  Earl  of 
Rosebery)  left  out  the  first  word  of  his 
quotation — 

In  gu^to  vasto." 
His  friends  were  not  apparent,  and  hie 
noble  Fnend  and  relative  (Viscount 
Oienbridge)  ought  to  have  spoken, 
and  then  he  would  have  kept  a  House 
till  some  Peers  returned  from  dinner, 
and  there  might  have  been  a  long 
debate,  but  it  was  better  as  it  is.  Tho 
noble  Earl  has  alluded  to  184K,  when 
the  Protection  for  Life  and  Property 
(Ireland]  Bill  was  thrown  out,  after 
passing  the  House  of  Lords — where  his 
(Lord  Denman's)  lamented  father  tried 
to  modify  it— by  what  the  noble  Earl 
called  an  "  unholy  alliance."  The  first 
Lord  Denman  disapproved  of  this  step. 
Lord  John  Russell  and  Mr.  Cobdon  and 
the  Conserratires  combined  to  turn  out 
Sir  Robert  Peel  on  tho  Whig's  own 
measure;  but,  in  fact,  the  Conservatives 
wore  not  in  fault.  Indeed,  a  contest  ss 
to  Fair  Trade  has  been  carried  on  ever 
since,  and  a  writer  for  the  Cobden  Olub 
has  styled  it  the  Demon  Fair  Trade: 
but  how  can  that  which  is  fair  be 
devilish  ?  I  dislike  the  provision  as  to 
examinations   before    magistrates,   and 
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wish  to  see  pare  eviiJence,  not  like 
that  admitted  against  the  dynamiters, 
who,  in  the  words  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell),  while 
excrulpating  themselres,  criminated  their 
fellow  prisoners.  I  hope  the  Bill  ma; 
soon  be  repealed,  as  repeal  ia  an  easy 
matter.  And  in  1713,  about  the  Halt 
Tax,  leave  was  nearly  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  in  their  Lordships'  House  to  re- 

rial  the  Union  with  Scotland.  In  1849 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Frederick 
Hobart,  father  of  the  present  Earl  of 
Buokinghamshiie,  from  Curraghmore, 
stating  that  from  the  sudden  Call  in  the 

Erice  of  grain  the  farmers  "  were  almost 
roke."    I  am  glad  that  the  Opposition 
has  given  a  ooofcet— (juorf  guielui  eai)— 
to  this  Bill,  instead  of  a  h«n»  dUctuit, 
and  applauding  it,  aa  it  is  made  needful 
by  the  precedents  of  former  years.     I 
am  sure  it  was  bronght  in  in  a  spirit  of 
kindness,  and  will  attend  whenever  it  is 
again  brought  forward,  and  I  hope  that 
instead  of  Ireland  being  a  land  of  ire, 
it  will  be  a  land  of  joy. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
House  in  Committee  aooordingly. 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Ezteudoii  of  summary  juris- 
diction). 

LoKD  HEBSOHELL  said,  that  the 
clause  and  one  other  were,  in  his  view, 
the  most  important  in  the  Bill.  They 
differed  in  many  respects  from  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Act  of  iaB2.  He  yielded 
to  no  man  in  his  desire  to  see  law  and 
order  maintained  in  Ireland,  or  in  his 
horror  of  intimidation  and  threats ;  but 
if  it  were  essential  that  there  ehould  be 
legislation  upon  the  subject,  the  nature 
of  that  legislation  ought  to  be  carefully 
scrutinized  before  it  was  entered  upon. 
While  there  miffht  be  evils  which  it 
might  be  deeirable  to  remove,  they  must 
be  careful  that  in  attempting  to  deal 
with  one  evil  they  did  not  give  rise  to 
others  of  a  worse  character,  and  be  did 
not  believe  they  could  give  away  any  of 
their  safeguards  without  risk.  Under 
the  clause  they  rendered  oersona  charged 
with  crime  in  Ireland  liaole  to  a  form  of 
treatment  such  as  persons  in  this  conn- 
try  were  not  nubjeeted  to.  Now,  he 
contended  that  they  should  do  their  best 
to  subject  Ireland  to  nothlog  to  which 
we  did  not  subject  the  people  of  the  rest 
of  the  United   Kingdom.      Why,  the 


noble  and  learned  Lord  had  said  that  no 
one  but  the  guilty  need  fear  this  Bill ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  that  was 
not  to  be  a  mere  temporary  measure 
enacted  to  meet  a  temporary  purpose ; 
but  was  a  Bill  which  it  was  intended 
should  form  part  of  the  permanent  Cri- 
minal Law  of  Ireland.  One  of  theabjecta 
of  the  Bill  was  todeprive  persons  charged 
underitof  the  right  of  trial  by  jury.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  would  be  said 
by  the  people  of  this  country  if  sueh  an 
attempt  were  to  be  made  to  deprive  them 
permanently  of  their  right  to  trial  by 
jury.  Itwould  be  impossible  to  effect  such 
a  change  in  the  law  as  that,  because  the 
people  of  this  country  would  not  endure 
it.  Was  it  a  beneficial  amendment  of 
the  Criminal  Law  of  Ireland  to  enact  that 
orimioal  cases  should  be  tried  summarily 
before  a  bench  of  magistrates,  instead  of 
before  a  jury?  He  was  aware  that  it 
might  be  urged  that  we  could  amend 
our  law  relating  to  summary  jurisdic- 
tion ;  but  when  once  this  Act  was  passed 
there  would  be  great  indisposition  to 
revert  to  the  matter  again.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  viewed  with  apprehension 
the  establishment  in  Ireland  of  a  per- 
manent system  of  summary  jurisdiction. 
What  was  the  nature  of  the  tribunal  to 
which  they  were  about  to  leave  for  deter- 
mination  some  of  the  most  difBcult  and 
most  delicate  questions  of  law  ?  No- 
thing could  be  worse  than  the  judicial 
tribunal  which  was  created,  and  which 
would  be  coDtroUed  by  the  Executive. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  bound  to  be  eatisfied  of  the 
legal  knowledge  of  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates, who  were  to  carry  out  its  provi- 
sions; but  these  magistrates  were  gene- 
rally half-pay  officers  and  persons  who, 
if  they  had  any  at  all,  had  only  a  very 
small  proportion  of  legal  training.  It 
was  difficult  enough  for  the  noble  and 
learned  Lords  in  that  House  to  say  what 
was  a  criminal  conspiracy  for  the  pur- 

Sose  of  persuading  certain  people  not  to 
o  certain  acts ;  but  what  would  be  the 
case  when  half-pay  officers  bad  to  decide 
such  points  ?  He  had  heard  this  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  a  high  authority  that 
if  one  man  combined  with  another 
not  to  deal  with  a  person,  and  if  he 
did  that  to  injure  that  person  it  would 
be  unlawful ;  but  if  he  did  it  to 
better  himself  it  would  not  be  unlawful. 
These  were  nice  and  fine  diatinotions  to 
be  left  to  such  a  tribunal  as  the  BiU 
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{iTOposed  to  create ;  end  i£  they  were  so 
eft,  injnatioe  was  likely  to  be  doae.  He 
thought  that  when  introducing  a  per- 
maneut  measure  they  should  have  taEen 
steps  to  amend  the  law  of  summary  juris- 
diction generally,  and  even  though  the 
Oavernment  might  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  trial  hy  jury  had  failed 
in  Ireland,  still  they  had  chosen  a  sub- 
atitute  therefore  which  was  not  the  best. 
The  clause,  in  fact,  was  very  objection- 
able. His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
alluded  to  something  said  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone about  Boycotting.  He  (Lord  Her- 
Bchell)  did  not  think  Mr.  Qladstone  ever 
said  a  single  word  inconBistent  with  the 
language  alluded  to.  Esclusire  dealing 
was  quite  different  from  Boycotting, 
and  it  was  only  weakening  the  force  of 
the  objections  to  threats,  intimidation, 
and  compulsion  when  they  confounded 
such  things  with  inducements  to  exclu- 
sive dealing.  There  was,  no  doubt,  in 
Ireland  a  vast  amount  of  Boycotting, 
which  did  not  depend  on  combina- 
tion at  all,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  (the  Marquees  of  Salisbury) 
had  stated  how  impossible  it  was 
to  deal  with  it.  For  his  own  part, 
be  thought  Boycotting  extremely  mean 
and  cruel,  and  he  objected  to  such  action 
wherever  it  was  used.  But  ho  found 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  Boycot- 
ting in  this  country  in  connection  with 
electioneering,  and  he  was  horrified  to 
find  that  some  to  whom  he  had  spoken 
on  the  subject  did  not  take  the  same 
view  as  himself.  Considering  the  class 
antagonism  in  Ireland,  the  untrained 
character  of  the  Beeident  Magistrates, 
and  the  intricate,  difficult,  and  delicate 
qnestions  submitted  to  them  for  the  first 
time,  he  considered  that  there  was  a 
very  serious  risk  of  injustice  being  done. 
He  should  like  to  see  the  broadest 
and  deepest  distinction  drawn  between 
direct  intimidation  and  threats  of  com- 
pulsion and  mere  inducement,  which, 
ordinarily  speaking,  was  a  perfectly 
legitimate  weapon.  As  to  Boycotting, 
he  loved  it  no  better  in  England  than  in 
Ireland ;  and  he  had  been  astonished  to 
find  that  when,  in  the  presence  of  culti- 
vated and  highly  intelligent  people,  the 
practice  of  leaving  tradesmen  in  elec- 
tioneering times  was  condemned,  the 
very  reverse  sentiment  prevailed.  But 
common  sentiment  was  enough,  and 
that  was  a  matter  which  they  could  not 
deal  with  by  law.  But  under  the  Bill, 
lord  SerMhtH 


if  a  person  found  his  business  not  pros- 
pering, and  so  many  people  not  coming 
into  his  shop  as  before,  you  would  have 
such  charges  brought.  The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  last  night  men- 
tioned certain  cases  of  hardship.  But 
those  cases  were  punishable  by  the 
present  law,  and  the  noble  Duke  never 
stated  how  this  Bill  would  deal  with 
them ;  but  be  pointed  to  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  said  —  ''That 
is  the  kind  of  liberty  noble  Lords 
support."  For  his  own  part,  he  (Lord 
Herschell)  had  uttered  his  protest  against 
lawlessness  before,  and  he  would  not  do 
it  again.  If  any  person  said  that  he 
wished  to  see  lawlessness  and  disorder 
prevail,  he  would  leave  that  person  to 
his  own  opinion,  and  he  would  rely  upon 
the  opinions  of  those  who  were  not  so 
ready  to  think  evil.  If  the  Government 
determined  that  trial  by  jury  was  no 
longer  possible,  and  that  they  must 
substitute  something  else,  let  them  do 
so.  But  what  he  objected  to  was  that 
the  decision  in  such  matters  as  had  been 
referred  to  was  left  to  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  he  maintained  that  they  had 
chosen  a  tribunal  which  was  not  the  best 
substitute,  and  that  they  had  given  that 
tribunal  a  task  which  was  unnecessary. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  AsHBOuaNE)  said,  that  the 
proper  way  to  look  at  this  clause  was  in 
view  of  the  state  of  facts  to  be  dealt 
with.  They  had  proposed  a  tribunal, 
one  member  of  which  should  have  legal 
knowledge  such  as  would  satisfythe  Lord 
Lieutenant.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Herschell)  did  not  ques- 
tion the  state  of  facts,  and  did  not 
attempt  to  deny  that  the  present  jury 
system  was  inadequate  to  deal  with  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland ;  and  it  woe 
not  denied  that  the  wise  and  proper  way 
to  proceed  was  by  summary  jurisdiction, 
and  though  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
objected  to  that,  he  had  not  suggested  a 
substitute.  The  section  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  took  exception 
only  referred  to  persons  who  took  part 
in  criminal  conspiracies  already  punish- 
able by  law. 

LoED  H£BSCHEIiL  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  form  their  Court  of  paid 
lawyers  not  dependent  on  the  will  of 
the  Executive. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  sneeringly 
used  the  expreasion  "half-pay  offioerej" 
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but  their  LirdsUips  must  be  a^are  that 
offioera  now  had  to  leave  tlia  Army  in 
the  prime  of  life,  with  their  miada  ia  full 
vigour,  and  that,  in  addition,  thej  had 
received  a  training  in  military  law  in  the 
Army  which  would  enable  them  to  render 
valuable  assietaaco  iu  discharging  the 
duties  of  Resident  Magistrates.  They 
should  also  remember  that,  as  he  said 
before,  there  was  a  provision  ia  the  Bill 
enacting  that  one  of  these  magistrates 
must  always  have  some  legal  training. 
He  would  point  out  that  the  goveruing 
words  of  the  section  were  that  it  "  must 
be  criminal  conspiracy  now  punishable 
by  law,"andif  it  was  not  so  punishable, 
it  would  not  oome  within  the  section. 
They  had  to  deal  with  a  peculiar  state  of 
facts  and  all  the  insidious  forms  of  Boy- 
cotting, and  it  would  be  idle  to  present 
a  clause  which,  in  the  optaion  of  the 
£seoutive,  would  be  inadequate.  The 
clause  had  been  submitted  after  careful 
consideration  by  the  Executive,  and  it 
had  been  fully  criticized  ;  and  nothing 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  at  all  shook  his  (Lord  Ashbourne's) 
opinion  that  when  the  clause  was  plaoed 
under  fair  conditions,  and  in  capable 
hands,  it  would  be  of  substantial  assist- 
ance in  working  out  what  the  Govern- 
ment desired  —  the  restoration  of  law 
and  order,  and  the  putting  down  of  the 
intimidation  which  so  widely  prevailed. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  said,  that  there 
was  really  no  appsal  from  the  deci- 
sion of  the  tribunal  such  as  he  had 
described,  unless  the  punishment  ex- 
ceeded a  month's  imprisonmeot.  A 
month's  imprisonment  was  not  a  light 
matter;  and  surely  the  Government 
ought,  in  all  these  cases  under  the  Bill, 
to  give  the  fullest  opportunity  for  appeal. 
No  provision  had  been  inserted  in  the 
Bill  to  redeem  the  pledge  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  gave  on  the 
point;  because  it  wau  said  that,  ucder 
the  existing  law,  a  case  could  be  stated, 
and  that  if  a  magistrate  refused  to  state 
a  case,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  could 
be  moved  to  compel  him  to  do  so.  No 
lawyer  would  say  that  that  was  the 
same  as  giving  a  man  the  right  of 
appeal.  It  was,  in  the  highest  degree, 
a  most  objectionable  proceeding.  Ac- 
cording to  his  experience,  when  tribunals 
were  most  undoubtedly  in  the  wrong, 
they  were  most  confident  that  they  were 
in  the  right.  It  was  in  such  a  state  of 
things  that  a  Ussident  Magistrate  would 


refuse  to  state  a  case.  What,  then,  was 
a  man's  remedy  when  he  was  sentenced 
to  a  month?  They  were  supposing 
that  he  had  plenty  of  money.  He 
would  go  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  for  a  mandamut  to  compel  the 
magistrate  to  state  a  case.  How  was 
that  to  operate,  he  should  like  to  know, 
with  the  kind  of  people  who  would  be 
prosecuted  under  this  Bill?  When  the 
man  had  got  the  mandamut,  he  could  not 
be  certain  that  the  view  which  the  magis- 
trate would  take  would  be  the  right  one. 
It  was  as  likely  as  not  to  be  extremely 
incorrect,  and  when  the  case  was  obtained 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way. 
All  that  be  asked  for  was  that  there 
ehculd  be  some  right  of  appeal,  on  ques- 
tions of  law,  from  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates to  a  superior  Judge.  He  hoped 
that  it  might  not  be  too  late  for  the 
Government  even  now  to  conform  to  his 
view  of  the  matter,  and  so  avoid  even 
the  semblance  of  a  breach  of  faith.  If 
the  Government  adopted  his  suggestion, 
no  discussion,  he  was  confident,  would 
take  place  on  the  point  in  the  other 
House,  as  it  would  be  accepted  as  a 
redemption  of  the  pledge  which  the 
Government  themselves  had  given. 

Loks  ASHBOUBNE  said,  that  the 
matter  had  been  very  fully  discussed  in 
the  other  House.  What  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  asked  for  was  that  a  change 
should  be  made  in  the  summary  juris- 
diction of  Ireland,  and  that  a  peouliar 
and  special  form  of  appeal  unknown  at 
present  to  the  law  in  Ireland  should  be 
established.  According  to  the  Irieh 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Law,  the  appeal 
was  as  it  was  given  in  the  Bill,  and 
as  it  was  given  in  the  Bill  of  1882. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  proposal  was  reasonable, 
or  that  it  would  commend  itself  to  the 
judgment  of  their  Lordships.  Hethought 
that  the  right  of  appeal,  as  provided  in 
the  Bill,  was  in  all  respects  adequate  for 
dealing  with  points  of  law,  and  there  was 
no  reason  why  a  change  should  be 
made. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  said,  he  must 
still  point  out  that  the  Bill  would  deprive 
a  man  of  a  jury,  and  subject  him  to  sum- 
mary jurisdiction. 

The  MxBonzBs  of  SAUSBUBT  said, 
he  failed  to  see  that  it  was  necessary  to 
give  a  new  system  of  appeal  in  order  to 
save  a  prisoner  from  the  proper  termina- 
tion of  the  law. 
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Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  it  was 
tbe  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  who 
decided  all  qneetiona  of  law ;  and  what 
he  asked  was  that  a  prisoner  should  have 
an  appeal  to  a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Oourt 
against  magistrates  who  might  not  be 
lawyers  at  all. 

LooD  FITZQEBALD  said,  that  this 
was  one  of  the  moat  essential  clauees  in 
the  Bill.  He  contended  that  if  an  appeal 
were  g^ven  under  the  clause  in  every 
case,  howerer  small,  the  Bill  would  be 
oomparatiyely  useless,  and  would  not 
effect  the  object  of  the  GoTernment, 
which,  he  understood,  was  to  repress 
intimidation  by  a  summary  remedy. 

The  Eakl  op  SELBOfiNE  said,  that 
it  was  inacourate  to  speak  of  the  per- 
manent operation  of  that  port  of  the  Bill 
which  was  the  subject  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord'd  (Lord  Herschell's)  criti- 
cism, because  it  would  only  be  in  opera- 
tion in  proclaimed  districts  as  long  as 
they  were  proclaimed.  As  to  appeals 
from  the  summary  jurisdiction,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  idea  of  anything 
having  been  promised,  which  was  not 
done,  arose  out  of  a  mere  misunderstand- 
ing. He  would  ask  why,  it  it  was  now 
unjust  to  refuse  appeals  in  coses  of  less 
than  a  month's  imprisonment,  it  was  not 
so  under  the  Act  of  1 882  ?  He  further 
contended  that  if  the  arguments  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  for  an  appeal 
in  every  case  were  sound,  the  whole  Law 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  was  unjust. 
He  could  not  conceive  why  the  accused 
under  this  Bill  should  have  greater  rights 
of  appeal  than  were  given  in  other 
oases.  As  to  the  argument,  that  the  tri- 
bunal itself  should  be  re-constituted, 
before  giving  it  the  powers  now  given, 
it  was  manifest  that  there  could  be  no 
more  reason  for  such  a  course  now  than 
there  was  in  1B82.  If  the  tribunal  was 
competent  to  deal  with  other  offences 
against  the  law,  it  was  competent  to 
deal  with  these  also.  The  word  "  in- 
duce," in  the  context  in  which  it  stood 
in  tbas  clause,  would  not  make  any  com- 
bination for  a  purpose  which  was  now 
lawful  criminal  or  punishable,  and  the 
addition  of  that  word  was  proper  to 
prevent  evasion ;  for  there  might  be  a 
conspiracy  to  induce  by  the  use  of  un- 
lawful means,  which,  although  different 
from  persuasion  operating  only  on  other 
men's  judgment  and  free  will,  would  not 
amount  to  compulsion.  Snoh  acts  were 
distinguished  &om  violence  and  intimi- 
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dation  bytho  Oonspiracy  Act  of  1875, 
and  the  former  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Act  of  1678. 

Clause  agrttd  to. 

Clauses  3  to  5,  inclusive,  severally 
agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Special  proclamation  putting 
into  force  the  enactments  of  this  Act  re- 
lating to  dangerous  asBOciatiouB). 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  said,  he  should 
like  to  make  a  few  remarks  with  refer- 
ence to  the  clause,  which  was  of  the 
greatest  moment.  It  enabled  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  proclaim  any  association 
which  he  might  deem  to  be  dangerous, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
importance  and  gravity  of  the  question, 
for  power  was  to  be  given  to  that  official 
to  decide  what  associations  were  inter- 
fering with  the  administration  of  the 
law,  or  disturbing  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order.  There  had  never  been  a 
political  association  formed  for  any 
great  object  which  was  not,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Ch>vernment  of  the  day,  cal- 
culated to  disturb  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order.  He  considered  that  a 
most  serious  matter,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible to  exaggerate  its  importance,  be- 
cause the  question  of  whether  or  not  an 
association  was  one  that  would  disturb 
law  and  order  depended  upon  the  opi- 
nion of  one  person.  He  did  not  know 
whether  noble  and  learned  Lords  oppo- 
site thought  that  the  Orange  Association 
disturbed  law  and  order ;  but,  if  it  did, 
then  it  would  be  a  dangerous  association, 
and  if  equal  justice  were  meted  out  to 
all  associations  in  Ireland,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  in  that  case, 
that  society  would  be  held  to  be  an  as- 
sociation which  disturbed  law  and  order. 
If  the  Irish  people  had  any  natural 
capacity  at  all,  it  was  for  carrying  on 
secret  societies,  and  there  could  be 
nothing  more  unwise  than  to  supprcES 
associations  which  kept  within  Constitu- 
tional action,  and  if  the  attempt  were 
made  to  suppress  such  associations,  the 
result  would  be  that,  instead  of  suppres- 
sing them,  they  would  only  drive  them 
under  the  surface.  It  was  said  that  pro- 
tection was  afforded  against  the  improper 
use  of  the  section,  inasmuch  as  either 
House  of  Parhament  could  put  an  end 
to  the  Proclamation  within  14  days  of 
its  issue.  Suppose  the  National  League 
were  proclaimed,  and  Parliament  did 
not  interfere,  and  permitted  the  special 
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Proclamation  to  stand.  From  that 
moment,  any  association  fonned  foi  any 
of  the  purposee  of  the  National  Lea^e 
might  be  suppressed.  He  viewed  with 
the  utmost  alarm  tlie  exerdse  of  a 
power  such  as  that,  which  had  never 
been  given  before,  and  which,  he  was 
afraid,  would  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  a  atop  to  legitimate  and  Consti- 
tutional agitation. 

Loan  A8HB0UHNE  said,  he  was  not 
the  least  afraid  of  the  power  under  this 
clause  being  used  by  any  Admiaistra- 
don  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down, 
or  checking,  or  interfering  with  legiti- 
mate Oonstitutional  agitation.  He  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that,  by  the  operation 
and  working  of  the  Snd  section  of  the 
Bill,  crime  in  Ireland  would  be  power- 
fully grappled  with,  and  that  the  rest  of 
the  Bill  would,  therefore,  have  to  be 
used  all  the  less.  Nevertheless,  it 
was  necessary  to  take  this  power.  It 
was  not  given  to  be  used  idly  and 
in  an  arbitrary  manner  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  would  act  by  and 
with  the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council, 
and  would  be  compelled,  as  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  Member  would 
be  compelled,  to  submit  his  Proclamation 
to  the  judgment  of  Parliament.  Ho  did 
not  thmk  that  any  Amendment  could  be 
Buggeeted  that  would  make  this  clause 
any  more  satisfactory,  or  any  more  ade- 
quate. He  was  satisfied  it  would  be 
wisely  and  cautiously  administered,  with 
full  publicity,  and  under  the  check  of 
Parliamentary  control,  and  that  no  asso- 
datiou  woold  be  declared  to  be  dangerous 
unless  it  was  dangerous  to  permit  it  to 
continue  its  career. 

The  Eael  ot  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that,  of  course,  the  Government  would 
say  that  these  powers  would  be  dis- 
charged with  a  due  sense  of  responsi- 
bility; but  the  argument  might  be  used 
to  guard  any  Government,  however 
absolute  it  might  be,  and  the  Executive 
Government  in  this  country  had  never 
been  entrusted  with  powers  beyond  the 
absolute  necessities  of  the  cose.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Ashbourne)  said  that  no  Amendment 
oould  be  suggested  that  would  improve 
the  clause.  But  he  (the  Earl  of  Kim- 
herley)  would  suggest  that  the  Proviso 
inserted  in  the  Act  of  1882  should  be 
inserted  in  this  Bill.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that  nothing  in  the  Act  obould  render 
unlawful  any  political  or  sooial  ossocia- 
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tion  for  such  objects  and  acting  by  such 
means  as,  by  the  Act  or  otherwise,  were 
not  unlawful.  What  they  required  was, 
not  only  that  the  Executive  Government 
should  do  its  duty,  but  that  it  should 
have  the  confidence  of  the  people  over 
whom  it  ruled.  He  was  not  now  ai^u- 
ing  the  necessity  for  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  this  clause,  hut  upon  the  Go- 
vernment's  own  showing,  and  believing 
that  they  were  entirely  sincere  in  stating 
that  the  Act  would  never  be  used  for 
improper  purposes ;  yet  he  thought  it 
necessary  tnat  words  should  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill  which  would  render  it  iropos- 
aible  that  a  misuse  of  the  powers  could 
take  place. 

The  Eael  op  SBLBORNE  said,  he 
greatly  doubted  whether  in  the  Act 
of  16H2  the  clause  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  was  anything  more 
than  mare  surplusage.  It  was  not  ex- 
tended, by  that  Act,  to  any  of  the  spe- 
cial powers  then  given  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  of  which  the  power  to  pro- 
hibit meetings  which  he  might  think 
dangerous  was  one.  The  introduction 
of  words  such  as  those  snggested  would 
simply  paralyze  and  destroy  the  power 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  proclaim 
dangerous  associations,  for  it  would 
throw  upon  those  who  administered  the 
law  the  task  of  determining  whether 
there  was  any  force  in  the  Proclamation. 
In  his  opinion,  there  was  sound  and  good 
reason  for  giving  power  to  proclaim 
dangerous  associations.  The  Act  made 
persons  taking  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy amenable  to  summary  jurisdic- 
tion; and  it  was,  therefore,  of  importance 
that  people  should  be  warned,  as  far 
as  public  authority  could  warn  them, 
against  taking  part  In  known  unlawful 
associations.  That  was  an  object  which 
must  recommend  itself  to  everyone,  pro- 
vided it  was  not  counterbalanced  by  ob- 
jections of  a  more  serious  kind.  He  did 
not  think  there  could  be  any  difficulty  in 
the  interpretation  of  the  Act,  which, 
beyond  aJl  question,  described  objects 
which  were  criminal  and  unlawful; 
partly  in  the  very  words  of  the  defini- 
tion of  unlawful  associations  in  the  Act 
of  1B82,  and  portly  in  others,  as  to 
interfering  "  with  the  administration  of 
the  law,  and  "  disturbing  the  main- 
tenaooe  of  law  and  order."  If  these 
words  had  to  be  interpreted  by  a  Court 
of  Law,  it  was  most  certun  that  they 
could  not  be  extended  to  anything  not 
2H 
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poneion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  ren- 
dering ],000  or  any  other  number  of 
porBons  liablo  to  be  imprisoiied  for  in- 
dofinito  periods,  without  trial ;  and  no 
Curfew  Clause,  renderini;  persona  liable 
to  arrest  for  being  out  after  dark. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  rtporhd,  without  Ameadmont  ; 
and  to  be  read  3*  on  Moniay  next. 

VALDAIION  OF  LUfDS  (SCOTIAMD)  AMB.f  D- 
HENT  BILL  [b.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  thirtieth  and  thirty- 
first  Victoria,  chapter  eighty— Waa  pr—tntid 

by  ThoMarqacBSof  LoTHiAit;readI*.  (No.  176.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Bight  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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now  illegal.  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  there- 
fore, must  be  satisfied  that  the  pro- 
hibited association  waa  for  a  criminal 
object;  aud  the  7th  clause, which  enabled 
him  to  extend  ihe  prohibition  to  a  aub- 
atitutod  association,  notwithstanding  a 
change  of  name,  required  him  to  be 
satisfied  tnat  the  substituted  associa- 
tion also  was  "dangerous," — that  Is, 
criminal— within  the  definition  of  the 
6th  clause.  Nor  had  he  the  least  doubt 
that  if  tho  pswors  of  tho  Act  wore  exer- 
cised for  a  purpose  not  comiug  within 
the  purview  of  Iho  measure,  they  would 
be  quite  as  certain  to  be  effectually  over- 
hauled  in  Parliament  as  if  left  to  the  in- 
terference of  any  Court. 

Earl  QBANVILLE  said,  that  im- 
mense importance  seemed  to  be  attached 
by  Members  of  the  Government  to  Par- 
liamentary control ;  but,  practically 
speaking,  the  phrase  had  no  meaning 
whatever.  The  power  given  to  each 
House  of  Parliament  to  address  the 
Crown  as  a  protest  against  arbitrary 
acts  of  the  Qovemme'ut  was  illusory  and 
worthless,  because  it  would  entirely  de- 
pend on  whether  or  not  the  (Jovemment 
retained  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  not  likely  that  such 
an  Address  would  be  carried  in  this 
House  ;  and  if  the  Government  were  in 
a  majority  in  the  other  House  they 
wonld  prevent  its  being  carried.  But 
were  the  Government  in  a  minority,  it 
was  clear  they  could  be  turned  out  of 
Office  for  their  acts,  and  their  policy 
changed,  whether  Parliamentary  control 
was  reserved  by  the  Act  or  not.  He  did 
not  think,  therefore,  that  there  was  any 
safeguard  in  power  being  reserved  to 
Parliament  to  address  the  Crown  with 
regard  to  the  actions  of  the  Government 
under  the  Act. 
Clause  agratd  to. 
Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
Movad,  "  That  the  Beport  be  no  wre- 
ceived." — {Th  Lord  Athiourtu.) 

Easl  POBTEeCUE  said,  that  he 
could  not  help  expressing  the  satiefac- 
tioD  he  felt  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  introduced  a  BiJI  so  very  much 
milder  than  the  severe  and  arbitrary 
measure  that  Mr.  GUdstone's  Govern- 
ment had  found  it  necessary  to  propose 
to  Parliament  for  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  In  the  pre- 1  _ 
sent  measure  there  was  no  Conscience   Mr. 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINOTES.]  —  New  Wxits  Issubd  —  Far 
Qlouceatoc  (Forest  of  Dean  Division),  n. 
Thomas  Blake,  esqnire.  Steward  or  BailiS'  ot 
Uer  Msjeity'B  Three  Chiltem  Hundreds  of 
Stoke,  Desborough,  and  Bo&enhain,  in  tho 


Navy  Eatiinatea  [No.  223]. 

Supply— Miuii&red  t'n  Cammillte—Ctvtt.  Seh- 
V10E8  AND  Kbvenub  DEpiHTMBNTs,  Further 
Vote  on  Account,  £1,SSS,100 ;  Civil  Sebvicb 
Ebtihatss;  Culu  II.  —  Salabies  axd  Ex- 
penses Of  Civil  DEPAETMBHTa,  Votes  2,  3, 
&i. 

PuBUc  Bulb— Onfewrf— ^»(  Jttsifiiw— Local 

Clovemmeat  Boundariea*  [321] ;    Saprooie 

Court  of  Judicature  ([reland)  Amendment  * 

(32.f1;  Marriages  Confirmation  (Antwerp)* 

Banlcruptcy  (Diecharge  and  Closare)  * 


'327]. 


•[3281. 


aad  pantd, 

QUSSTI0S8, 

BOARD  OP  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)- DISMISSAL  OF  MB.  J.  G. 
FITZGERALD,  INSPECTOR  OF  NA- 
TIONAL  SCHOOLS. 


CAEEW    (KUdnre,    N.)    (for 

_     _.  E.  Bedmond)    (Wexford,   N.) 

Clause;  no  danse  providing  for  the  bus-   asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  ot  Ireland,  Whether  Mr. 
J.  O.  FilzgoralJ,  A.B.,  T.C.D.,  who  was 
appointed,  on  Ut  Norember,  18^-1,  an 
luBpeotor  of  National  Schools,  Ireland, 
was,  on  the  29th  January,  1879,  after  a 
aerrice  of  nearly  25  yeara,  during  which 
he  frequently  BScnred  the  strong;  ap- 
proval of  his  official  superiors,  dismiBsod 
nrom  hia  post,  on  a  charge  of  making  in 
Ilia  journal  a  false  entry  relative  to  a 
Bum  of  5».  Gd. ;  whether  the  gentlemen 
appointed  by  the  National  Board  of 
Education  (Ireland)  to  inveetigate  this 
charge  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  guilty,  because  of 
his  inability  to  produce  a  voucher  rela- 
tive to  the  item  referred  to,  which  he 
had  mislaid,  being  at  the  time  in  ill- 
health,  and  suffering  from  great  mental 
depression  ;  whether,  when  he  aubse- 
qusntly  found  and  produced  said  voucher, 
one  of  the  two  gentlemen  who  had 
originally  investigated  the  charge  rocom- 
mended  the  Gommisaioners  of  National 
Education  to  grant  a  re-investigation  of 
his  case ;  whether  be  could  state  at 
whose  instance  the  rs-investigation  was 
refused ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  has  since  (as  shown  by  the 
Papers  relative  to  his  case  laid  upon  tho 
Table  of  the  House  on  the  30th  May, 
1886)  proved  bis  innocence  of  the  charge 
made  against  him,  and  considering  the 
terrible  injury  inflicted  on  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald by  hie  dismissal,  whereby  he  is 
left  in  absolute  want,  he  will  grant  an 
inquiry  into  all  the  facta  of  the  case,  and 
afford  Mr.  Fitzgerald  the  opportunity  he 
has  so  long  sought  of  clearing  bin  cha- 
racter 7 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
8E0RBTABY  (Oolonel  Kino-Habuan) 
[Kent,  Isle  of  Tfaanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  hon.  Member  will  find  in 
Parliamentary  Paper  No.  33  of  Session  2, 
1886,  a  full  statement  of  all  the  ciicum. 
stances  connected  with  Mr.  J.  6.  Fitz- 
gerald's dismissal.  The  present  Oo- 
verument  agree  with  the  decision  come 
to  by  successive  Governments  that  this 
ia  not  a  ca6e  calling  for  further  inquiry. 

Me.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  was  one  of  the 
deputation  which  waited  on  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Campbell-Banuerman),  when  Ohief  Se- 
cretai;,  and  requested  him  to  grant  an 
inquiry  into  the  cose  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  7 


Colonel  KING-HARMAN  8«d,  he 
was  a  member  of  that  deputation ;  but 
further  acquaintance  with  the  case 
showed  him  that  the  question  of  the 
voucher  was  not  the  one  on  which  the 
Commissioners  had  acted. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  9.)  aaked,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  fact  that  one  of  the 
Inspectors  who  had  originally  investi- 
gated the  charge  recommended  a  re- 
investigation, and  stated  he  would  have 
given  a  different  decision  if  further  evi- 
dence subsequently  produced  by  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  had  been  before  him  7 

CoLOXBL  KINGHAEMAN  said,  he 
understood  that  was  not  go. 

Mr.  sexton  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  a  case  had  lately  turned  up 
in  Ireland  where  an  Inspector  under  the 
National  Board  was  found  to  have  kept 
and  used  a  horse  and  car  of  his  own 
against  the  Rules,  and  charged  the 
Commissioners  the  cost,  and  also  charged 
for  sleeping  in  hotels  when  he  slept 
at  home,  and  yet  ho  was  merely  trans- 
ferred from  one  district  to  aeother  ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  would 
ask  the  Board  of  Oommissionera  to  con- 
sider tho  inequality  of  punishment  be- 
tween that  case  and  tho  case  of  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  replied, 
that  the  only  information  he  had  of  the 
matter  was  from  a  communication  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Fitzgerald  himself,  who 
seemed  to  think  that  hfs  case  ought  to 
be  re-opened  because  somebody  else  had 
done  something  wrong  and  had  not 
been  adequately  punished. 

WAE  OFFICE  —  SERGEANT  INSTRUC- 
TOBS  OF  MU8KETKY— THE  QUEEN'S 
EEGDLATI0N8. 

Mb.  BHADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  Sergeant  Instructor  of 
Musketry,  1st  Battalion  Coldstream 
Guards,  and  of  unexceptionable  charac- 
ter, having  completed  12  years'  service, 
applied  toextendhisservieefornineyears 
further,  in  accordance  with  the  Queen's 
Regulations,  and  was  refused  ;  whether 
Sergeant  Henry  Gonvyn,  of  the  same 
battalion,  who  has  been  a  non-commis- 
sioned officer  for  nearly  ten  years,  has 
made  a  similar  application ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  dedsion  has  been  come  to 
thereon? 
2  H  2 
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Ti«  FINANCIAL  8E0RETAEY, 
WAB  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Broubicb) 
(Surrey,  Guilford) :  A  nou-commissioned 
officer  may  be  personally  of  an  unexcep- 
tionable character,  and  yet  inefficient  in 
the  worlcing  of  a  regiment ;  and  before 
exercising  the  veto  which,  under  tbe 
Army  Act  and  consequent  Begulations, 
he  ie  boand  to  exercise,  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  satisfied  himself  that  it  is  not 
for  the  good  of  the  Service  that  the  two 
men  named  in  the  Question  should  be 
re-enfa|^  as  sergeants.  There  is  no 
desire,  however,  to  stop  their  military 
career,  or  to  prevent  their  serriag  on  for 
pension  in  a  lower  capacity. 

LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS  (IRELAND)— 
THE  ANNUAL  REPORT. 

Ma.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
ftsked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th«  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  there  is  any 
reason  for  holding  back  the  Report  of 
the  Irish  Lunacy  Commissioners  ;  and, 
why  it  is  not  printed  earlier  in  the  year? 

The  PAELUMENTAET  UNDER 
8ECRETAEY  (Colonel  Kraa-HABMAK} 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Inspectors  of  LunBtics  state 
that  there  is  no  reason  for  holding  back 
their  Annual  Report,  beyond  the  fact 
that  it  is  still  in  the  printer's  hands. 
They  expect  to  be  in  a  position  to  submit 
it  fur  presentation  next  week.  1  think 
the  hon.  Member  will  find  that  this  ia 
the  usual  period  of  the  year  for  the  pre- 
sentation of  tbe  Annual  Reports  of 
Pnblio  Departments, 

LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS  (ENGLAND 

AND    WALES)— THE    ANNUAL   HE- 

PORT. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Why  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners  do  not  bring  out  their 
Annual  Report ;  and,  why  the  Statistical 
Summary,  in  accordance  with  tbe  pro- 
mise made  last  year,  was  not  issued  in 
April? 

The  8ECEETABY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) ;  The 
Report  was  presented  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor on  June  27,  and  copies  were  laid 
on  the  same  day  on  the  Table  of  both 
Houses.  It  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
printers,  and  will  shortly  be  issued. 
Th6  CommisaionerB  inform  ma  that  no 
formal  engagement  was  entered  into  on 


thdr  part  as  to  presenting  a  Statistical 
Summary  in  April ;  but  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  giving  the  Summary  naked 
for  next  year,  and  a  note  has  been  made 
to  that  effect. 

POST     OFFICE  —  PENSIONERS     FROM 
OTDER   SERVICES    UNDER   THE 

CROWN. 
Mb,   p.  O'BRIEN   (Monaghan,    N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  What  is 
the  limit  of  age  for  the  admission  of 

Sensioners  from  other  Services  under  the 
lown,  military  or  police,  to  be  enrolled 
in  the  Service  of  the  Post  Office,  and  to 
what  positions  are  they  generally  ap- 
pointed, and  also  at  what  age  is  the 
compulsory  retirement  of  such  persons 
enforced;  whether,  on  entering  the  Post 
Office  Service,  pensioners  are  c^ed  upon 
to  Eogn  a  contract  form  in  which  tnej 
declare  their  age,  and  waive  all  claim  to 
compensation  or  a  pension  for  Service  in 
the  Post  Office,  and  by  whom  ie  stteh 
contract  form  retained;  whether  peri- 
odical  examinatioDS  of  these  contract 
forms  are  made  with  the  object  of  calling 
upon  such  pensioners  as  may  have 
reached  the  maximum  limit  of  age  to 
resign  ;  and,  whether  it  is  osual  for 
pensioners  in  the  Service  of  the  Post 
Office  to  hold  dual  positiona  and  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  one  by  proxy? 

T  BK  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge University):  Tliere 
are  two  classes  of  Service  in  the  Post 
Office  which  should  be  kept  distinctly  in 
view — the  Established  Service  and  the 
Unestablished  Service.  Established 
Service  carries  a  right  to  pension ; 
admission  is  by  examination;  a  maximum 
age  ia  preEcribed  ;  and  a  Civil  Service 
certificate  is  necesBary  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Order  in  Council.  Un- 
established Service  is  free  from  any  such 
restrictions,  and  candidates  may,  there- 
fore, accept  employment  at  any  age  and 
without  examination;  bnt  the  employ- 
ment carries  with  it  no  pension.  A 
pensioner  who  wishea  to  become  an 
eetabliahed  country  peatman,  porter,  or 
lineman  has  the  advantage  of  an  addi- 
tion of  15  years  to  the  prescribed  limit 
of  30.  A  pensioner  who  happens  to 
obtain  an  established  appointment,  ac- 
companied by  a  CivU  Service  certificate, 
is  eligible  for  a  pension  on  account  of 
his  service  in  the  Post  Office.  If  he  is  a 
candidate  for  on  unestablished  situation 
he  is  required  to  sign  before  )\\s  engage* 
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roent  a  priated  paper,  the  object  of 
vLich  is  to  make  him  clearly  underetaod 
the  nature  of  the  engagement  which 
is  making.  la  neither  case  is  there  any 
oompulsor;  retirement  on  tho  ground  of 
ago.  Feneionera  employed  at  the  Post 
OfBce  do  not  perform  their  duties  there 
by  proxy. 

POST     OFFICE     (mELAKD)-A  TELE. 

ORAPU    OFFICE   FOR   SUITHSBORO' 

CO.  MONAGHAN. 

Ma.  P.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Fostmostor  General,  Whether 
the  inhabitants  of  Smithshoro',  County 
Monaghan,  some  time  since  applied  by 
Memorial  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Qe- 
ueral  Post  0£Sce,  Dublin,  requesting 
him  to  have  the  poet  office  in  that  town 
created  a  telegraph  office,  and  offering 
to  guarantee  the  sum  of  £30  for  the 
purpose,  and  also  to  defray  the  cost  of 
working  for  one  year,  the  telegraph  ser- 
vice to  be  withdrawn  at  the  expiration 
of  that  time  if  it  were  found  that  it  did 
not  pay  the  Post  Office  to  maintain  it 
whether  the  Secretary  refused  to  acoedi 
to  this  request  by  insisting  that  a  sevei 
years'  guarantee  should  be  given,  and  if 
there  is  any  precedent  for  making  such 
a  demand;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Smitfasboro'  is  aProTincialtradingtown 
of  considerable  trading  importance,  and 
is  situated  on  the  main  line  of  Hailway 
between  Clones  and  Belfast,  and  that 
the  post  office  in  only  25  perches  distant 
from  the  Eailway  Station,  by  which 
several  telegraph  lines  pass,  and  oon- 
sequently  that  the  cost  of  extension 
would  be  but  trifling;  and,  whether  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  have  inquiries 
instituted  as  to  the  creating  of  Smitha- 
boro'  Post  Office  a  telegraph  office,  and 
if  a  guarantee  is  deemed  necessary  to 
accept  it  for  one  year  ? 

TuE  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Baikks^  (Cambridge  University) ;  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  about  two  years  ago  an  appli- 
cation was  received  for  a  telegraph  office 
at  Smithsboro',  and,  after  some  corre- 
spondence, it  was  arranged  that  two  of 
the  residents  should  enter  into  a  gua- 
rantee of  £30  a-year  for  seven  yeara. 
On  a  draft  agreement,  however,  being 
sent  for  approval,  the  intending  gua- 
rantors withdrew  from  their  undertr£ing 
— partly  on  the  ground  that  a  reduction 
had  been  made  in  the  charge  for  tele- 
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grams,  and  partly  because,  on  examining 
the  draft  agreement,  they  found  that 
they  would  not  be  credited  with  the 
value  of  messages  addressed  to  Smiths- 
boro'. They  were  of  opinion  that  the 
guarantee  would  prove  too  onerous ;  but 
I  cannot  find  that  there  waa  any  quea> 
tiou  as  to  the  period  of  the  guarantee,  or 
any  suggestion  that  the  telegraph  service 
should  be  withdrawn  at  the  end  of  a 
year.  Guarantees  are  invariably  fox 
seven  years,  and  there  is  no  precedent 
for  a  guarantee  of  one  year.  A  gua- 
rantee for  seven  years  is  calculated  so  as 
to  secure  to  the  Department  the  repay- 
ment within  the  term  of  the  capital 
expeiiditure  as  well  as  of  the  working 
expenses ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  the 
telegraph  oSSce  were  withdrawn  at  the 
end  of  one  year  the  Department  would 
not  secure  the  repayment  of  the  capital. 
The  neighbouring  wires,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  would  not  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  a  telegraph 
office  at  Smithsboro'.  It  would  be 
ncceaaary  to  erect  a  new  wire  from 
Clones.  A  considerable  period  having 
elapsed  since  the  lost  inquiries  were 
made  I  shall  he  very  glad  to  call  for  fur- 
ther Reports,  and  I  will  in  due  course 
acquaint  the  hon:  Member  with  the 
result. 

INDIA— TRANSFER  OF  THE  PROVINCE 
OF  8CINDB. 

GoLOKEL  HUGHE8-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  there  is  any 
intention  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  transfer  the  Province  of 
Scinde  from  the  Bombay  to  the  Punjaub 
Government,  thus  uniting  the  two  Fro- 
vinoea,  according tothesnggeationsmade 
in  Blue  Book,  "  Beloochistan,  No.  3," 
published  in  1876,  which  commences 
with  a  Despatch  from  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  dated  3rd  February,  1876  ? 

Tub  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Joira  Qorst)  (Chatham): 
The  transfer  of  the  Province  of  Scinde 
Bombay  to  the  Funjaub  is  not 
at  present  under  the  consideration  of 
Government.  But  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  will  have  tbq  effegt  of  drawing 
the  attention  of  the  Government  of 
India  to  the  subject,  which  will  receive 
the  attention  which  its  importance  de- 
servea, 
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DOG  TAX  (IRELAND)— COLLECTION  OF 
TBE  TAX. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asted 
the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irelaad,  Who  are  the  satariod 
ofUciBls  that  are  paid  for  the  coUection 
of  iho  Dog  Tax  in  Ireland ;  whether  it 
IB  a  fact  that  350,000  dogs  were  licensed 
in  Ireland  durin|r  the  past  year,  yield* 
iiig  a  total  of  £35,164 ;  whether  the  cost 
of  collrctioa  amounted  to  £31,867  or 
nearly  90  per  cent  of  the  amount  col- 
'ected;  and,  what  is  the  ueual  percent- 
age cost  for  collecting  the  Dog  Tax  in 
England  ? 

TnE  PAELIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  KiNa-HABMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  clerks  of  Petty  Sessions  weie  the 
odicialB  who  collected  the  Dog  Tax  in 
Ireland.  351,644  dogs  were  licensed  in 
Ireland  during  the  year  1886,  yielding 
a  tolal  of  £33,164.  from  this  sum 
£31,993  was  deducted,  of  which  £15,814 
was  for  the  cost  of  collection,  and  the 
halanco,  £16,179,  was  required  to  meet 
increased  salaries  under  the  Act  of  1B8I. 

Dtt.  TANNER:  Is  it  not  a  fact  tlint 
tho  cost  of  collection  is  90  per  cent  in 
Ireland  and  only  5  per  cent  in  England  ? 
Cannot  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Q«n- 
tleman  make  the  deduction  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

EMIGRATION  OF  PAUPER  CHILDREN 
(METROPOLIS)— INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Me.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
niDBter)  asked  ihe  Secretary  to  tho  Local 
Qovernnient  Board,  Whether  he  would 
take  into  his  consideration  the  advis- 
ability of  altering  the  existing  law  so  as 
to  permit  a  portion  (say  one-half)  of  the 
ooat  of  the  emigration  ot  pauper  children 
in  the  Metropolitan  District  to  fall  upon 
the  common  fund  of  the  district,  instead 
of  being  borne,  as  at  present,  entirely 
by  the  Union  7 

The  SECHETARY(Mr.  Loso)  (Wilts, 
Devizes),  in  reply,  said,  the  matter  was 
one  which  deserved  consideration,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  rely  upon 
careful  attention  being  given  to  it. 

AOSICULTURAL  RETDRNS  —  ACREAGE 
OF  WOODS  AND  FORESTS. 
Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster)  aiked  the    Sctrotary    to    the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Bcturna 


of  the  acreage  of  woods  and  forests  in 
Great  Britain  could  be  published  along 
with  the  Agricultural  Returns,  so  as  to 
show  the  real  acreage  which  is  under 
cultivation  in  every  way  ? 

Tna  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  WoBua)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth), 
in  reply,  aaid,  this  Question  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Chancellotof  the  Duchy. 

EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT— EUIUEA- 

TION  TO  THE  COLONIES-  TECHNICAL 

EDUCATION. 

Mr.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) 
asked  the  Yico  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther, cousideriug  the  want  of  employ- 
ment in  many  manufacturing  districts, 
and  the  consequent  increasing  desire  of 
artizans  to  emigrate,  and  that  the  only 
manual  labour  which  those  artizans 
know  is,  for  the  most  part,  entirely  uso- 
less  in  the  Colonies,  it  would  be  possible, 
in  any  scheme  providing  for  technicnl 
education,  to  afford  means  by  which 
artizans  desirous  of  emigrating  might, 
prior  to  doing  so,  obtain  some  slight  rudi- 
mentary knowledge  in  agriculture  and 
other  labour  likely  to  be  servIceabU  in 
the  Colonies? 

The  YICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dykb)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  no  measure  having  for  its 
object  the  improvemeut  of  the  industrial 
training  of  our  workmen  would  be  com- 
plete which  did  not  offer  some  facilities 
such  as  those  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he 
thought  the  chief  object  of  lef^islatioa 
would  be  to  enable  English  artizans  to 
gain  a  better  livelihood  in  their  own 
country  than  circumstances  now  per- 
mitted. 
CROFTERS'     HOLDINGS     (SCOTLAND) 

ACT,  188B— EVASION    OF   THE   ACT— 

THE  BARCALDINE  ESTATE. 

Dr.  R.  MAODONALD  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
If  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  following  Circulars  issued  to  all 
tho  tenants  on  the  Barcaldine  Estate, 
near  Oban,  by  the  proprietrix,  Mrs. 
Ogilvie : — 

"I  (Archibald  MaoArthur,  aonior],  now  re- 
nding in  cottage,  and  having  crofta  on  Borcil- 
dine  Eatato,  do  hereby  sgree  tojpioceed  do 

(urthcr  with  the  applicEtioQ  whi-'-  "'^ nuido 

to    tho    Croftera      Commissi  at 

tonuro,  &a.      And   I   Iiirth. 
mako  no  further  npplicjilii 
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Act  upon  condiUon  that  I  bo  nlloired  to  hold 
abd  occupy  tho  said  cottago  nnd  croft  and  land 
on  tho  same  conditions  aa  herototore  during  the 
remainder  of  my  lifo,  but  without  power  to 
tnuiamit  ths  lame  to  anyone. 

"  Dated  and  «KDed  this  daj  of 

"May,  1887;" 
whether,   on  the  refusal  of   the   said 
Archibald  MacArthur  and  others  to  sign 
this  document,  the  foilowtng  notice  was 
Bent  to  them  by  Mrs.  Ogilvia :  — 

■'  Barcaldino,  'ijth  Slay,  1887. 

"  Sir,— I  beg  to  intimate  to  you  that,  in  ac- 
cordanco  with  the  printed  regulations  of  this 
estate  of  Batcaldine,  I  will,  upon  Martinmas 
next  ensuing,  reaums  posscGsion  of  all  that  land 
in  yonr  occupation  and  rented  by  you,  for  the 
purpose  of  planting  the  same.  I  heg  to  add 
that  this  notice  stands  withoot  prejudice  to  tho 
*  notice  to  quit '  received  by  you  in  November 
last;" 

and,  whether,  if  Urs.  Ogilvie  and  other 
Highland  proprietors  attempt  to  defeat 
the  Crofters  Act  by  reserving  part  or 
all  of  their  estates  for  planting  purposes, 
he  will  bring  in  a  short  amending  Act 
to  prevent  auch  evasure  of  the  Act  of 
1886? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Kacdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  8t.  An- 
drew's Univerai  ties):  Mrs.  Ogilrie  bought 
the  estates  of  Barcaldine  and  Balla- 
ohulish,  with  entry  at  Martinmas  last 
year,  with  the  intention  of  farming  them 
herself.  Before  she  got  possossiou,  notice 
to  quit  was,  at  her  request,  given  to  cer- 
tain teuants.  Five  or  six  of  these  served 
notices  on  her  under  the  Crofters  Act; 
and  with  all  of  these,  except  one,  she 
arranged  amicably,  giving  them  money 
and  other  compensation,  and  in  some 
caces  employment  on  tho  estate,  upon 
which  she  is  executing  extensive  im- 
provements. In  respect  of  the  arrango- 
ments  made,  the  tenants  signed  agree- 
ments similar  to  those  described  as 
circulars  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. I  understand  that  only  one  notice 
to  resume  land  for  planting  was  givon  by 
Mrs.  Ogilvie.  The  circumstances  do  not 
appear  to  call  for  any  Act  amending  the 
Crofters  Act  of  last  year. 

LAND  LAW  ACT  (IRELAND)  18KI-B0NA 
FIDE  OCCUPATION  -  FAIR  RENTS- 
SUB- LETTING. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  JUr.  Attorney  General  forlroland, 
'Whether  his  attention  has  boen  called 
to  the  decision  just  given  by  the  Land 
Commiasioners  at  Ballymoney,  County 
ABtrim,  and  referred  to  in  Xh«  Northtrn 
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TFhig  of  the  I2th  inetant,  nnder  which 
it  has  been  held  that  a  tenant  who  sub- 
lets  a  garden  or  allotment  to  a  labourer 
is  not  "in  bond  fide  occupation  of  his 
holding,"  and  not  entitled,  therefore,  to 
the  advantages  of  the  Act  of  1B81; 
whether  this  decision  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners is  based  upon  ^a  Judgment 
given  in  the  Superior  Courts ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  introduce  a 
clause  in  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  now 
before  the  House  to  amend  the  law  in 
this  respect  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.)j 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ths 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
recent  decisions  of  tho  Land  Commis- 
sion, to  the  effect  that  a  tenant  who  has 
sub-let  a  labourer's  cottage  on  his  hold- 
ing, and  cannot  prove  express  consent 
from  his  landlord,  is  disentitled  to  have 
a  fair  rent  fixed  under  ''  The  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  and,  in  particular, 
to  the  Judgment  of  Mr.  Commissioner 
Q-reer,  given  at  Ballymonoy  on  the  1 1th 
July  instant,  in  which  he  stated  that  he 
was  constrained  to  dismiss  a  number  of 
tenants'  applications  owing  to  their 
having  allowed  the  cottages  on  their 
holdings,  together  with  small  gardens  or 
patches  of  land  for  manuring,  to  be 
occupied  by  labourers;  whether  that 
interpretation  of  the  Statutowae  objected 
to  by  Mr.  Greer's  lay  colleagues,  as 
being  opposed  to  the  general  policy  of 
the  Land  Laws,  and  to  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom,  and  calculated  to  deprive 
the  majority  of  Ulster  tenants  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Act ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  introduce  a  clause  into 
the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  now  before 
Parliament,  to  remedy  the  evils  com- 
plained of?  The  hoa.  Baronet  also 
inquired,  whether  this  decision  would 
not  he  most  injurious  to  labourers,  as  it 
would  mean  their  dismissal  by  farmera 
in  order  to  get  under  the  Irish  Land 
Law  Act? 

TnE  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton),  in  reply,  said,  he  had  not  been 
able  to  get  exact  information  as  to  the 
cases  referred  to,  as  the  decision  bad  not 
yet  been  returned  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. His  only  acquaiutanco  with  the 
decisions  referred  to  was  derived  from 
the  Questions.  If  this  had  been  un- 
authorized sub-letting,  it  deprived  the 
tenant,  nnder  the  Act  of  1881,  wMoIi 
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limited  tlie  benefits  to  tenants  in  occupa- 
tion, excluded  middlomen.and  distinctly 
prohibited  anb-letting.  But  if  a  tenant 
sub-let  vrith  the  consent  of  bis  land- 
lord, expressed  or  implied,  be  was 
deemed  to  bo  in  occupation  of  the  hold- 
ing, DotwitbatandtDg  that  Bub-lettiug. 
If  hon.  Members  brought  forirard 
Amendmeats  on  the  subject  to  the  nev 
Irish  Land  Law  Bill  the  Qovernment 
TCOuId  give  them  tho  most  careful  con- 
sideration. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
mentioned  the  case  of  a  nidaw  who  had 
occupied  a  farm  of  half  an  acre  for  20 
Toars,  and  who  bad  been  deprived  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881  for  having  in 
her  bouse  a  labourer  who  paid  6rf.  a 
week. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  intimated  that 
he  would  put  down  an  Amendment  to 
the  Irifih  Land  Law  Bill,  with  a  view  to 
nmend  the  law  In  this  respect. 

LAW  AND  POLICB-OPEN.AIR  SER- 
TICES  AT  aKANTHAM— ARRESTS. 
Ma.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
SecretaiT  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  certain  poreons  in  Stam- 
ford have  recently  been  eent  to  Leicester 
Gaol  (on  refusal  to  pay  a  fine),  by  order 
of  the  Borougb  Magistrates,  for  lioldiog 
open-air  services  in  the  Market  Square 
of  the  borough;  if  it  ie  true  that  the 
eaid  persons  were  dragged  from  their 
beds  at  half-past  5  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  taken  to  Leicester  without  being 
allowed  to  break  their  fast ;  and,  if  it  is 
true  they  were  handcuffed  and  marched 
through  the  streets  as  common  felons  ? 
The  SECHETAUT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)r  It  is  a 
fact  that  two  persons  were  recently  con- 
vioted  by  the  Borough  Justices,  not  for 
holding  open-air  services,  but  for  wilfully 
obstructing  the  freo  passage  of  the  high- 
way, and  refusing  to  move  away  when 
requested  by  the  police.  The  police, 
anticipating  disturbance,  apprehended 
the  two  men  between  S  and  6  in  the 
morning,  in  order  that  they  might  take 
them  to  Leicester  by  the  6.<I0  train. 
They  were  nut  dragged  From  their  beds ; 
in  fact,  the  con  slab!  es  did  not  enter  their 
bed-rooms.  It  is  truo  that  they  were 
handculTed.  1  caooot  say  whether  the 
sergeant  bad  good  reason  for  antici- 
pating violonco,  or  an  attempt  at  escape  ; 
if  not,  in  my  opinioo,  handcuffs  ought 
not  to  have  been  used. 
2lr.  Oihtoa 


ADMIRALTY  —  CASE    OF   BERTIE 

WILMOT      MAJNPBTSB    —   LITERAKY 

EXASUNATION. 

Mr.  EVELYN  (Deptford)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  relative  to 
the  case  of  Bertie  Wilmot  Mainprise, 
of  tho  Royal  Nava!  School,  New  OrosB, 
nominated  by  the  Lords  of  tbe  Admi- 
ralty for  aNavalCadetsbip,  and  rejected 
on  medical  examination  in  June  last, 
Whether  it  is  in  conformity  with  usage 
that  Mainprise  should  have  undergone 
the  literary  examination  before  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  notwithstanding 
such  medical  rejoction;  whether  there 
are  not  precedents  for  re-instating  a 
candidate  who  has  passed  the  literary 
examination  after  such  medical  rejection; 
and,  on  what  grounds  the  Civil  Service 
Gommisaioners  have  declined  to  aasiga 
marks  to  Mainprise,  or  to  publish  euch 
marks  if  assigned,  thus  concealing  the 
result  of  the  literary  esamioation  ? 

Tqb  EIRST  LOBD  (Lard  Oeorqe 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
case  of  Mr.  Mainprise  was  not  in 
accordance  with  usual  custom.  Mr, 
Mainprise  had  been  rejected  as  medically 
unfit ;  but  a  request  asking  for  a  reversal 
of  this  decision  having  been  received  at 
the  Admiralty,  the  nsual  intimation  was 
not  seat  to  tho  Civil  Service  Commia- 
eioners  pending  a  final  decision.  There 
are  no  precedents  for  admitting  eaudi- 
datea  after  medical  rejection.  The 
assigning  and  publication  of  marks  rest 
altogether  with  the  Civil  Service  Oom- 
miseioners.  I  am  unable  to  say  for 
what  purpose  they  have  been  withheld 
on  the  present  occasion. 

ZAKZIBAR-RECALL  OF  SIR  JOHN 
KIRK,  HER  MAJESTY'S  CONSUL. 
Mb.  BBYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaira,  Whether  Sir  John  Kirk,  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  at  Zanzibar,  has  been 
recalled  ? 

TnB  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febodsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Sir  John  Kirk  has  not 
been  recalled,  but  has  resigned  his 
appointment,  and  retired  from  the  Ser- 
vice, owing  to  ill-health,  the  reault  of 
long  tropical  service.  He  has  received 
the  highest  pension  applicable  to  his 
length  of  sorvico,  which  hai  been 
valuable  aud  doroled. 
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LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL -LEGISLATION. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal Green, N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fortheHame 
IJepartmeiit,  Whether  the  London  Goal 
and  Wine  Duties  Contiauaoce  Bill  is 
abandoned  for  this  year  ;  aud,  whether 
it  ia  his  intention,  or  the  intention  of  the 
QoTernmsnt,.  to  re-introduce  the  mea- 
sure, or  a  aimilar  measure,  next  Session  ? 
Thb  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Kattbews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Hetropolitan  Board  of 
Works  that  this  measure  is  so  far 
abandoned  that  they  have  ceased  to  hope 
for  the  passing  of  the  measure  in  the 
present  Session.  It  is  not,  so  far  as  I 
can  foresee,  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 
▼ernment  to  introduce  this  or  a  similar 
measure  next  Session ;  but  the  Metro- 
politan Board  and  the  City  Oorporation 
will,  I  Am  informed,  submit  to  the  Legis* 
lature  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 

BURMAH— REVENUES  FROM  TEAK 

F0EEST8  AND  MONOPOLIES  OF  EARTH 

OIL  AND  PliECIODS  STONES. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  a  yery  large  part  of  the 
Revenues  of  Upper  Burmah  under 
King  Tbeebaw  was  drawn  from  leases 
of  the  teak  forests  and  monopolies  of 
earth  oil  and  precious  stones ;  whether 
Memorials  have  been  received  by  the 
Oovemment  of  India  from  mercbauts, 
traders  in  teak,  and  foresters  in  Burmah, 
in  the  end  of  1685  and  beginning  of  1 S86, 
painting  out  the  wasteful  and  objection- 
able mode  adopted  by  King  Theebaw'e 
Oovemment  of  dealing  with  the  valuable 
sources  of  Bevenue  derived  from  the 
teak  forests,  and  praying  the  OoTom- 
ment  of  India  itself  to  undertake  the 
working  of  the  forests ;  what  answer  has 
been  given  to  thoso  Memorials ;  and, 
what  course  the  Oovemment  intend 
to  adopt  to  protect  the  merchants  and 
traders  in  Burmah  from  the  evils  of  the 
system  of  monopolies  granted  by  ex- 
King  Theebaw  P 

The  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  {Sir  Joan  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
I  answer  the  first  Question  in  the  affirma- 
tive. Memorials  have  been  presented  to 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Burmah ;  but 
the  Secretarv  of  State  has  not  received 
copies  of  either  the  Memorials  them- 
aelvea  or  the  replies  mode  to  them.    He 


will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made.  The 
general  policy  of  the  Government  ia  to 
do  away  with  monopolies ;  but  in  refer- 
ence to  the  teak  forests  claims  have  been 
advanced,  based  on  concessions  from 
King  Theebaw,  which  are  now  under 
the  examination  and  consideration  of 
the  Government  of  India. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  inquired,  what  was  the  Dumber 
of  claimants  to  the  teak  forests  ? 

8m  JOHN  GOEST  asked  for  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

Me.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Is  it  part  of  the  policy  of  getting  rid  of 
monopolies  in  Burmah  that  the  Indian 
Government  should  have  been  treating 
with  Messrs.  Streeter  alone? 

[No  reply.] 

FISHERIES  —  HOME  OFFICE  AND 
BOARDS  OF  CONSERVATORS. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
the  power  of  altering,  modifying,  or 
cancelling  bye-laws  respecting  fishing, 
made  by  Boards  of  Conservators,  which 
have  been  confirmed  by  the  Home  Office 
or  Board  of  Trade  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  (Baron  Henbt  De 
WoKMs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Board  of  Trade  bos  no  power  to  "  alter, 
modify,  or  cancel  bye-laws  "  made  nnder 
the  Salmon  and  Freshwater  Fisheries 
Acts.  Under  36  &  37  Viot.  c.  71,  ss.  89, 
40,  and  41,  such  a.  power  is  vested  in 
Boards  of  Conservators,  who 

"  Ua7  from  time  to  time,  bjr  any  new  bye-law, 
revoke,  rary,  or  alter,  either  in  whols  or  in 
part,  or  aa  to  its  application  to  the  whole  or  to 
any  ^rt  or  partflfoC  the  diBtrict,  aoy  bye-law 
previously  made" 

by  them.  The  power  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  limited  to  the  confirmation  or 
disallowance  of  bye-laws. 


Mb.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  can 
now  state  definitely  when  arrangemeDte 
will  be  made  to  give  increased  mail 
accommodation  to  Newtownards,  Dowa- 
patriok,  Ballinahiacb,  and  other  towns 
m  the  County  of  Down  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  a  correspondence  was  going 
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on  with  the  Treasury,  and  he  would 
aunounce  the  decision  as  Boon  aa  it  was 
reoeived. 

Mr.  8EXT0N  (Belfart,  W.)  said,  if 
the  matter  waa  not  settled  before  the 
Vote  for  the  Post  Office  came  on,  he 
would  call  attention  to  it. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)  —  CONTRACTS  FOR  COLLAR 
HIDES  FOR  THE  CAVALRY. 
Colonel  HUGHES  -  HALLETT 
(Roohester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  Whether  the  Report 
made  by  the  officer  commanding  2ad 
Dragoona  on  the  collar  bidoa  recently 
issued  to  the  Cavalry  at  Alderahot  re- 
ferred to  one  hide  only,  or  to  several ; 
and,  if  so,  how  many ;  whether,  when 
re-dreased  by  Messrs.  Boss  and  Com- 
pany, after  they  had  been  condemned 
as  "worthless,"  these  hides  were  re- 
examined, and  "passed"  as  fit  for  issue, 
by  the  same  viewer  or  viewers  who 
passed  them  as  sound  and  ^od  in  the 
firet  instance  in  1836 ;  and,  whether 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Inspector 
General  of  Cavalry  in  hia  Report,  that — 
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has  been  notified  and  acted  upon ;  and 
in  what  manner;  and  on  whom? 
The    SimVEYOE    GENERAL    of 

ORDNAN0E(Mr.NoRTHCoTB)(Exeter): 
The  text  of  the  Report  made  by  the 
officer  commanding  the  2nd  Dragoons  is 
as  follows: — 


apparently,  therefore,  only  alluding  to 
one  hide.  Tlio  Viewer  who  originally 
passed  this  and  the  other  three  and 
a-half  hides  complained  of  is  no  longer 
in  the  Service;  it  was,  therefore,  a 
different  Viewer  who  passed  the  hides 
after  re-dressing.  The  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Cavalry's  remarks  havo  been  care- 
fully noted.  As  I  have  already  stated, 
afiJI,  independent  investigation  is  being 
made  into  the  whole  ciroumstances  of  the 
oaae,  and  when  finished  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  decide  what  action  may  be 
necessary.  I  should  like,  in  conclusion, 
to  call  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  his  Question 
purports  to  give,  and  does  give,  textually 
an  extract  from  a  coafidentiftl  Report 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  to  ask  him 
3fr.  Raikei 


if  he  Clin  give  mo  an  assurance  that  no 
Government  tmployi  has  been  guilty  of 
the  oQence  of  communicating  the  con- 
tents of  confidential  Papers. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  (Preston):  By  whom 
is  the  investigation  being  conducted  7 

Mb.  NORTHCOTE  :  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  haa  undertaken  tlis 
task. 

Mr.  BEADLAHGH  (Northampton) : 
Will  the  inquiry  include  the  question 
whether  the  Imrnese  which  was  reported 
rotten  in  the  Egyptian  Campaign  came 
from  the  aame  firm  as  supplied  these 
bides,  and  whether  the  deterioration  is 
due  to  the  same  cause— adulteration  of 
the  leather  7 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE :  I  havo  not 
heard. 

WAR   OFFICE-DIRECTOnS   OF   ARMY 

CONTRACTS-AN  ANNUAL  REPORT. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stnte  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  authorise  the  Director  of  Army  Con- 
tracts to  make  an  Annual  Report  to  this 
House,  giving  a  Summary  of  all  Con- 
tracts entered  into  wilh  firms  or  persons 
not  being  themselves  manufacturers  of 
the  stores  supplied  by  them,  the  supply 
of  stores  by  such  persons  being  an 
exception  to  the  established  rule  that 
only  actual  manufacturers  should  receive 
such  contracts? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodkick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
No,  Sir.  The  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  consider  that  such  a  course  would 
be  conducive  to  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  in  Committee  of  Supply  I 
shall  movo  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the 
Director  of  Contracts. 

EXTRAORDINARY  TITHE  ACT,  1886— 
THE  LAND  COMMISSIONERS. 
Ma.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Eye) 
asked  tho  Cbnucellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  of  the  progress  made  by  the  Land 
Commissioners  in  their  work  connected 
with    the    Extraordinary     Tithe    Act, 

Tni  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
MATTUbws)  (Bii'mingbain,  E.)  (who 
replied)  said,  that  the  work  of  the  Land 
Commission  was  nearly  completed. 
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THE  COUNCIL  OF  INDIA -RE PflESEN- 

TATION    OF    THE    BOMBAY    FRESI- 

I>ENUY. 

Sib  EICHAED  TEMPLE  (Worces- 
ter, Evesham)  oskod  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether,  in 
the  filling  up  of  Tacanoiea  in  the  Council 
of  India,  regard  will  be  had  to  the  Bom- 
bay Presidency  being  represented  like 
a?  the  other  PreaidenoieB  are  repreaontod 
in  that  Council  ? 

The  under  8E0EETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
Yea. 

DURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow.  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  principal  person 
connected  with  the  syndicate  formed  by 
Mr.  Streeter,  junior,  to  provide  capital 
to  work  the  Buby  Minen,  was  recently 
prosecuted  by  the  Crown  under  a 
oriminal  indictment ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  T*ill  take  care 
that  Indian  officials  grant  contracts  or 
permits  only  to  persona  of  good  cha- 
racter and  repute  ? 

The  UNDER  SEOEETAET  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
No.  But  I  have  been  informed  that  a 
Ur.  Baird,  who  was  prosecuted  for  an 
offence  against  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act  and  aoqnitted,  had  formerly  a  small 
interest  in  tae  venture.  My  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  is,  Yea. 

EaYPT-DEPARTTTRE    OF  SIR  HENRY 

DRUUMOND  WOLFF— AHMED  MODK- 

TAR  PASHA. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suefolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AEfairs,  Why  it  is  that,  not- 
withstanding the  departure  of  Sir  Houry 
Drummond  Wolff  from  Egypt,  Ahmed 
Mouktar  Pasha  stilt  remains;  what  is 
his  present  official  poaitton;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  intention  that  he  shall 
remain  in  Egypt  either  as  permanent 
Imperial  Commissionerof  the  Sultan,  oi 
in  somo  other  capacity ;  and,  if  not,  how 
soon  he  may  be  expected  to  leave  f 

Thb  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbrousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Ghazi  Ahmed  Mouktar 
Pasha  is  a  high  officer  of  the  Sultan, 
and  IB  not  ia  any  way  employed  by  the 
Government  of  Egypt.  It  rests  with  the 
Sultan  to   recall  him  at  his  pleasure; 
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and,  as  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  aware,  this  has  not  yet  been  done. 

Ma.  F.  8,  STEVENSON  :  Is  there 
any  truth  in  the  rumour  that  Mouktar 
Fosha  is  to  leave  Alexandria  within  the 
next  few  days  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  have 
not  heard  the  report. 

SiB  WILFBID  LAWaON  (Cumber- 
land. Cockermouth) :  Any  news  about 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  to-day? 

[No  reply.] 

EGYPT-THE  GREAT   DEPRE.SSION  IS 

THB    DESERT— THE    LAKE    M0EHI8 

SCHEME. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afi'airs,  Whether  a  Beport  has  been 
received,  made  by  Major  Western,  B.E., 
to  Sir  C.  0.  Scott-Monerieff.  E.E.,  C.B., 
K.C.M.Q.,ofthe  Egyptian  Public  Works 
Department,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  a 
depression  has  been  shown  to  eiist  in 
the  Desert  to  the  south-west  of  Cairo, 
which  would  probably  contain  30,000 
million  cubic  metres  of  Nile  water,  with 
a  surface  of  about  400  square  miles,  and 
which,  it  is  said,  could  bo  utilized  to 
store  Nile  water,  so  as  to  ultimately 
redeem  an  area  of  2,300.000  acres  of 
land  in  Lower  Egypt ;  whether  this  is 
the  Lake  Mooris  scheme,  with  which  the 
name  of  Mr.  Cope  Whitehouae  has  been 
connected  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Report,  together  with  a  map,  if  any 
exists,  and  any  observations  made  by 
any  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service, 
tending  to  show  the  value  of  the  project? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  Fbuodbsoh)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Report  in  question 
has  not  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  would  naturally  be 
made  to  the  Government  of  Egypt,  and 
considered  by  them.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
Cope  Whitehouse  has  taken  a  deop  and 
long-continued  intorest  in  the  scheme  of 
filling  Lake  Moeris  or  Wady  Ratan  for 
the  irrigation  of  Uppor  Egypt.  We  are 
not  in  possession  of  Beporte  on  tho 
subject  from  oE&cers  of  Her  Majesty's 
Service.  I  have  seen  the  Report  of 
Major  Western,  and  a  map  of  the 
locality,  but  unofficially ;  and  they  could 
not  be  presented  to  Parliament  until 
they  have  been  considered  by  the  Go- 
remmont  of  Egypt. 
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METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FUND— THE 
JUBILEE  MEDAL. 

Mb.  PICKEE8GILL(Bethnaiareen, 
S.W.)  aaked  the  SecreUry  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Fund  ia  composed 
parti;  of  public  taxes  and  parti;  of 
Metropolitan  rates,  and  by  nhat  au- 
thority he  is  taking  a  portion  of  that 
fund  to  buy  14,000  Jubilee  medals ;  and, 
vhctber  he  can  now  state  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  medals  ? 

Tub  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattbbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes,  Sir. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  Fund  is  made 
up  in  the  manner  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  medals  are  given  in  ecknowledg- 
ment  of  extraordinary  exertions  of  the 

folice,  and  their  cost  is  a  charge  which, 
am  advised,  I  have  power,  under 
10  Geo.  IV.  c.  24,  s.  12,  to  direct  to  be 
borne  by  the  Metropolitan  Police  Fund. 
The  cost  of  the  medals  has  not  yet  been 
settled. 

Hr.  PICKEBSaiLL  further  asked 
the  estimated  cost  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  replied,  that  he 
had  had  estimates  submitted  to  him  by 
an  officer  of  the  Mint  for  a  certain  class 
of  medal,  and  the  medal  had  been  for- 
warded lo  the  Chief  Commissioner  for 
his  approval,  which  had  not  yet  been 
obtained.  The  preliminary  estimate  was 
£83  per  1,000  medals. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  —  REWARDS 
FOR  EXTRA  .SERVICE  ON  JUBI- 
LEE DAT— POST  OFFICE  —  TELE- 
GRAPHISTS. 

Mb.  FICKEBSaiLL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Gteneral, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Metro- 

folitan  Police,  for  their  services  on 
ubilee  Day,  are  to  receive  one  day's 
extra  pay  and  three  days'  extra  leave ; 
and,  whether,  in  fiace  of  this  fact,  he  will 
make  some  special  acknowledgment, 
either  in  money  or  grant  of  leave,  of  the 
services  of  the  telegraphists  who  were 
required  for  the  public  convenience  to 
remain  on  duty  during  that  day  t 

The  POSTM.\STEli  GENERAL  (Mr. 
SAtKBs)  (Cambridge  University)  :  I 
have  heard  that  the  Metropolitan  Police 
are  to  receive  extra  pay  and  leave  for 
their  services  on  Jubilee  Day.  As  I 
before  stated,  the  question  of  giving 
extra  pay  or  leave  lo  the  tel^raphisls, 
who  were  employed  on  Jubilee  Day  as 


on  other  week  days,  has  been  considered 
by  the  Government ;  but  it  was  not  con- 
sidered that  their  employment  on  that 
day  justified  any  such  special  acknow- 
ledgment as  that  suggested  by  the  bon. 
Member. 

ARIUNGEMENTS  OF    THIS    UOUSE  — 
THE     LIBRARY  —  CO  Mil  UN  I  CATION 
WITH     THE     HO0SE  —  THE     READ- 
ING   ROOM  —  ESCLDSION    OF    THE 
"  UNITED  IRELAND." 
Mr.   EADCUFFE  COOKE    (Now- 
ington,    W.)    asked    the    First     Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  give  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment engaged  in  study  in  tho  Library 
of  the  House  of  Commons  facilities   for 
learning   the  course  and    progress    of 
Business  and   Debates  in   this    House 
equal  to  those  enjoyed  by  their  fellow- 
subjects  in  other  parts  of  the  Empire  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Futhkkt)  (Dublin  University) :  I  quite 
agree  that  it  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience for  Members  engaged  in  study 
in  the  Library — [An  hon.  Member  : 
And  tho  Smoking  Koom.] — and  also  in 
the  onerous  duties  of  the  Smoking  Boom, 
if  they  had  constant  communication  of 
what  was  going  on  in  the  House.  I 
think  seriously  it  would  save  time ;  and 
I  have  matured  an  excellent  plan,  which 
I  am  prepared  to  carry  out  whenever  I 
can  persuade  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  give  me 
the  money. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  answer 

to  the  First  Commissioner ofWorks 

[Cn«D/"  Order!"] 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE:  What 
would  be  the  cost  of  the  plan  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
an  extravagant  cost— £500  the  first  year, 
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The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  'WeBtminBtet)  :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  (gentleman,  I  maj 
flay  that  the Seijeaat-at-ArmB  will  make 
arranf^ments  for  the  paper  to  bo  taken 
in,  if  he  should  understand  it  to  bo  tho 
ineneral  wish  of  the  Members  of  tho 
House  that  ho  should  do  so. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  aebed,  why  there  were  so  few  copies 
of  Tha  Pall  Mall  Oatettt? 

Ub.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  vas  not 
in  his  power  to  give  an  answer  to  a 
Question  like  that.  It  was  a  matter  of 
detail,  and  hon.  Members  had  the  op- 
portunity of  representing;  their  views  to 
the  proper  officials  of  the  House. 

Da.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked,  how 
was  the  general  sense  of  Members  on 
the  question  to  be  ascertained  7 

[No  reply.] 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE 
OATHS  BILL. 
Mr.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
"Whether,  in  view  of  what  happened  in 
the  House  on  the  9th  of  May,  be  will 
allow  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Oaths  Bill  to  be 
taken  before  midnight? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTii)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that,  owing  to  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business,  I  am  unable  to 
comply  with  the  hon.  Member's  sugges- 
tion and  request.  It  ia  intended,  if  we 
are  able  to  suspend  the  Government 
Business  in  sufBciont  time,  to  tahe  the 
Truck  Bill  tonight. 

Mr.  BRADLATTOH  said,  that,  while 
lie  admitted  the  Truck  Bill  was  of  wider 
importance,  he  would  ask  whether,  in 
view  of  what  took  place  when  the  Oaths 
Bill  was  under  debate  before,  the  Oo- 
Teroment  did  not  think  he  had  some 
claim  for  facilities  being  afforded  him 
for  getting  the  decision  of  the  House  on 
that  Bill  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 

think  the  hon.  Qentleman  could  com- 

-lain  of  any  want  of  disposition  on  the 

t  of  the  Qovemment  to  alford  him 

'''Ml  for   the  consideration  of  the 

in  which  he  took  an  interest ; 

~<raid  he  could  enter  into 

with  respect  to  that 


RULES  OF  DEBATE-SCOTCH 
QUESTIONS. 

Mk.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury, 
in  regard  to  Scotch  Questions,  To  whom 
Members  may  address  inqnirioa  or  Ques- 
tions in  this  House,  in  order  to  receive 
answers  with  the  authority  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Lord  Advocate  is  the  Member  of  tho 
Government  who  answers  generally  all 
Scotch  Questions  which  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Government ;  and  if  from  any 
cause  the  I^ord  Advocate  feels  himself 
unable  to  answer  a  Question  of  im- 
portance, it  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  ia  the  responsible  officsr, 
superior  to  the  Lord  Advocate,  for  any 
Scotch  Questions  which  may  bo  raised 
in  this  House. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT;  Will  the  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  exercise  some  dis- 
cretion ? 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  the  powers  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  were,  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
vested  in  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and 
could  not  be  delegated  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, or  to  the  Home  Secretary,  or  any 
Other  officer  of  the  Government  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked,  whether  the  Home 
Secretary  had  any  official  authority  over 
the  Lord  Advocate  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  must  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  consult  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  the  Office  of  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  constituted.  But  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  very  well  aware  that  in 
the  arrangements  of  the  Government 
one  officer  or  another  undertakes  special 
duties ;  and  naturally  it  falls  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  on  any  Qnestion 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  cannot  answer, 
to  deal  with  that  Question. 

Mr.  a.  L.  BHOWN  (Hawiok,  &o.) ; 
Who  is  the  responsible  Minister,  when 
the  Lord  Advocate  states  it  is  not  his 
province  to  answer  a  particular  Ques- 
tion P 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  Bt. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  did  not  say 
anything  of  the  kind. 
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Me.  SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mh.  ANDERSON  asked  tlie  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  the  Bill 
promised  in  the  Qaeen's  Speech  relating 
to  the  Office  of  Secretary  for  Scotland 
was  ever  to  b»  introduced  ;  and  whether 
the  Qovemment  woutd  poatpoae  the 
Tote  for  the  Salary  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  until  that  measure  had  been 
introduced,  and  the  Houae  knew  what 
the  duties  of  that  OGFice  were  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  duties  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  are  expressed 
in  tbo  Act  which  exists.  I  have  every 
teaaon  to  believo  that  the  Bill  will  be 
introduced ;  but  I  am  not  able  to  give 
the  iindertaking  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aaka  me  to  give,  unless  it  is  his  desire 
that  the  OIGce  of  Secretary  for  Scotland 
shall  altofrether  be  abolished. 

Mr.  BDOHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  he  will  not  recon- 
dder  what  he  has  said,  in  reply  to  the 
Question  about  referring  Scotch  Ques- 
tions to  the  Secretary  for  Scollaud ; 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  cause 
for  the  Scotch  Secretary  Act  was  not 
this — namely,  the  confusion  which  had 
arisen  owing  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
Scotch  business  in  the  Home  Office ; 
whether  in  that  Act  all  the  Scotch 
powers  vested  in  the  Home  Secretary, 
except  law  and  justice,  were  transferred 
to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland ;  whether 
he  has  not  promised,  under  the  new 
Bill,  that  these  powers  will  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland; 
and  whether  all  those  permanent  oiRcials 
in  the  Home  Office  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  Scotch  business  have  not  been 
transferred  to  the  Scotch  Office ;  and 
that,  therefore,  the  Home  Secretary  is 
hardly  likely  to  be  able  to  give  a  satis- 
factory answer  to  Scotch  Questions  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  do  not  ques- 
tion a  single  word  of  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  indicate  that  ordinary  Questions  on 
Scotch  business  would  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Home  Secretary.  But  I  understand 
the  contention  to  have  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  the  particular  Question  ad- 
dressed to  the  Lord  Advocate  was  a 
Question  which  it  was  not  fitting  for 
the  Lord  Advocate,  as  a  subordinate  in 
the  Scotch  Office,  to  reply  to,  and  only 
such  Questions  which  might  be  addressed 
to  the  Government,  as  superior  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  would  bo  deslt 


with  by  the  Soerotary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  who,  having  regard 
to  the  position  he  holds  in  the  Govern- 
ment, would  be  the  proper  person  to 
reply  to  euoh  Questions. 

PAELIAMENTAKT  ELECTIONS— 

TRINITT  COLLEGE,  DUBLIN  — VOTES 

OP  THE  IRISH  JUDGES. 

ME.MAaNEILL(Donegal,  S.)asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
speech  delivered  in  Trinity  College,  on 
Tuesday,  I2th  July,  at  the  declaration 
of  the  poll,  by  the  Hon.  Richard  Alan 
Parsons,  the  defeated  candidate,  in 
which  the  following  passage  occurs: — 

"The  inflaencea  brought  agaiDat  me  vers 
very  remarkablu.  Uj  opponent  wns  proposed 
by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Representatives  ia 
this  country.  A  remarkable  number  o(  tho 
Judges  have  recorded  their  votei,  Bud  their 
namifS  have  been  published  in  the  papers  ;  '' 
was  Mr.  Serjeant  Madden's  candidature 
supported  by  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  of  which  publio 
use  was  made;  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ment of  Lord  Fitzgerald,  on  the  21st 
August,  1863:— 

"That  he  was  on  tho  (Irish}  Bench  for  20 
years,  and  in  consequence  of  a  resolntion  made 
by  all  the  Irish  Judges  ho  had  during  that 
period  DBTcr  vot«d." — [Bantard,  3rd  Scries, 
voL  283.  p.  U53)  ; 

was  that  resolution  ever  rescinded ;  and, 
if  so,  when;  and,  would  he  have  any 
objection  to  lay  a  copy  of  that  resolu- 
tion, with  its  subsequent  modifications, 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suirn)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  My 
only  acquaintance  with  the  speech  re- 
ferred to  is  derived  from  the  quotation 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  the 
aoouraoy  of  which  I  do  not  dispute.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  informs  me  that,  in 
offering  the  post  of  Third  Serjeant  at - 
Law  to  Mr.  Madden,  he  expressed  in 
his  letter  his  recognition  of  the  learned 
gentleman's  distinction  at  the  Irish  Bar, 
and  bis  sense  of  the  value  of  the  as- 
sistance he  might  render  iu  the  House 
of  Commons  should  he  be  returned  to 
Parliament.  I  am  not  aware  that  this 
letter  was  published  ;  but  it  was  not 
private,  and  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  its  being  referred  to  by  Serjeant 
Madden  and  his  friends.  I  have  seen 
tho  passage  in  Ilantari  referred  to.    I 
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know  nothing  of  the  reBolution 
tioned ;  but  I  understand  that  Judgoa 
havo  aJwaja  voted  at  Unireraitj  elec- 
tions in  Xreland  as  they  do  in  England. 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
at  the  last  election  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity both  candidates  were  of  tho 
game  political  views. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  TEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  HEIQN  — NAVAL 
REVIEW  AT  SPITHEAD. 
Me.   F.  8.   STEVENSON    (Suffolk; 
Eye)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty,  Whether  it  was  possible    to 
make  any  provision  to  enable  Members 
of  former  Parliaments  to  witness  the 
forthcoming  Naval  Beview  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Lord  George 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  look  former  Par- 
liaments to  mean  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
number  of  persons  not  at  present  con- 
nected with  public  establishments  who 
imagined  they  had  a  claim  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  Naval  Review  was  very 
large,  and  taxed  the  resources  of  tho 
Admiralty  in  providing  accommodation 
for  them.  If  the  door  were  opened 
which  tbe  hon.  Member  suggested,  the 
Admiralty  would  be  compelled  to  go 
outside  their  Department  and  charter 
steamers  at  a  considerable  cost  to  the 
public  purse ;  and,  therefore,  ho  did  not 
see  his  way  to  entertain  the  proposal. 

SUPPLY— THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

The  first  LOED  or  tbb  ADMI- 
EALTTf  (Lord  Gkorob  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  said,  he  thought 
that  it  might  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  he  were  to  mention  that 
the  Navy  Estimates  would  be  taken  oa 
Mouday;  and  as  there  would  probably 
be  considerable  discussLon  on  the  Bhip- 
building  policy  of  the  Admiralty,  he 
okyard 
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said,  that  he  was  unable  to  state  when 
those  Estimates  would  be  taken  ;  but  he 
was  afraid  that  they  would  have  to  wait 
for  the  Committea  on  the  Irish  Land 
Law  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) 
asked,  whether  tbe  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  take  steps  to  expedite 
the  printing  of  the  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  in  time  for  the  disouasion  on 
the  Estimates? 

Mr.  HANBDRT  (Preston)  asked, 
when  the  Indes  to  tbe  proceedings  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Warlike 
Stores  would  bo  ready? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  he 
was  unable  to  give  an  answer  to  the 
latter  Questioii  without  Notice ;  but  he 
would  make  inquiries.  .  With  regard  to 
the  other  matter,  he  had  to  say  that  the 
Government  were  most  desirous  that  the 
Evidenc'e  should  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  as  early  as  possible ;  but,  as 
hon.  Members  were  aware,  the  printing 
was  carried  out  under  tho  orders  of  the 
authorities  of  the  House. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE— MORNIXQ 
SITTINGS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
iuquired,  Whether  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  anticipated  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  take  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday  in  next  week  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Not  on 
Monday  certainly ;    and  I  cannot  say 

oything    about  Tuesday  at    present. 

Sufficient  for  the  day " 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  RE. 

VENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Supply — cotmdtred  in  Committee. 

^    (In  the  Committee.) 

FUBTHEB  TOTE   OK  ACCOUKT. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
losed, 

"  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
.11,886,100,  bfl  grttnt«d  to  Her  M^esty,  on 
account,  for  or  tovards  defrafing  tha  Charge 
for  the  following  Civil  Seryices  and  Revenua 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st, 
day  of  March  1888,  vix.  i— 
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CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I, — Pubuo  Woeks  and 

BuiLonroB. 

Oreat  BriUio  :  i 

DiatDrnpiked  nod  Main  Boads  (Eng- 
land and  W&les)              . .  . .     fiO,D00 
Dutnmpiked  Boada  (Scotland)  . .     £,000 

Ireland:  — 
Pablio  Boildingi   .,  ,,  ..     20,000 

Class  II. — Salaries  asd  Expenses  of 
Oivii,  Depabtmentb. 


0,000 
5,000 


HoDM  of  Commons,  Office! 
Treamrj,     inclnding    Parliamentary 

Counsel 
Home  OiBca  and  Subordinate  Depart< 

Foreign  Office 
Colonia'  "«-" 
Privy  I 

pftttmenta 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade 

Charity  Commioaion  (including  En- 
dowed Schools  Department) 

Civil  Service  CommiBsion    . . 

EKchequer  and  Audit  Departraent 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

I^nd  Commission  for  England 

Local  Oovemment  Board    .. 

Luoaoy  Commiadon 

Mint  [iDcludiog  Coinage)     . . 

National  Debt  Office 

Patent  Office 

Paymaster  General's  Office 

pDblio  Works  Loan  Commission 

Beoord  Office 

Bagistrar  Oeneral'a  Office   . . 

Stationery  Office  and  Printiae 

Woods,  Forests,  4c.  Office  of 

Works  and  PubUo  Bnildings,  Office  of 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  GrantinAid 

8«cret  Service 

Scotland : — 
Secretary  for  Scotland        . .  , , 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices  .. 

Fishery  Board 
Lonacy  CommisBion 
Begistrar  Oeneral's  Office   . . 
Board  of  Superriaion 

Ireland : — 
Lord  Identenant'B  Household 
Chief  Secretary's  Office 
Charitable    Donations   and    Bequests 

Office    .. 
Local  Oovernment  Board    . . 
Public  Works  Office 
Becord  Office 

Benstrar  General's  Office  .. 
ValDatlon  and  Boundary  Surrey 


2,000 
15,000 
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Class  III.— Law  a\d  JcsricE. 

England :—  £ 

Law  Charges         ..            ..            ..  6,000 

Criminal  Prosecutions          . .             ■ .  5,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature             ..  30,000 

Wreck  Commission             . .           •  •  500 

County  Courts       ..             ..             ..  20,000 

Land  Kegistry    '  . .             . .             . .  500 

TieviMng  Barristers,  England             ..  -      - 

Police  Courts  [London  and  Sheemets)  2, 000 

Metropolitan  Police              ..             ..  50,000 

Spedal  Police         ..             ..             ..  7,oro 

County  and  Borough  Police,    Great 

Britain                ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies   ..  80,000 
Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain     . .            . .           , .  10,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  4,000 

Scotland : — 
Lord    Advocate   and   Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings 


Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  . , 
Itegister  House  Departments 
Crofters  CoDimission 
Police,    Counties  and   Burghs  (Soot- 
land)    

Prisons,  Scotland  . .  . . 

Ireland : — 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Proaocn- 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Court  of  Bankruptcy 

Admiralty  Court  Registry   . . 

Registry  of  Deeds 

Hegistry  of  Judgments 

Land  CommisBion  . . 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . . 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courta)    . . 
Constabulary  . .  , , 

Prisons,  Ireland     •■ 
Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 


5,000 
5,0O0 
3,000 


20,000 
120,000 
20,000 
5,000 
1,000 


Glass  IV. — Eddoatioh,  Soiknoe, 

AND  AbT. 


Public  Bducation  .. 
Science  and  Art  Department              .. 
BritJBh  Museum     ..             .. 
National  Gallery   . ._ 
National  Portrait  Gallery    . . 
Learned  Societies,  &c. 
London  Cni  vend  ty               ..             ., 
University  Colleges,  Wales 
Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Be- 
port) 

Scotland : — 
Public  Education  .. 
Universities,  &o.    . . 
National  O^ery   . .  

Ireland:— 

Public  EducatioD  . .  . .  . . 

Teachers'  Pensian  Office      . . 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  . . 


600,000 
40,000 
20,000 
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Natiooftl  GallOTf   ..  ..  SO 

Qaeen'i  Colleget   ..  ..  ■■        1,00 

Soytl  IrUh  Aeademy  ■  ■  ■  •         20 

Gi^as  Y. — FoBEiaN  ahd  Colonial 

8  EB  VICES. 
Di[iloinfttio  Services  . . 

CohbuIbt  BervicM  . . 
Slave  Trade  Services 
Buex  Canal  (British  Directors) 
ColoDJes,  Grants  in  Aid 
South  Africa  aad  St,  Helena 
Subsidies  to  Tulsgrapli  Companies 
Cjfrai,  Onmt  in  Aid         . . 

Class  VI. — Non-Effectivb  akd 
Chabitable  Sbb vices. 
SuperaiiD nation  and  Ketired   Allow- 


Morchant  Seamen's   Fund   Pensions, 


20,0(1 


4e 4,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England  . .  . .  1 0,000 
Panper  LomtUcs,  Scotland  . .             . .      20,000 

Pauper  LunaticB,  Ireland 

Hospitals  and  tnQrmariee,  Ireland  ..  1,000 
8a.rngs  Banks  and  Friendly  Societiea 

DBfldency           60,000 

Clabs  VII.— Mibcellarbodb. 
Adelaide  Exhibition,  1887   .. 

Total  for  Civil  Serrioea                £1,635,100 

Betshiib  Dipabtuehts. 

Onitoma 100,000 

Inland  Beranne 160,000 

Total  tor  Bevenne  Departments    £260,000 

Grand  ToUl    ..            £1,SS6,100 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.) :  I  wist 
to'take  this  opportuoitv  of  calling  atten- 
tioa  on  this  Vote  to  the  present  position 
of  the  Special  Mission  of  Sir  H. 
DrummoDd  Wolff  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  negotiations  have  been  mani* 
pulated  by  Her  Uajesty's  Goverament. 
I  do  not  propose  to  diKUBS  the  Conven- 
tion which  IS  not  before  us,  and  with 
regard  to  which  I  may  say  that  it  seems 
doubtful  if  it  vill  ever  be  signed. 

The  under  SEORETABY  ov 
STATE  TOR  FOKEIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jahes  Feroosson)  (Uanchester,  N.E.) : 
I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  it  is  not  contemplated  to  take  any 
money  on  account  of.  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff's  Mission. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  wish  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  told  me  that  yesterday. 

VOL.  OOOXVU.    [thibd  suus.^ 


Sir  JAMES  FERG0SSON :  I  said 
it  was  impossible  then  to  say  what  money 
would  he  required.  I  have  since  found 
that  no  money  will  bo  asked  for  under 
this  head,  and  therefore  I  doubt  if  it  is 
in  Order  to  discuss  the  Mission  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff 

Mb.  BRYCE :  I  should  think  it  is 
competent  to  uie  to  make  some  observa- 
tionson  thissuhject,  inasmuch  as  money 
will  betaken  under  this  Vote  on  account 
of  the  Foreign  OfGoo ;  and  I  shall  there- 
fore proceed  unless  the  Chairman  thinks 
I  am  out  of  order.  On  tbe  7th  of  March 
last,  we  had  a  debate  on  the  subject  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission,  when 
a  Motion  was  made  to  reduce  the  Esti- 
mate for  the  Mission.  On  that  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Sir  J.  Fer< 
ffueson)  made  a  spoach  on  the  Mission  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  and  on  the 
Convention;  ho  dilated  much  on  the 
latter,  and  upon  the  favourable  pros- 
pects held  out  by  the  negotiations  of 
the  speedy  conclusion  of  the  Mission, 
and  he  deprecated  any  iDterruption  of 
the  proceedings  by  an  adverse  vote  of 
the  Committee.  The  Vote  for  Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolS's  Mission  was  there- 
upon carried  by  a  considerable  majorify, 
and  some  of  us  withdrew  our  oppo* 
sition  upon  the  streagthof  the  statement 
made  by  the  Foreign  Office  through 
the  mouth  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
It  is  now  four  months  since  the  protpeot 
was  held  out  of  a  very  speedy  con- 
clusion of  this  extremely  costly  Mission 
During  that  time  the  Mission  has  con- 
tinued, and  I  must  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  particularly  thoseon  this  Bench,  have 
abstained  in  an  unusual  way  from  put- 
ting any  pressure  on  the  Qovernnient  to 
disclose  what  has  been  passing,  and 
from  doing  anything  that  could,  in  any 
way,  interfere  with  their  endeavours  to 
bring  the  negotiations  to  a  successful 
issue.  We  have  had  no  great  faith  in 
the  Convention,  and  never  expected  a 
great  result  from  it ;  but  we  thought  that 
we  ought  not  to  spoil  the  chance  of  the 
Qovernment  after  the  expense  that  had 
been  incurred  ;  we  knew  that  they  wer« 
making  arrangements  for  the  speedier 
evacuation  of  Egypt,  we  were  glad  to  aeo 
the  evidence  of  a  better  mind  on  that  sub- 
ject, and  therefore  we  did  not  interfere. 
We  carried  this  so  far  that  when  10  days 
ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)moved  the  adjourn- 
meat  of  the  House,  we  diasnoded  him 
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from  pressing  that  Motion,  and  even 
voted  against  it,  ao  deairous  were  we  not 
to  ioterfere  with  whatever  chance  of  suc- 
cess atill  remained  for  the  Qovemmont. 
But  what  result  is  there  to  show  for  the 
large  Bum  of  money  apent  through  these 
yeara,  and  vhatbecomeaof  the  eanguine 
hopes  held  outbymyrighthon.  Friend? 
I  never  could  understand  why  the  Gh>- 
vemment  were  not  content  to  employ  the 
unequalled  knowledge  and  skill  of  their 
representatives  in  Egypt  and  Constanti- 
nople. Can  it  be  supposed  that  Sir  H. 
T>rummond  WolET  had  more  knowledge 
of  the  Eastern  Uuestion  in  all  its  aspects, 
or  was  better  able  to  deal  with  Orientals 
than  Sir  William  White  ?  The  result  ia 
just  what  we  expected.  Sir  11.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  who  was  to  show  so  much 
more  aptitude  than  our  Ambassador,  and 
who  apparently  was  to  have  supplemented 
and  improved  what  couldhave been  said 
by  the  mouth  of  Sir  William  White, 
does  not  eeem  to  have  reached  any  sub- 
etantinl  result,  and  so  far  as  the  facts 
have  leaked  out,  I  cannot  find  anything 
which  showa  apecial  knowledge  on  bis 
part,  and  which  might  not  have  been 
eqnalty  well,  or  better,  negotiated  by  Sir 
William  White.  So  much  for  the  result 
of  the  Mission.  But  I  have  something 
more  to  say  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  have  managed  the  Mission 
and  with  regard  to  what  has  taken 
place  during  the  last  three  or  four 
weeks.  It  is  now  many  weeks  since  the 
Sultan  gave  directions  to  his  Ministers 
to  sign  ttaeConvention.and  it  isnow  three 
weeks  nearly  from  the  day  fixed  for  its 
ratificatioD.  It  was  then  finally  fixed 
for  Friday,  the  8th  of  July — that  was  the 
last  day  to  be  given  for  the  ratification, 
after  which  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
was  forthwith  to  leave  Constantinople. 
There  has  been  another  postponement, 
and  we  are  unable  to  learn  from  the 
Government  what  is  the  precise  portion 
of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff— whether 
he  has  or  not  absolute  orders  to  leave 
Constantinople,  or  whether  subsequent 
steps  will  be  taken.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  have  now  any  security  that, 
although  it  was  communicated  to  us  that 
be  would  leave  this  week,  there  maynot 
be  some  further  postponement  to  next 
week.  I  take  it  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  silence  that  the  Convention  ia 
not  yet  ratified;  but  although  I  hope, 
from  the  language  lately  used  by  the 
Government,  that  there  will  not  be  a 
Mr.Brytt 


postponement  after  this  week,  still  we 
have  not  obtained  any  security  to  that 
effect.     Now,  I  cannot  think  there  can 
be  a  position  more  humiliating'    than 
that  in  which  the  country  is   placed. 
Here  is  a  Convention  which  has  been 
the  outcome  of  the  Mission  that  has  cost 
a  large  sum  of  money,  extended  over  a 
period  of  two  years,  and  the  importance 
of  which  is  expressed  by  the  fact   that 
our  Special  Envoy  undertook  work:  tfaat 
was  thought  to  be  too  diCScult  for  Ber 
Majesty's  Kepreeentativea  in  Egypt  and 
Constantinople  to  perform.     This    Con- 
vention would  seem  to  be  more  in  favoar 
of  the  Sultan  than  of  this  country,  and  it 
is  certain  to  give  us  no  further  rights  and 
advantBges  than  thoee  which  we  at  pre- 
sent enjoy.     It  involves,   at  least,    one 
danger  to  which  Egypt  ie  not  now  ex- 
posed. Now,  under  these  circnmstances, 
is  it  right  that  we   should    stand     iu 
this  position,  waiting  on  the  pleasure  of 
the  Turkish  Qovemment,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  the  person  of 
Her  Eavoy,  should  be  standing  under 
a  window   serenading  the  Sultan,  and 
waiting  for  him  to  come  forward   and 
graciously  amile  on  us  ?  I  am  astonished 
at  the  ignorance  of  Oriental  methods,  at 
the  want  of  sense  and  tact,  and  the 
absence  of  appreciation  of  what  ia  dne 
to  the  credit  and  honour  of  this  country, 
which  the  Government  have  shown  by 
allowing  these  negotiations  to  proceed 
in  the  manner  I  have  described.    What, 
then,   has  resulted  from  employing    a 
Special  Envoy?    Just  this.     That  you 
have  been  landed  in  a  difficulty  which 
could  not  have  arisen  had  you  negotiated 
through  our  Ambasaador,  because,  being 
permanenUy  stationed  at  Constantinople 
he  would  have  simply  fixed  a  day  for 
ratification,  and,  if  he  had  extended  the 
time,  would,   anyhow,  not  have  been 
kept  hanging  on  from  week  to  week, 
with  his  trun^  half  packed,  uncertain 
whether  to  go  or  stay.     We  used  to 
bear  of  the  duty  of  this  country  to  main- 
tain a  spirited  foreign  policy,  and  we  on 
these  Henohea,    have   been    sometimes 
taunted  with  not  showing  a  proper  sense 
of  what  was  due  to  the  dignity  of  the 
country.    I  do  not  think,  however,  that 
any  Foreign  Minister — certainly  not 
Lord  Granville,  or  T^^^Bosebery,  and 
I  will  even  say,  ii< 
has  ever  placed) 
creditable,  and  | 
aa   that  in  whi 
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by  Her  Afajesty's  Gorerament.  I  at- 
tach no  great  importance  to  the  qiies- 
tioQ  vhether  tlie  Oonrentton  is  ratified 
or  not;  but  what  I  do  oare  about 
is  that  these  undigniGed  proceedings 
shouid  cease,  that  Sir  H.  Dnimmoad 
Wolff  should  returQ,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  undertake 
that  they  will  not,  in  future,  expose  us 
to  further  slights. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.):  I  think  when  last  a  con- 
versation was  sprung  upon  us  on  this 
subject,  that  wo  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  terms  of  the  Oonveation ;  but  we 
have  since  had  the  main  features  of  it 
from  the  Prime  Minister.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  from 
the  Front  Bench  did  so  as  if,  having 
paid  the  money,  we  ought  to  get  a 
Convention  after  all.  My  feeling,  bow- 
ever,  IB  that  we  should  not  throw 
good  money  after  bad;  we  may  have 
thrown  away  good  money,  but  rather 
than  have  a  bad  Convention  I  would 
rather  have  none  at  nil.  I  supported, 
or  rather  declined  actively  to  oppose,  the 
Mission  of  8ir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff, 
because  I  supposed  that  he  was  a 
sensible  and  well-meaning  man,  and 
that  his  views  on  Oriental  questions 
were  not  altogether  bad,  and  because  it 
was  understood  that  he  went  to  Egypt 
to  make  such  military  arrangements  as 
would  enable  ua  to  withdraw  our  troops 
&om  that  country ;  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  this  Convention  tends  in  any 
way  to  that  effect.  I  altogether  fail  to 
see  that  it  has  any  effect  of  the  kind. 
We  are  pledged  to  the  eyes  to  withdraw 
from  Egypt  as  soon  as  law  and  order  are 
restored  there ;  whereas,  as  I  under- 
stand from  the  Prime  Minister  regarding 
the  Convention,  we  are,  under  no  cir- 
oumetoncee,  to  be  called  upon  to  retire 
for  three  years.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Convention  tends  to  give  us  the  term  of 
three  years,  whether  law  and  order  are 
restored  or  not,  during  which  we  are  to 
remain  in  Egypt ;  and,  therefore,  I  think 
there  is  no  advantage  to  be  derived  from 
the  Convention.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  denied  that  the 
terms  of  the  Convention  seem  to  mean  a 
permanent  Protectorate,  with  all  the  ohli 
gations  and  risks  that  are  inseparable 
Tfirefrom.  Under  the  Convention  in 
')  of  disturbance  in  Egypt,  or  of  any 
■mgr  to  fulfil  national  obligations,  I 
■■B  are  permitted,  or  practically  | 
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order  and  law,  a  task  which  in  my 
opinion  would  be  an  onerous  one  and 
involve  great  complication  and  difficulty 
with  other  Powers.  There  was  one 
phrase  used  by  the  Prime  Minister  which 
gave  me  a  special  dread  of  this  Conven- 
tion— we  were  "to  return  to  Egypt 
to  fulfil  international  obligations." 
What  are  they?  I  am  afraid  it  may  be 
held  that  the  arrangement  under  which 
the  debts  of  Egypt  are  paid  is  of  the 
nature  of  international  obligation,  and 
that  under  the  guise  of  international  ob- 
ligation we  are  undertaking  to  see  that 
the  bondholders  are  paid.  I  hope  the  Oo- 
vornmeut  will  distinctly  inform  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  is  not  one  of  the  inter- 
national obligations  at  which  the  Con- 
vention, according  to  the  language  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  is  aimed.  The 
first  result  of  making  this  Convention 
would  be  the  permanent  alienation  of 
France,  and  the  giving  to  Russia  an 
opportunity  of  backing  up  Frauce  in 
order  that  the  two  Powers  might  bo  dis- 
agreeable to  us,  and  extort  concessions 
from  us  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 
That  is  what  1  fear  from  a  Convention 
of  this  kind,  and  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  strong  irritation 
on  the  part  of  France  for  some  time  past, 
my  strong  advice  is,  that  although  we 
have  spent  a  lai^e  sum  of  money  on  this 
Mission,  we  should  not  try  to  get  any- 
thing further,  hut  bring  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  away  at  once  from  Con- 
stantiuople.  It  bas  been  stated  in  the 
newspapers  that  the  Sultan  was  going 
to  get  something  in  a  pecuniary  way  by 
the  Conveution.  There  has  been  no 
clear  answer  on  that  point,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  is  no  snake  in  the 
grass  of  that  sort  in  this  oase,  because 
my  experience  is  that  Orientals  never 
give  away  anything  without  getting 
something  in  return;  it  is  possible, 
therefore,  that  the  Turkish  Ministers 
and  officials  in  constructing  this  Con- 
vention have  got  some  advantage  by 
it,  and  that  perhaps  there  has  been 
some  way  arranged  in  which  the  Sultan 
will  be  able  to  get  a  new  loan,  and  in 
that  way  lay  an  additional  burden  on  the 
people  of  Egypt. 

SibJAMESTERGUSSON:  I  hardly 

understand  what   the  hon.   Gentleman 

the  late  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affairs  (Mr.  Bryce)  intended  to  gain  by 

_,    a  discussion  of  this  question  to-day.     I 

ideitokethe  tuk  o)  restoring  1  acknowledge  most  sincerely  that  my  hon. 
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Friend  and  tho  Opposilion  generallj 
have  bobaved  nith  great  reticence  during 
tbe  coarse  of  tlie  protracted  ne^tiations 
xrhleh  have  taken  place  at  Constan- 
tinople. They  have  not  pressed  the  Go- 
vemment,  und  not  only  that — they  have 
treated  them  in  this  matter  with  that 
consideration  which  is  generaHy  shown 
by  those  who  haTO  a  due  sense  of  the 
difficulty  of  conducting  public  affairs. 
Having  had  proTioue  acquaintance  with 
the  difficulty  themselves,  they  know  that 
much  harm  but  no  good  may  be  done  by 
premature  pressure  in  matters  of  this 
kind.  Seeing,  however,  that  on  this 
'occasion  it  is  not  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  ask  a  further  Vote  on 
aooount  for  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  WolfT,  I  scarcely  see  the  neosaeity 
of  initiating  a  discussion  at  this  stage, 
beoause  it  cannot  have  any  satisfactory 
issue,  seeing  that  the  House  is  not  in 
possession  of  the  Papers  which  will 
elucidate  the  proceedings  of  the  Mis- 
sion. It  would,  I  think,  hardly  have 
been  suitable  that  the  Papers  should 
hare  been  distributed  nntil  the  Mission 
bad  closed,  and  until  it  was  certain  whe- 
ther the  ratification  would  take  place  or 
not  it  would  have  been  premature  to 
discuss  the  matter,  because  prejudice 
might  thereby  be  done  to  the  publio 
interest.  We  have  reason  to  believe 
that  ratification  has  not  taken  place, 
and  that  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  wilt 
leave  Constantinople  to-night.  The  in- 
cident must  thersfore  be  considered  as 
•0  far  closed,  and  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  deem  it  well  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  until  the  Papers 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  which  I 
believe  will  be  the  case  to-morrow  or 
at  the  latest  on  Monday.  While  I 
think  the  Committee  would  gain  nothing 
by  entering  now  into  the  particulars 
of  the  Mission,  I  cannot  however  allow 
some  observations  that  have  been 
made  to  pass  as  if  no  answer  could  be 
made  to  them.  My  bon.  Friend  opposite 
spoke  ofthe  humiliating  position  in  which 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmeat  have  allowed 
the  country  to  be  placed.  I  cannot  for  a 
moment  allow  that  assertion  to  remain 
uncontradicted.  It  is  absolutely  without 
foundation.  The  only  ground  for  the 
sense  of  humiliation  under  which  my 
bon.  Friend  labours  seems  to  be  that 
whereas  the  Convention  was  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Porte  early  in  the  present 
month,  it  has,  up  to  the  present,  remained 
unrati&ed,  and  that  our  Special  Oommis- 
Sir  Jamu  Fergnum 


sioner  remained  at  Constantinople.  Take 
the  alternative  course.  Suppose  our  Com- 
misaioner  had  refused  (o  remain  in  Con- 
stantinople  for  a  day,  even  when   the 
Sultan  had  appointed  a  day  for  aa  audi- 
ence.    Would  that  have  been  a  dl^i- 
fied  position  for  this  country  to  be  placed 
iu  —  that    our    Special    Commissioner 
should  leave  hastily  and  without    per- 
forming the  usual  ceremonies  on  such 
occasions,  and  which,  in  Eastern  coun- 
tries, have    great  weight,  and   receive 
much  attention?  I  submit  that  it  would 
have  been  very  undignified.     A   g^eat 
mistake  would    have   been  committed 
which  would  have  placed  us  in  a  false 
position,  because  it   would   have  been 
attaching  too  much  importance  to  the 
son- ratification,  and  out  of  it  a   misun- 
derstanding might   have  arisen.     Too 
much  importance  should  not  be  attached 
to  the   lapse  of   the  Convention.       It 
may  perhaps  be  found  to  contain  more 
of  concession  than  gain  for  this  countr?. 
Nevertheless,  I   think  it  will  be    seen 
that   it    was  founded    on    an   honest 
desire   to  fulfil  international   enga^- 
ments,   and  to   make  due  concessions 
to    other     Powers    consisteatly    with 
our  own  duty.    I  hope    that  will    be 
found  to  be  the  case ;  and  we  say  that 
we  have  our  duty  to  perform  whether 
the  Convention  be  ratified  or  not.     We 
should  not  have  increased  our  desire  to 
occupy  adifficult  position,  and  our  depar- 
ture  from  Egypt  would  neither  have 
been  accelerated  nor  prolonged  beyood 
the  time  when  our   duty  should   have 
been  performed.     My  hon,  Friend  the 
Member    for    Kirkcaldy   (Sir    Geoi^ 
Campbell)  has  referred  to  the  mention 
which  the  Prime  Minister  made  of  the 
leading  terms  of  the  Convention.  That, 
I  think,  shows  no  desire  to  keep  from  the 
House  and  the  country  the  nature  of 
the  obligations  entered  into.     It  would 
have  been  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  commit  themselves  abso- 
lutely to   a  statement  as  to  the  final 
terms  of  the  Convention ;  but  now  the 
whole  matter  will  be  made  known,  so 
that  the  conduct  of   the  Government 
may  be  judged.     There  was  no  increass 
in  the  burdeuB  or  obligations  on  the 

Sart  of  this  country  by  the  Convention, 
ur  position,  therefore,  remains  wtes 
it  was  before ;  and  I  earnestly  ^ 
when  hon.  Members  have  had  t 
tunity  of    seeing  the   course 
negotiations,  the  objects  of 
the  manner  in  wb'  ' 
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lorted,  they  will  be  of  opinion  that  the 
ignity  or  the  intereets  of  the  country 
liave  not  been  compromised,  but  rather 
tbat  they  have  been  faithfully  and  dili- 
gently maintaiaed. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) ; 
X  wish  to  say  that  if  it  were  not  for  the 
promise  of  the  right  bon.  Oentleman  in 
regard  to  the  Papers  it  would  have  been 
my  duty  to  offer  a  strong  remonstrance 
a^inst  this  Vote.  I  trust  the  Govem- 
ment  will  take  care  that  we  shall  have 
an  adequate  opportunity,  when  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  returns,  of  fully  dis- 
cussing this  matter. 

Mr.  8.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock, 
&c.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
not  touched  the  graramen  of  the  charge 
against  the  Government.  It  is  that, 
having  Bepreseutativea  at  Cairo  and 
Oonstantinople,  the  Government  com- 
mitted tbemaelvea  to  the  job  of  sending 
out  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.  I  am 
glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brjce) 
has  taken  this  opportunity  of  calling 
attention  tothia  subject.  We  make  the 
serious  charge  against  them  of  putting 
on  the  country  grievous  and  heavy 
charges  unnecessarily)  and  I  am  per- 
fectly Buro  that  the  country  will  blame 
them  for  having  sent  out  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  to  the  East,  and  for  having 
kept  him  there  so  long. 

GENBB4L  8m  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine);  There  has  been  one  expla- 
nation of  the  Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  to  the  East  which  has  not 
been  referred  to.  The  Fourth  Party 
had  to  be  provided  for,  and  when  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office 
they  made  one  Member  of  it  Ohancelli 
of  the  Ezohequer,  another  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  the  third  became  Under 
Secretary  for  India,  and  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  was  sent  as  Special  Com- 
missioner to  the  Sultan.  We  have  now, 
at  all  events,  the  information  that  the 
Convention  is  of  no  value  whatever ;  and 
we  know  that  the  Qovernment  has  paid 
£14,000  for  the  employment  of  a  Gen- 
tleman who  has  been  of  no  use  what- 
ever. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  i 

I  think,  in  giving  away  the  appointments 

■wred  to,  the  Government  have  shown  ' 


appreciation  of  his  intelligence  to  sup- 
pose that  if  he  were  oSored  £4,000 
salaiy  and  an  allowance  of  £7,000  for 
expenses  he  would  take  it.  I  do  not 
blame  him— I  blame  the  Government. 
The  complaint  is  not  that  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff  was  not  a  good  negotiator. 
but  that  we  had  able  men  in  Egypt  and 
in  Constantinople  also ;  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  n^^tiation  directly  at  Con- 
stantinople with  the  Sultan  and  his  Go- 
vernment, and  that  the  negotiation  ought 
to  have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  our 
Ambassador  Uiere.  It  is  that  we  com- 
plain of,  and  say  that  it  is  simply  a 
waste  of  public  money.  I  agree  tnatit 
would  be  unreasonable  to  enter  now  into 
the  details  of  the  subject,  because  in  a 
few  days  wo  shall  have  the  Papers  and 
shall  be  able  to  go  into  the  question  with 
the  knowledge  which  they  will  afford  us. 
Theright  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  a 
preliminary  puff  of  his  Convention  and 
has  protested  against  my  bon.  Friends 
on  this  side  speaking  of  the  position  of 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  in  Constanti- 
nople as  being  a  humiliating  one.  I 
think  it  is  a  humiliating  position,  It  is 
not  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Represen- 
tative to  wait  day  after  day  on  the 
Sultan.  If  the  Sultan  had  asked  that 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  should  wait 
for  a  single  day,  I  oould  have  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary's  defence  of  the  pro- 
ceeding; but  Sir  H.  Durummond  Wolff 
has  waited  day  after  day,  and  nnyo.ne 
acquainted  with  the  way  in  which  mat- 
ters are  treated  at  the  Porte  will  know 
that  it  is  always  a  "  fad  "  with  the  Sultan 
to  put  them  off  with  a  pretext  about  the 
Bairham,  or  something  of  that  kind, 
in  order  to  have  a  European  Minister 
dangling  about  him.  1  say  it  is  not 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  this  coun- 
try that  its  Representative  should  be 
kept  waiting  day  after  day  for  the  rati- 
fication of  the  Convention.  But  whether 
the  Convention  is  ratified  or  not,  we  shall 
equally  complain  of  the  wasteful  expen- 
diture and  absurd  action  of  sending  out 
a  Special  Envoy  when  we  had  a  Bepre- 
sentative  both  at  Constantinople  and  in 
Egypt  who  were  well  qualified  in  every 
way  to  condnct  the  negotiations. 
Ma.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  (Done- 


^  af  preciation  of  the  services  of    gal,  E.) ;  X  am  not  sur^urised  that  the 

^'k^arty.     I  do  not  complain    quostionofthisMiasionhasbeen brought 

Simmond  Wolff  tor  one    forward  on  the  present  Vote ;  hut  I  do 

■4  very  able  and  in-    not  propose  to  prolong  the  discussion, 

■^nd  I  have  that '  and  I  presume  it  is  now  at  an  end.    I 
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rise  for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
the  Vote  being  asked  for  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  strange  that  when  the  Goverament 
Hsk  for    £2,000,000   thero   shoald    be 
neither  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
nor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasniy,  or 
even  the  Financial  Secretary  of  the  Go- 
Temmenton  thaTreasorj Bench.  There 
is  at  this  mocaent  no  fioancial  officer  of 
tho  OoTBmment  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    We  have  to  Yote  a  sum  of  a 
litlle  over  £3,000,000.    This  is  the  third 
Tute  on  account,  and  wo  have  scarcely 
diccussed  one-fourth  of  the  Civil  Servico 
Estimates.     We  are  in  the   middle  of 
the  month  of  July,  and   anyone    irho 
takes  the  trouble  to  estimate  the  amount 
of  work  on  the  hands  of  the  Oovemment 
will  know  perfectly  well  that  there 
be  little  time  left    for  eubmilting  the 
Totes  to  the  consideration  of  the  Com' 
mittee.       This    is    a  growing  system 
Thore  are  only  two  instances  on  record 
of  a  third  Yote  on  account  being  taken 
in  July — one  in  the  sxcsptional  year 
1881,  when  the  time  of  the  House  was 
monopolised  for  a  rer;  long  time  by  a 
Bill  of  the   first  magnitude ;    and  the 
Other  in  1883,  when  an  opportunity  was 
given  of  discuaaing  the   GvH   Service 
Estimates.     But  we  have  not  had  that 
opportunity  this  Session  ;  and  if  we  had 
bad  it,  this  Vote  on  account  wonld  not 
have  been  required  at  all.  I  doubt  whe- 
ther   the    Vote    is    required,    because 
out  of  £19,000,000  there  has  already 
been  voted   £6,000,000,  and  therefore 
until  (he  end  of  the  present  month  the 
Qoremment  are  amply  provided  with 
funds,  and  the  same  remark  applies  to 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates.     Again, 
the  Land  Bill  of  the  Oovemment  has 
not  to  be  taken  until  next  Thursday; 
sad  we  have,  therefore,  Uonday,  Tues- 
day,   and  Wednesday,    on  which  the 
Estimates  could  be  diacossed.     What  is 
the  effect  of  this  system  ?     It  siuiply 
pots  the  Oovemment  in  funds  to  such  an 
extent  that  they  ais  able  altogether  to 
diirk  the  du^  of  bringing  the  Votes 
•m-m/mi  under  the  consideration  of  Far- 
liament ;  and  if  this  V^ole  is  passed,  we 
shall  be  in  this  position,  that  the  Qi>~ 
vwnment  t«n  put  off  Supply  until  the 
middle  of  August,  when  tiie  disooaaion 
of  the  Totea  would  be  a  mere  empty 
formality.     Now  I  object  altt^ethar  to  { is  agai 
the  system  of  Votes  on  account,  unless    Majestr 
than  are  exceptional  ciieumstaDces  to    the«o 
justify  them.    One  such  Vote  in  the  Ses-    during 
non  may  ba  borne ;  when  it  cornea  to  a    also  p' 
J&-  ArOmr  ffOmmr 
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the  Ute  Frime  Minister  defended  the 
appointment  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff. 
That  was  done  neither  by  the  late 
Prime  MimsternorbjtheForei^  Offico 
under  the  late  Government:  Wo  did 
not  recall  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff, 
and  on  the  7tli  of  MaTch  I  gave  the 
reasons  whit^h,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
last  Liberal  Qo?emment,  made  it  un- 
desirable, during  our  short  and  un- 
certain tenure  of  office,  to  recall  him. 
What  the  Prime  Minister  said  was 
that  there  were  reasons  wh;  he  should 
not  be  forthwith  recalled,  but  he 
neither  justified  the  original  appoint- 
ment nor  implied  that  if  he  had  been  in 
Office  at  the  time  he  would  have  ap- 

Kointed  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  still 
■ss  did  he  suggest  that  his  Mission 
should  be  allowed  to  run  on  to  the  length 
it  has  reached. 

Dr.  OLAEK  (CaithneBs) :  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  Secretaryfor  Scotland 
(the  Marquess  of  Lothian)  is  not  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Crofters 
Act,  and  that  unless  something  is  done 
to  ensure  that  it  is  carried  out,  and  to 
see  that  the  Crofters  Commission  does 
its  work  when  it  is  wanted  to  act,  a  very 
serious  condition  of  affairs  will  come  into 
existence.  The  last  information  which 
I  had  from  the  Scotch  Office  was  that 
they  had  come  to  some  decision  in  the 
month  of  May,  but  since  then  nothing 
has  been  done.  Under  the  Act  there 
is  power  to  appoint  sub- commissioners, 
assessors,  and  valuers,  in  order  to  get 
through  the  work ;  but  that  has  not 
been  done.  The  Scotch  Office  has  al- 
lowed that  most  important  portion  of 
the  Act  to  remain  a  dead  letter,  and  the 
work  has  been  performed  in  conse- 
quence in  a  very  inefficient  and  espen- 
sivo  manner.  You  have  a  Commission 
of  three  gentlemen,  with  very  large 
salaries  of  £3,000  a-year,  doing  work 
which  could  be  easily  done  by  men  paid 
£300  a-year,  and  which  work  is  in 
arrear  ta  such  an  extent  that  it  has 
given  rise  to  legal  proceedings  in  some 
cases.  I  impress  on  the  Committee  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  necessity 
there  is  for  the  work  to  be  carried  on  by 
'->8ponBiblo  officers.  Then  with  regard 
"«  way  in  which  the  Treasury  are 
■»  on  this  Act.  It  is  of  no  use 
''*-Qt  to  pass  Acts  authorizing 
"danced  if  the  intention  of 
"-■ed  by  the  Treasury, 
laid  down  by  them 
'Kwaihle  for  de- 


serving men  in  the  Highlands  up  to  the 
present  time  to  get  a  single  loan  under 
the  Act.  This  is  a  very  serious  matter, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  token  into  con- 
sideration by  the  Government.  It  is 
also  a  matter  of  complaint  that  (hose 
districts  were  first  visited  by  the  Com- 
missioners where  the  disturbances  oc- 
curred, and  I  express  a  hope  that  in 
future  the  cases  will  be  taken  upon  their 
merits.  Matters  in  the  Highlands  are 
getting  more  and  more  lawless,  and  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  impressing 
on  the  Government  the  necessity  of 
seriously  turning  their  mind  to  this 
matter,  because  otherwise,  before  the 
Houses  are  prorogued,  there  is  likely  to 
be  a  good  deal  of  trouble.  I  hope  to 
hear  from  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Go- 
vernment now  on  the  Treasury  Bench  an 
explanation  of  the  reason  why  not  ooe 
loan  has  been  granted  under  the  Crofters 
Act. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast  W.) :  I  observe 
that  since  my  hon.  Friend  complained  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  asking 
for  this  Vote  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
returned  to  the  House,  and  I  think  the 
Committee  will  be  pleased  if  the  right 
hon.  Geutlemau  will  give  them  the 
advantage  of  his  clear  mind  in  discuse- 
the  matter.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
stated  that  the  Government  have  enough 
money  to  last  to  the  end  of  the  monUi, 
and  wesaythat  £5,750,000  have  already 
been  voted ;  and  we  also  say  that  there 
is  money  in  hand  for  the  Army  and 
Navy.  My  hon.  Friend  has  pointed  out 
that,  as  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  will 
ot  come  forward  in  Committee  till  nest 
'eek,  the  Committee  might  have  ex- 
pected that  the  Goyernment  would  have 
waited  to  see  what  their  fortune  was 
with  regard  to  Supply  in  the  next  three 
Sittings  before  they  came  down  to  ask 
fortius  Vote  on  Account,, and  I  think 
myf  hon.  Friend  has  made  out  a  case  for 
this  course  being  pursued  which  is  ex- 
tremely reasonable.  I  join  most  empba- 
tically  in  the  protest  of  my  hon.  Frieud 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  against  the 
absurd  and  ridiculous  system  which  is 
growing  every  year  in  this  House  of 
disposing  of  Public  Expenditure  by  the 
method  of  Votes  on  Account.  I  should 
not  mind  so  much  if  this  House  were 
igaged  in  useful  legislation.  The 
House  of  Commons  has  two  functions, 
the  function  of  Insisting  and  the  func- 
tion of  granting  Supply.    11  the  House 
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were  oogaged  in  useful  le^Blation,  I 
should  not  bo  so  querulous  about  the 
taking  of  a  Tote  on  Account;  but  this 
Session  it  has  done  nothing  hut  pass  a 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland.  I  certainly 
do  not  tbink  a  Coercion  Bill  is  useful 
legislation  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  the 
lime  spent  upon  it  as  neither  more  nor 
less  than  vasted,  and,  seeing  time 
wasted,  I  am  dieposed  to  insist  that  in 
the  matter  of  Supply  the  Bepresentatires 
of  the  people  shall  he  allowed  to  hold 
the  strings  of  the  public  purse.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  Bepresentatires  of 
the  people  had  control  orer  the  public 
mooey.  We  were  sometimes  able  to 
procure  reductions  in  the  Estimates  ;  but 
what  ie  the  case  now?  The  Public 
Berenue  consists  of  many  score  of 
millions ;  but  it  is  not  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people  who  spend  it  or  say 
how  it  shall  be  spent,  hut  it  is  the  per- 
manent Heads  of  the  Departments  in 
Whitehall  and  elsewhere.  They  put 
down  what  Estimates  they  please,  obtain 
for  them  the  assent  of  tbe  Miaisler,  and 
place  them  before  the  House  in  the  cer- 
tainty that,  under  the  present  system,  they 
will  be  able  to  get  sU  the  money  they 
choose  to  ask  for.  This  is  the  third  time 
this  Session  we  have  had  a  Yote  on  Ac- 
count. Wegetanereningfor  the  purpose 
of  yoting  several  millions  of  money  ;  and 
then  at  the  end  of  July,  or  the  middle  of 
August,  many  Votes  in  Supply  are  forced 
through  the  House  in  the  course  of  a 
single  Sitting,  when  perhaps  there  are 
not  more  than  a  dozen  or  two  wearied 
Uembers  present.  I  join,  Sir,  in  the 
protest  made,  and  I  assure  you  respect- 
fully that  the  time  is  coming  when  thst 
protest  will  not  be  confined  to  the  floor 
of  this  House.  The  people  are  bound 
to  taVe  notice  of  the  conspiracy  which 
evidently  exists  between  the  permanent 
Officials  and  tbe  Heads  of  Departments. 
I  object  altogether  to  this  Vote  on  Ac- 
c  not }  but,  having  made  those  general 
obsurvatiuas,  I  wish  to  refer  to  aspeciSc 
matter.  I  notice  that  the  Vote  contains 
an  item  (or  upwards  of  £100,000  for 
the  Customs  Department,  and  the  ques- 
tion is  one  in  which  my  constituents  are 
very  directly  ooncerned.  I  am  glad  the 
right  hon.  Uentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  present,  because  the 
question  I  wish  to  raise  has  reference  to 
the  condition  and  treattnent  of  the  Port 
of  Belfast,  as  a  fort  for  the  receipt  of 
Customs.  Tfao  Port  of  Belfast  does  not  i  If  so,  diKi 
receive  the  same  fairand  equal  treatment '  place  in  pi 
Mr.  StJt!tH 


it  would  receive  if  it  were  a  Scotch  or 
an  English  port.     An  ioatance  of  this 
came  recently  before  ua.  A  firm  of  wine 
and  spirit  merchants  in  Belfast  applied 
to  the  Customs  Authorities  for  a  bonded 
store.    The  firm,  whose  request  was  re- 
fused, ia  one  of  some  importanoe,  inas- 
much as  they  paid  to  the  Government 
last  year  in  duties  no  less  than  £25,042. 
Their  contribution  baa  been  progressive. 
In  1879  it  was  £13,000,  and  it  has  gone 
on  increasing  yearly.      Their  request  for 
a  bonded  store — in  which  not  more  than 
£2fiO  a-year  was  involved — was  refused, 
and  they  issued  a  memoraDdum,  laying 
bare  the  facts  of  tbe  case.     Their  re- 
quest was  then  conceded.     What  I  com- 
plain of  is,  that  it  was  necessary  to  issue 
a  memorandum  and  invoke  public  opi- 
nion.    I  think  that  if   that  firm  had 
been  doing  business  in  Liverpool,  Man- 
chester, or  Hull,  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  to  have  invoked  public  opi- 
nion in  a  matter  of  this  kind.     Then, 
again,  I  want  to  know  whether  there  is 
a  classification  of  ports  which  governs 
the  number  of    the  staff  at  the  porta, 
and  the  general  facilitiee  afforded  by 
the  Department?     Belfast  in  point  of 
contribution  to  the  Customs,  is  the  third 
port  of  the  British  Empire.    London  is 
first,    Liverpool     second,    and    Belfast 
third.     Out  of   the  total  Customs  re- 
ceipt—namely,   £20,000,000— Belfast 
contributed    last    year    no    less     than 
£1,630,000,  or  one- thirteenth  part  of 
the  whole.    Belfast  is  a  very  progres- 
sive port,  because  in   18SG  the  contri- 
bution was  only  £653,000,  so  that  ia  30 
years  tbe  contribution  has  been  trebled, 
fn  1S86  it  was  £120,000  more  than  in 
1885.     Belfast  ia   not  only  a  port  of 
great  value  to  the  Qovemment  as  a 
means  of  producing  Customs,  but  it  is 
also  an  extremely  progressive  port.    In 
Olasgow   the  c<Hlection   was  only  hslf 
what  it  was  in  Belfast,  and  in  Hull  the 
total  coDtribution  lost  year  was  smaller 
than  tbe  nett  increase  which  had  taken 
place  in  Belfast     I  simply  ask  for  fair 
play  fur  Belfast,  and   I  ^all  insist,  so 
far  as  it  is  tn  m^  power,  that   BelFsst 
shall  be  treated,  in  relation  to  its  pro* 
ductiveoesa  to  the  Revenue,  as  well  as  it 
it  were  on  the  right  si-l"  "'  **"■  Irish 
Channel,  and  not  on  tt  >rd< 
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the  Revenue,  and  if  not,  why  not  ?  I  am 
led  to  believe  tbat  Belfast  staDd§  in  the 
Ecale  lower  tlian  it  ought  to,  and  that  it 
does  not  receive  in  point  of  staff  or 
general  official  facilities  the  same  treat- 
ment it  would  receive  If  it  were  a  Scotch 
or  English  port.  I  have  taken  up  this 
question,  and  I  assure  the  Government 
that,  having  done  so,  I  shall  not  suffer 
it  to  drop  until  redress  is  given.  I  shall 
bring  it  forward  on  every  occasion  that 
presents  itself,  and  I  think  the  Govem- 
ment  will  find  that  it  will  be  convenient 
for  themselves  to  come  to  a  decision 
promptly.  There  is  one  other  matter  I 
wish  to  mention  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  it  is  with  regard  to  the  grant- 
ing of  the  City  Charter  to  Belfast.  A 
Question  was  lately  put  in  the  House 
upon  the  subject,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  I^rst  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  replied,  and  I 
quite  concurred  in  the  reply,  that  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  reoom- 
mend  any  such  grant  in  connection  with 
Her  Majesty's  Jubilee.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  indicated  that  theques- 
tion  should  receive  consideration.  Now, 
he  baa  had  a  fortnight  in  which  to  con- 
aider  the  qaestion,  and  I  will  ask  him 
for  a  reply  upon  the  point — if  he  cannot 
give  it  me  now,  perhaps  he  will  be  ready 
to  give  it  me  when  the  Beport  of  the 
Tote  on  Account  is  taken.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  much  difference  be- 
tween a  town  and  a  city:  but  some 
people  prefer  the  title  of  city,  and  if 
there  is  any  advantage  in  a  place  being 
called  a  city,  I  think  the  people  of  Bel- 
fast are  entitled  to  have  their  choice. 
There  are  eight  cities  in  Ireland,  and 
Belfast  is  next  to  Dublin  in  point  of  im- 
portance i  according  to  Thor^*  informa- 
tion, it  is  the  first  town  of  manufactur- 
ing importance.  I  believe  there  is  a 
strong  desire  that  the  title  of  city  should 
be  given  to  the  place.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackso^  will  not  deny  that  the 
people  of  Belfast  are  numerous  — 
they  are  250,000,  He  will  not  deny 
that  they  are  industrious,  and  that 
in  manufacture  and  trade  and  com- 
merce they  have  made  remarkable  pro- 


South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
ChuTohill),  who  poses  as  the  Govern- 
ment's  most  candid  Friend,  recently 
visited  Belfast;  and  I  think  they  may 
well  be  expected  to  dotheir  best  to  secure 
to  the  people  of  Belfast  the  City  Charter 
they  desire.  It  seems  absurd  thatBelfast 
should  be  shutout  from  any  City  Charter, 
while  Armagh,  with  10,000  of  a  popula- 
tion, is  a  city ;  and  when  Oashell,  with 
a.  population  of  4,000,  enjoys  the  dis- 
tinction also.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  be  able  to  say  that,  in  consi- 
deration of  the  importance  of  the  town, 
the  Qovernment  will  recommend  the 
Crown  to  grant  to  it  the  title  of  city. 
Like  civility,  a  Charter  of  this  kind  costs 
nothing ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  that 
this  Charter  might  be  promptly  and 
gracefully  conceded  to  the  town. 

The  8ECKETAEY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY {Mr.  Jacksom)  (Leeds,  N.): 
With  regard  to  the  last  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) — namely, 
the  granting  of  a  City  Charter  to  Belfast 
— I  will  accept  the  bon.  Gentleman's 
suggestion  to  give  the  answer  of  the 
Government  upon  the  Report  stage. 
Ifow  let  me  deal,  in  the  first  place,  with 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  £aBtDonegBl(Ur.  Arthur  O'Connor). 
I  find  no  fault  whatever  in  his  bringing 
forward  the  question  of  the  undesira* 
bility  of  Votes  on  Account.  There  is  no 
man  in  this  House  who  has  a  greater 
objection,  or  more  real  and  solid  ground 
of  objection,  for  a  third  Vote  on  Account 
than  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  A 
third  Yote  on  Account  means  that  you 
must  have  three  discussions,  or  possible 
discussions,  instead  of  one,  of  the  same 
Vote,  and  therefore  I  go  entirely  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  statement  that 
it  is  extremely  desirable  to  avoid  third 
Votes  on  Account  if  it  is  possible  to  do 
so.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  is  under 
the  impression  that  only  two  previous 
instances  of  third  Votes  on  Account  have 
been  taken. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  No,  I 
did  not  say  that ;  I  said  taken  so  late  aa 
the  15th  of  July. 

Mk.  JACKSON :  So  late— so  early  I 
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because  the  House  was  good  enough  to 
repose  its  confidence  id  lEe  GoTemment, 
and  allow  a  supply  representing  two 
montlis  on  the  second  Vote  on  Account, 
which  enabled  the  GoTamment  to  go  on 
until  Supply  was  completed  on  the  7th 
August.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  stated  that  we  have  money 
enou^  to  serve  us  until  the  end  of  the 
month.  I  regret  to  say  that  it  is  not  so. 
I  regrat  to  have  to  point  out,  as  the 
hon.  Member  knows  quite  well,  that 
unless  we  get  the  whde  of  the  Votes 
before  all  the  money  we  have  on  hand 
is  spent,  we  mnst  take  a  Vote  ou 
Account.  There  is  nobody  in  the  House 
knows  better  than  the  hon.  Member  that 
if  we  have  money  in  hand  belonging  to 
one  Service  we  cannot  transfer  it  to 
another — we  cannot  devote  money  ob- 
t^ned  for  one  purpose  to  another  pur- 
pose. I  want  the  Committee  clearly  to 
understand  that  the  first  and  main  reason 
is  because  there  is  now  a  much  closer 
financial  scrutiny  over  the  application  of 
the  money  which  ia  voted  by  Parliament 
than  ever  there  was  on  former  occasions 
We  are  asking  now  for  what  will  serve 
ns  for  a  month.  It  has  been  customary 
on  former  occasions  to  ask  for  a  third 
Vote  on  Account  for  five  or  six  weeks. 
I  may  also  point  out  the  reason  why  a 
iai^  sum  of  money  is  necessary  is  that 
Te  are  coming  to  the  end  of  the  month, 
and  there  are  considerable  payments 
which  have  to  be  made  at  the  early  part 
of  August,  which  necessitates  that  we 
sbonld  have  a  large  sum  at  our  disposal. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton]  said  something  about  the 
present  system  of  presenting  the  Esti- 
mates. There  is  no  desire,  certainly  on 
my  part,  to  present  a  Vote  on  Account ; 
but  it  is  absolutely  impossible,  under 
the  present  system,  to  avoid  it.  I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  the  question  whe- 
ther the  business  which  has  detained 
the  Honse  has  been  of  sufficient  im- 
portance or  not  to  warrant  our  asking 
for  a  Vote  on  Account.  All  1  can  say  is 
that,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  with 
extreme  regret  that  I  ask  for  this  Vote, 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  we  are 
doing  the  best  we  can  in  regard  to  Sup- 
ply. We  took  a  Morning  Sitting  to- 
day, and  we  propose  to  take  Supply  at 
the  Evening  Sitting.  On  Monday  we 
shall  put  down  Naval  Estimates,  and 
on  Tuesday  and  W^edneaday  proceed 
with  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates.  Even 
supposing  that  the  prepress  which  the 
Mr.  JacitoH 
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hon,  Member  for  East  Donegal  hinted 
at  were  possible — namely,  that  the  whole 
of  the  Votes  might  be  completed  in  three 
sittings— even  supposing  that  that  were 
possible,  but  which  I  think  is  extremely 
doubtful — it  would  not  get  us  over  the 
difficulty  in  which  we  are  placed  on  this 
occasion.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
different  porta  are  classified,  may  I  say 
that  it  is  not  only  the  amount  of  Bevenue 
which  is  collected  at  a  particular  port 
which  determines  the  number  of  the  staff 
which  is  necessary  for  that  port.  The 
hon.  Member  knows  very  well  that  the 
Revenue  which  is  collected  at  the  Fort 
of  Belfast  arises  mainly  from  one  par- 
ticular article,  and  is  collected  in  large 
sums.  I  think  he  will  see  that  we  can- 
not with  fairness  classify  the  different 
ports  simply  and  solely  in  relation  to 
the  amount  of  Bevenue  which  is  collected 
at  them.  Now,  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  the  smallest  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Customs  Authorities — indeed,  I 
know  the  contrary  is  the  fact— to  refuse 
to  Belfast  any  and  every  facility  which 
is  necessary  for  the  carrying  on  of  its 
trade.  The  hon.  Member  says  that  some 
friends  of  his  have  applied  for  an  addi- 
tional bonded  warehouse.  I  know  the 
case  well.  It  has  been  before  me  on 
several  occasions.  Prior  to  the  applica- 
tion to  which  he  refers  there  came  an 
application  from  another  firm  doing  a 
large  business  in  Belfast,  and  which,  in 
the  first  instance,  was  refused  by  the 
Customs  Authorities  in  consequence,  as 
they  allege,  of  there  being  a  sufficient 
amount  of  bonded  accommodation  in 
Belfast.  At  my  urgent  solicitation,  and 
after  making  most  searching  inquiry 
into  the  case,  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  additional  facilities  might  rea- 
sonably be  granted,  and  I  over-ruled 
the  Customs  Authorities,  and  the  addi- 
tional store  was  given  to  the  firm.  The 
hon.  Member  will  easily  understand  that 
if  the  position  taken  up  by  the  Customs 
Authorities  was  sound  in  the  first  in- 
stance-namely, that  there  was  already 
sufficient  accommodation  in  Belfast, 
surely  a  little  hesitation  was  required 
in  granting  the  second  application  of 
the  kind  which  was  made.  At  all  events, 
the  question  is  under  consideration,  and 
the  Customs  Authorities  have  been  ^ 
strncted  to  pve  the  mqjt^iaTC**'**  , 
consideration  to  the 
trade  of  Belfast.    I 
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gard  to  the  particular  firm  mentiouod, 
that  during  an  interview  I  bad  with 
them  I  pointed  out  that  the  growth  of 
the  trade  in  the  past  proves  conclusively 
that  no  restriotiODS  which  had  been  put 
upon  them  have  tended  to  retard  their 
busiaesa.  However,  the  hon.  Member 
vill,  I  think,  be  villiag  to  accept  the 
assurance  I  have  given  him — namely, 
that  the  question  is  under  careful  con- 
sideration, and  that  wo  shall  afford  all 
the  facilities  we  can  to  the  different 
ports.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  hinted 
that  Irish  ports  do  not  receive  the  same 
favourable  coneideration  as  English  and 
Scotch  ports.  Upon  that  point  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  question  whether  a 
port  is  an  English,  Irish,  or  Scotch  port 
never  enters  into  consideration.  Each 
case  is  decided,  as  far  as  it  can  be,  upon 
the  circumstanceB  of  the  case  and  the 
requirements  of  the  trade. 

Mk.  sexton  :  I  feel  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Qentlemau  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  for  his  courteous 
and  attentive  reply.  His  speech,  how- 
ever, affords  ample  evidence  that  it  is 
necessary  that  the  departments  should 
be  carefully  looked  after  hy  the  Minis- 
ters who  arereaponsthle  for  them  in  this 
House.  The  hon,  Gentleman  has  told 
the  Committee  that,  in  regard  to  the 
application  from  Belfast  for  additional 
warehouse  accommodation,  the  Board  of 
Customs  refused  the  application  until 
the  personal  influence  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  brought  to  bear.  The  exer- 
cise of  his  psrsonal  influence  induced  an 
opposite  result.  I  have,  however,  not 
recuved  information  on  one  point  which 
I  raised — namely,  whether  there  is  a 
classification  of  ports  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Oustome.  Are  there  such 
things  as  first  olass,  second  class,  and 
third  class  ports,  and  does  the  expendi- 
ture for  staff  and  the  official  facilities 
follow  upon  the  position  of  the  port  in 
the  scale  ?  If  so,  I  think  Belfast  ought 
to  be  in  the  foremost  place. 

Me.  - JAOKSON  :  I  cannot  say  now, 
I  will  furnish  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  ' 
the  information  on  Report. 

Ma.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.) :  1  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  present  bonded 
store  system  in  Belfast  is  a  most  ob- 
jectionable one,  A  large  number  of 
Arms  in  Belfast  have  separate  bonded 
stores  commanicating  with  their  own 
*ies.  It  seems  to  me  that  such  a 
I  affords  great  facilities  for  de- 
~~t  the  Bevenae.    I  think  that  in 


a  place  like  Belfast  the  Government 
should,  if  possible,  own  allj  the  bonded 
stores,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
communication   whatever  with  private 

E remises.  I  know  that  one  firm  alone 
are  been  cheating  the  Bevenue  to  the 
extent  of  £35,000  a-year.  I  think  that 
the  Customs  would  probably  be  right  in 
refusing  this  new  bonded  store  except 
for  one  reason,  that  the  multiplication 
of  bonded  stores  has  been  earned  to  a 
very  large  extent  already.  If  people 
wish  to  extend  their  trade  and  compete 
successfully  with  older  bouses  they  can- 
not do  so  unless  they  get  a  chance  of 
cheating  the  Eevenue  in  the  way  the 
older  firms  have  been  doing.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  suppose  the  Go- 
vernment were  right ;  but  I  should  tike 
to  impress  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
making  a  thorough  reform  in  the  system 
of  bonded  stores.  The  present  system 
is  one  which  csnnot  be  defended ;  and  it 
is  one  which  ought  to  be,  if  possible, 
reformed.  In  Dublin  we  had  a  case  of 
very  large  fraud  on  the  part  of  parties 
with  bonded  stores,  who  also  were  large 
dealers  in  the  particular  articles.  These 
persons  took  whisky  in  bond  for  out- 
siders, they  gave  receipts  for  the  whisky, 
then  sold  the  whisky,  and  became  bank- 
rupt ;  and  the  parties  who  had  lodged 
the  whisky  with  them  wore  the  losers. 
I  do  not  think  people  who  own  bonded 
stores  ought  to  be  dealers  in  the  articles 
which  are  bonded.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  Votes  on  Account,  1  must 
say,  in  my  opinion,  the  voting  of  money 
on  account  is  an  exceedingly  improvi- 
dent way  of  doing  business.  When  the 
Totes  in  Supply  are  finally  brought  in, 
there  is  not  sufficient  time  to  discuss 
them.  The  fault  really  lies  with  the 
Government,  who  ought  to  arrange  their 
business  in  aworkmanlike  manner.  The 
present  system  of  voting  money  is  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  it  is  quite  within  the 
power  ol  the  Government  to  alter  it  if 
they  choose. 

8m  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
(Essex,  Epping) :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  numerous  Votes  on 
Account  are  certainly  a  most  unsatisfac- 
tory way  of  transacting  the  financial 
business  of  the  country ;  and  I  am  per- 
suaded that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  not 
propose  them  if  it  were  possible  to  avoid 
them.  But  I  wish  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity, as  I  see  that  there  is  a  sum  on 
the  Vote  for  the  convict  prisons  of  the 
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oonntry,  for  puttinf^  a  question  to  my 
hOD.  Friend.  I  Bhould  like  to  know 
whether  the  Govern  me  at  are  really  pro- 
oeediog  with  the  Dorer  Harbour  works  ? 
The  convict  prison  at  Dover  was  pro- 
jeoted  for  the  very  purpose  of  accom- 
modatiog  the  coavicts  who  were  to  carry 
out  the  Dover  Harbour  works ;  and  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  bon.  Friend  if  tb>) 
proviaion  made  on  this  Yots  for  convict 

Erisons  implies  that  the  convict  prison  at 
'over  is  beisK  erected  ? 
Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  the  hon.  Baronet  any  very  positive 
assurance  on  this  question.  The  position 
of  the  Dover  Harbour  malter  may  be 
said  to  be  this — £1,000  was  put  in  the 
Estimates  last  year  or  the  year  before ; 
and  in  view  of  the  very  earnest  desire 
which  the  Qovemment  had  to  avoid  not 
only  useleea  expenditure,  but  every  large 
expenditure,  though  it  might  not  be  use- 
less, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
House  of  Oommons  has  really  never 
fully  considered  the  question,  the  Qo- 
vemment decided  that,  certainly  so  far 
as  this  year  was  concerned,  they  would 
not  oak  the  House  for  any  Tote  in  re- 
spect of  Dover  Harbour.  A  certain 
number  of  convicts,  however,  have  been 
removed,  and  are  proceeding  to  com- 
plete the  barracks  or  the  prison  in  which 
they  are  to  be  lodged.  The  question  as 
to  how  they  shall  be  disposeii  of  in  the 
future  is  loft  over  for  consideration. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kinoardine) :  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  at  least  £2,000,000  or  £9,000,UU0 
sterling  must  be  spent  upon  the  Harbour 
of  Dover,  if  it  ie  to  be  made  really  useful. 
Unless  you  treble  the  size  of  the  har- 
bour, as  it  is  now  proposed,  and  provide 
for  at  least  35  feet  of  water,  it  is  impos- 
■ible  to  obtain  a  harbour  of  any  value. 
I  tiuBt  the  Govemment  will  not  take 
aay  half  and  half  measures ;  but,  if 
they  construct  a  harbour  at  all,  con- 
atruct  one  ia  which  any  war  vessel  of 
the  largest  size  can  enter.  To  have 
a  harbour  of  only  640  acres,  aa  is  now 
proposed,  is  most  absurd,  because  you 
could  not  in  such  a  space  accommodate 
with  safety  fbur  men-of-war.  I  think  it 
is  far  more  important  that  many  of  our 
harbours  should  be  improved  than  that 
one  large  harbour  should  be  constructed. 
The  harbour  will  cost  more  than  is  sup- 
posed. The  Peterhead  Harbour  was 
estimated  to  cost  £250,000 ;  but  that 
sum  was  soon  exceeded,  being  firat  raised 
to  £250,tO0,  and  now  put  at  £750,000, 
Sir  Htnrg  Selmn-lbbeitoH 


and  this  harbour  will  probably  cost 
£1,000,000  before  it  is  completed. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C088HAM  (Bristol, 
E):  I  think  we  are  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Ur.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  for  bringing  this  question  be- 
fore the  Committee.  Itisnotoclya  great 
waste  of  time  to  debate  these  questions 
over  and  over  again;  but  the  presenta- 
tion  of  Yoteson  Account  is  a  departure 
from  one  of  the  most  important  functions 
of  the  House  of  Commons — namely,  the 
controlling  of  Expenditure.  I  think  the 
Government  are  assuming  very  heavy 
responsibility  when  they  prevent  the  He* 
presen  [stives  of  the  people  having  that 
control  over  Expenditure  which  is  one 
of  the  moat  useful  purposes  they  can 
exercise  in  the  House  of  Commone.  The 
present  system,  no  doubt,  leads  to  great 
extravagance.  The  House  is  losing  its 
power  of  controlling  Expenditure ;  and 
T  hope  some  stop  will  be  put  to  the 
system  of  taking  Votes  on  Acconot.  I 
should  like  to  have  eaid  somethiog  in 
reference  to  the  expenditure  upon  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolfi's  Mission  ;  but  I 
suppose  the  debate  on  that  point  may  be 
said  to  have  closed.  I  hope  that  we  are 
now  about  to  see  the  last  of  that  Mis- 
sion. It  is  not  only  a  very  expensive 
Mission,  but  very  inane  in  its  object.  I 
desire  to  enter  a  strong:  protest  against 
the  growing  practice  of  taking  Votes  on 
Account. 

SiB  THOMAS  ESUONDE  (Dublia 
Co.,  S.) :  I  would  ask  the  hoa.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  if  there  are  any  means  of  find- 
ing out  the  nature  ana  extent  of  the 
export  and  import  trade  of  the  Fort  of 
Dublin?  Is  there  any  record  of  the 
kind  at  the  Dublin  Custom  House  ?  A 
Foreign  Consul  some  time  ago  had  occa- 
sion to  find  out  something  of  the  kind, 
bnt  could  get  no  information.  It  would 
be  interesting  to  know  the  amount  of 
Irish  manufactures  exported,  and  the 
amount  of  foreign  imports,  whether  raw 
material  or  manufactured  goods.  In  the 
event  of  there  being  no  such  record,  will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  have  such  prepared  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  think  that 
any  separate  records  are  kept  of  the  ex- 
portsbetweenthiecountryand  Ireland.  I 
am  not  quite  sure  the  matter  would  be 
under  the  care  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
but  I  will  make  inquiry,  and  give  the 
hon.  Baronet  what  information  I  can  ia 
aaewer  to  his  Question. 
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Mr.  PICKEESGrLL  (Bethnal  Gresn, 
B.W.) :  There  is  a  Vote  hero  on  account 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  upon  which 
I  doaire  to  raise  a  questian  of  which  I 
have  given  the  rigDt  hoa.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  (K(r.  Matthews) 
notice.  I  observe  he  left  the  House  a 
few  miuutes  ainoe,  but  I  presume  he  will 
be  re-called.  The  matter  to  which  I 
desire  to  invite  attention  is  the  proposed 
expenditure  for  preaenting  medals  to 
14,000  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  in 
respect  to  their  services  on  Jubilee  day. 
I  am  in  no  way  opposed  to  some  acknow- 
ledgment of  Berrices  rendered  on  that 
day  by  the  police,  and  I  have  always 
advocated  a  just  and  even  a  generoua 
treatment  of  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
Public  Services,  and  although  there  did 
appear  in  the  public  Press  some  oom- 
plaints  of  misconduct  against  the  police 
on  that  day,  still  I  think  that  those  com- 
plaints, even  if  well  founded,  were  quite 
exceptional,  and  I  believe  the  conduct 
of  the  police  on  the  2lBt  June  was  on 
the  whole  extremely  good ;  in  fact,  I 
might  say  almost  as  admirable  as  the 
conduct  of  the  people  they  were  supposed 
to  keep  in  order.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
oppose  an  acknowledgment,  and  I  ask 
the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind  that 
apart  from  the  proposed  gift  of  medals 
It  is  proposed  to  give  the  Metropolitan 
Police  one  day's  extra  pay  and  three 
extra  days'  leave,  and  this,  I  think,  is  a 
fair — I  might  say  an  ample— acknow- 
ledgnLOot  of  the  services  rendered.  At 
all  events,  it  contraste  very  favourably 
with  the  treatment  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Baikes)  of  the  telegraphists  under  very 
similar  oiroumstanoes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  repeatedly  pressed  by  my- 
self and  others  to  make  some  acknow- 
ledgment to  the  telegraphists  who,  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  service,  were  com- 
pelled to  be  on  duty  on  that  day,  has 
now  definitely  declined  to  make  any 
such  acknowledgment  whatever.  But 
to  the  grant  of  medals  I  altogether 
object.  In  the  first  place,  because  it  is 
an  unnecessary  expense.  I  have  had 
Rome  difficulty  in  extracting  from  the 
Government  a  statement  of  the  cost  of 
these  medale,  but  I  was  informed  to- 
day the  estimated  cost  was  £83  per 
1,000,  so  that  the  total  cost  would  be 
about  £1,162.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
bow  it  may  be  with  consituents  of  other 
hon.  Members ;  but  certainly  I  may  say, 


for  my  own,  tliat  they  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  take  their  share  in  this  expendi- 
ture of  £1,162,  not  only,  I  submit,  for  a 
wasteful,  but  for  a  ridiculous  and  even 
mischievous  purpose.  This  proposal  has 
emanated  from  Sir  Charles  warren,  and 
I  desire  to  speak  of  Sir  Charles  Warren 
with  all  possible  respect  as  a  gallant 
soldier  who  deserves  well  of  his  country, 
bnt  on  this  occasion  he  has  forgotten 
that  he  now  occupies  a  civil  post,  and 
has  introduced  hia  old  military  ideas 
iato  his  new  sphere  of  duty.  However, 
I  can  understand  the  oonduct  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  in  making  the  sugges- 
tion, but  I  cannot  understand  or  excuse 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whose  whole  distinguished  career  has 
been  spent  in  civil  life  in  sanctioning  the 
suggestion.  Wby  are  madala  to  be  given 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police  for  their  ser- 
vices on  that  day  ?  I  quite  admit  they 
had  exceedingly  hard,  exceedingly  oner- 
ous duties  to  perform,  and  that  they 
underwent  many  hours  fatigue,  but  there 
are  scores  of  men  in  Bethnol  Green  who 
every  day  of  their  lives  undergo  as  many 
hours  fatigue  as  did  the  Police  on  Jubilee 
Day.  My  next  objection  to  this  proposal 
is  that  it  would  tend  to  bring  into  ridi- 
cule and  contempt  the  whole  system  of 
conferring  medals.  Why  are  medals 
usually  bestowed  ?  TJsually,  so  far  as 
my  information  goes,  after  a  victory 
over  a  foe.  Who  was  the  foe  vanquished 
en  Jubilee  Day?  Does  Sir  Charles 
Warren  plume  himself  on  the  fact  that 
the  Metropolitan  Police  gained  a  victory 
over  the  common  people  ?  I  recognize  in 
this,  among  other  suggestions,  a  ten- 
dency to  which  on  a  future  occasion  I 
will  call  attention  to  introduce  into  the 
administration  of  tbeMetropolitan  Police 
military  ideas  against  which  I,  for  one, 
will  firmly  contend,  for  I  believe  the  re- 
sult must  inevitably  be  to  undermine 
that  confidence  and  goodwill  that  for  so 
many  years  have  happily  existed  between 
the  Metropolitan  FoHce  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  public  on  the  other.  I  move  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  the  Vote  by  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  medaU 
which  I  make  out  to  be  £1,162. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  item  of  £60,000  for  the  Uetro- 
politoa  Police,  be  reduced  b;  (bsaum  uf  £1,162." 
~{Mr.  Piekertgitl.) 

The   secretary  of  STATE  pob 
THE    HOME    DEPARTMENI     (Mr. 
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Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Uember  (M!r.  Pickers- 
gill)  that  there  is  nothing  of  a  military 
spirit  that  deserves  his  eritioism  in  the 

Fropoaal  to  give  a  medal  to  the  police, 
think  the  whole  House  will  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Metropolitan  Police  on  this 
ocoasion  rendered  extremely  valuable 
serrioe.  The  work  was  exoesBively 
arduous,  some  of  the  men  were  on  duty 
for  30  hours,  and  all  of  them  for  a  long 
time.  The  general  feeling  of  the  House 
was  that  there  should  be  some  gratuity 
or  reward  for  these  arduous  services. 
The  hon.  Member  has  blamed  the  Ohief 
Commissioner  for  originating  the  idea 
of  a  medal ;  but  I  may  say  the  matter 
arose  in  conversation,  and  I  rather 
think  the  mention  of  a  medal  or  com- 
memoration of  some  sort  came  first  from 
myself,  not  from  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
The  latter  undertook  to  ascertain  the 
wishes  of  the  Force  when  I  desired  to 
know  whether  they  would  prefer  to  have 
li  days'  extra  pay,  or  one  day's  pay  and 
some  object  to  serve  as  a  memorial  of 
what  to  the  Metropolitan  Police  and 
many  others  was  au  interesting  historical 
occasion.  Sir  Charles  Warren  took  pains 
to  ascertain  the  feeling  of  the  men,  and 
it  is,  I  think,  creditable  to  them  that  the 
majority  of  tbem  said  they  would  pre- 
fer to  have  a  gratuity  of  one  day's  pay, 
not  1^  days'  pay,  and  that  the  money 
that  would  have  otherwise  gone  to  make 
up  the  1^  days'  pay  should  be  spent  iu 
providing  a  medal  or  some  form  of  com- 
memoration of  a  great  national  event.  I 
was  obliged  to  tell  the  boa.  Member 
more  than  once  that  I  could  not  state 
the  exact  cost  of  the  medal.  We  con- 
sulted with  the  officers  of  the  Mint  and 
from  them  I  obtained  the  estimate  I 
gave  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to-day.  But 
the  form  of  tbe  memorial  has  not  yet 
been  settled,  the  matter  is  still  under 
consideration. 

Mk.  PIOKERSaiLL  i  I  understood 
from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  a  few 
days  ago,  that  the  matter  did  not  remain 
to  be  considered. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Not  in  this  sense, 
that  it  was  quite  understood  the  wish  of 
the  Force  was  to  have  a  day's  pay  and 
an  acknowledgment  in  tbe  form  of  a 
medal ;  there  is  no  intention  of  recon- 
sidering that  decision.  Tbe  exact  form 
and  character  of  the  memento,  whether 
it  should  take  the  shape  of  a  medal  at 
oil  or  a  piece  of  commemorative  plate, 
Mr,  Mutthtwt 


has  not  definitely  been  decided  upon ; 
what  is  decided  is  that  there  shall  be 
some  object  to  keep  as  a  memorial  of 
Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  year.  Sir  ChorleB 
Warren  thought  a  medal  would  be  the 
most  appropriate  form.  The  cost  is  not 
very  large,  though  the  total  among  a 
large  Dumber  of  men  does  naturally 
mount  up.  As  I  hare  pointed  out,  this 
money  reward  for  extraordinary  exer- 
tions seems  fully  within  the  enactment 
I  referred  to  earlier  in  the  day.  If  the 
choice  had  been  left  to  me,  I  should 
have  ^ven  the  whole  of  the  reward  in 
tbe  shape  of  money ;  but  as  the  men 
themselves  preferred  that  it  should 
partly  take  the  form  of  a  commemora- 
tive object,  and  as  we  are  always  desirous 
to  consult  ttie  wishes  of  those  ve  wish 
to  gratify  in  matters  of  this  kind,  the 
determination  was  come  to  of  which  I 
have  spoken.  There  are  minor  details 
to  settle.  The  Force  wish  that  the  medal 
should  in  some  way  have  the  sanction  or 
assent  of  Her  Majesty  herself.  I  have 
not  yet  bad  an  opportunity  of  learning 
the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty.  It  would, 
no  doubt,  enhance  the  value  of  tbe  gift 
if  Her  Majesty  should  graciously  ap- 

frove  of  the  presentation  on  her  behalf, 
may  mention  that  the  acknowledgment 
in  the  form  proposed  is  by  no  means  on 
act  of  generosity  on  my  port,  for  the  one 
and  a-half  days'  pay  would  probably 
cost  more  than  the  whole  sum  that  will 
be  expended  in  the  manner  proposed. 
The  sum  set  aside  in  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Fund  early  in  the  year,  in  antici- 
pation of  such  a  purpose  as  this,  will 
cover  with  an  ample  margin  any  cost 
incurred.  I  think  it  will  be  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House  that  it  would  be 
stingy  not  to  allow  more  than  one  day's 
pay.  This  particular  form  of  recogni- 
tion is  what  the  Police  Force  desire, 
and  there  is  no  military  idea  whatever 
implied. 

Ma.  HERBEBT  GAKDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  On  this  subject  I 
would  like  to  ask,  are  these  medals  con- 
sidered tokens  of  honour,  and  wilt  the 
police,  with  the  sanction  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, wearthem  on  their  uniforms  as  a 
mark  of  honourable  distinction,  in  the 
same  way  that  soldiers  wear  those  they 
gain  in  the  field,  or  will  they  simply  bs 
kept  as  tokens  of  Her  Majesty's  Jubileef 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  No  decision  of 
any  sort  has  been  come  to;  but  it  is  not, 
I  think,  in  tbe  contemplation  of  anybody 
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that  the  Police  ehould  wear  them.  I 
am  informed  b^  the  Chief  Oommissioiier 
that  though  many  of  the  mea  poaaess 
war  medalB,  as  a  matter  of  fact  tliey 
never  do  wear  them  when  on  duty,  and 
that  for  two  reasons — first,  that  to  do  so 
would  subject  the  wearer  to  adverse  and 
ridioalouH  comment  from  the  irreverent 
London  hoy  ;  and,  seoondly,  that  in  the 
event  of  any  scuffle  in  the  streets,  the 
medal  would  be  the  first  thing  to  be 
grasped  at.  There  is  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that,  except,  perhaps,  on  special 
occasions,  the  medals  would  be  worn. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) :  I 
would  appeal  to  the  boo.  Momber  for 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr  Fickersgill)  not  to 
divide  the  Committee  on  the  question  he 
has  raised.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that, 
with  the  great  number  of  persons  claim- 
ing to  wear  medals  and  decorations, 
these  have  become  somewhat  common, 
and  it  is  rather  an  honourable  distinction 
to  be  without  such. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Mav 
I  suggest  that  as  a  medal  is  to  be  struck 
it  might,  in  addition  to  the  Jubilee, 
commemorate  another  proceeding  in 
which  the  police  are  concerned,  and 
recall  the  features  of  the  celebrated  Miss 
Cass. 

ME.PICKERSaiLL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  has  not 
met  all  my  objections,  but  Lo  has  ad- 
vanced one  strong  argument  why  we 
should  accept  the  proposal,  that  is  that 
the  police  themselves  have  expressed  a 
desire  to  have  a  medal  rather  than  an- 
other half-day's  pay.  Of  course,  I 
accept  that  statement,  and  as  I  have 
already  said,  my  object  is  not  to  treat 
the  police  in  any  grudging  spirit,  for  I 
am  most  anxious  they  should  receive  a 
suitable  acknowledgment.  Accepting 
the  statement  that  tbo  police  have,  by  a 
majority,  expressed  a  desire  to  have  the 
medal,  I  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Toe  first  LORD  of  tiie  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  wish  to  make  an  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  to  allow  this  Vote  to 
be  now  taken.  There  is  no  single  item 
in  this  Vote  on  Account  that  may  not  be 
the  subject  of  discussion  in  Committee 
when  the  separate  Votes  are  taken,  and 
any  delay  that  now  takes  place  lessens 
the  time  the  Committee  will  have  for 


that  discussion.  I  trust  the  Honse  will 
recognize  the  nooessity  that  is  forced 
upon  the  Government  of  taking  this 
vote  to-day,  and  allow  us  now  to  come 
to  a  decision. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire): 
I  am  sorry  I  must  make  one  ezcention 
to  the  appeal  in  favour  of  a  matter  of 
urgent  importance.  I  see  among  the 
Votes  included  in  this  Vote  on  Accouiit, 
is  a  Home  Office  Vote  and  another  for 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  and  to  these  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
miltee  by  a  Motion  for  reduction. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  ;  This  is  a  Vote 
that  will  come  on  fir&t  in  considering 
the  separate  Votes.  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  it  the  most  fitting  opportunity 
when  this  Vote  comes  on,  probably  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions come  in  Class  3,  and  according  to 
our  rate  of  progress  with  Supply  we  are 
not  likely  to  reach  Class  3  for  some 
weeks,  probably  the  middle  of  August. 
Owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
have  refused  to  give  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion and  redress  of  the  grievances  of 
Welsh  tithepayers,  the  state  of  feeling 
is,  in  Wales,  very  serious.  This  has  been 
shown  by  disturbances  in  various  parts 
of  the  country.  In  some  of  the  disturb- 
ances the  officers  of  the  taw  hare  had 
the  worst  of  it,  in  others,  ordinary  by- 
standers have  suffered  at  the  hands  of 
the  police.  What  did  the  Government 
do  in  the  face  of  this  state  of  afi'aira? 
They  proceeded  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the 
disturbance  when  the  people  were 
batoned  by  the  police,  ana  they  set  up 
prosecutions  when  the  officers  were 
alleged  to  have  been  maltreated  by  the 
crowd.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this— in  the  case  of 
the  trials  the  Public  Prosecutor  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  his  own  initia- 
tive, changed  the  plaoe  of  trial  from 
the  Petty  Sessional  Division  where  the 
offence  was  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
to  another  Petty  Sessional  Division  15 
or  20  miles  distant.  The  excuse  the 
Government  make  is  that  they  could 
not  find  Court  accommodation  in  the 
place  whore  the  events  occurred.  Now, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make 
further  inquiry  I  have  considerable 
doubt  whether  he  will  find  that  that  is  the 
tact.  I  think  he  will  find  there  is  ample 
acoommodalion  for  the  31  prisoners. 
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counsel,  and  witnesaea  at  Oerrig-y-Drui- 
dion.  At  the  same  time,  while  making 
this  the  ostensible  reasob,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient that  thd  proaecution  itself 
should  tate  place  in  the  district  where 
the  diatarbances  occurred.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  carrying  the 
Irinh  method  of  administering  jnatica 
into  Walea,  and  further,  if  the  right 
bon.  Oentloman  at  hia  own  initiative 
thus  changes  the  place  of  trial  he  should 
accept  the  logical  consequences,  and 
see  that  the  expenses  of  these  men 
and  their  witnesses  are  paid  if  they  are 
carried  from  one  Court  to  another, 
20  miles  off.  The  nest  point  to 
which  I  call  attention  is  that,  although 
the  reported  offence  took  place  on  the 
27th  May,  no  word  of  notice  was  given 
to  the  defendants  until  the  30th  June 
and  1st  July  that  the  trial  was  to  take 
place  20  miles  off,  and  held  on  the 
following  Wednesday,  after  a  lapse  of 
three  days.  How  can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expect  that  justice  will  be 
done  to  these  men  when  they  are  treated 
in  this  way  three  or  four  days  after  they 
have  had  notice,  before  they  have  had 
time  to  consult  their  solicitors,  and  be- 
fore the  latter  have  had  time  to  make  up 
the  cases  ?  After  this,  requests  were 
made  for  adjournment  for  a  few  days, 
lor  one  reason,  because  the  cases  were 
not  made  up,  and  because  the  wife  of 
one  of  the  defendants  died  during  the 
course  of  the  preliminary  proceedings. 
I  called  attention  to  this  by  Question, 
and  asked  was  it  in  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice necessary  to  refuse  an  adjournment 
to  allow  a  defendant  to  make  the  general 
arrangements  necessary  fur  the  burial 
of  his  wife  f  The  right  hon.  Gentlemai 
answered  that  there  was  an  adjourn 
meut  in  a  couple  of  hcurs,  while,  as  t 
matter  of  fact,  this  happened  on  thi 
morning  of  Thursday,  and  there  was  no 
adjournment  until  the  evening  of  Friday, 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
this  fact,  and  I  ask  was  it  decent  or  fair, 
in  view  of  the  hurried  notice  and  this 
distressing  incident,  to  rush  on  the  pro- 
secution without  a  decent  adjournment? 
And  now  I  refer  to  the  inquiry.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  an  in- 
quiry into  ttie  circumstances  and  origin 
of  one  disturbance,  and  then,  partly  at 
the  instance  of  a  Welsh  Tory  Mem- 
ber, he  enlarged  the  scope  of  the  in- 
quiry, so  as  to  include  not  only  the  dia- 
Mr.  T.  E.  mit 
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turhanoe  at  Mochdre,  but  the  other 
disturbances  in  North  Wolea.  Nov,  I 
should  say  that  in  the  Oommiasioner  to 
hold  auch  on  inquiry  two  qualiGcations 
are  especially  required,  first,  that  he 
ehould  be  able  to  understand  the  lan- 
guage of  the  people;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  Commissioner  or  Commiasionera 
ahottld  he  a  man  or  men  who  would  not 
merely  look  at  legal  technicalities  in 
connection  with  each  disturbance,  but 
who  would  take  a  fair  and  dispassiona'e 
view  of  the  whole  cause  ond  origin  of 
these  disturbances.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  selected  the  very  worat  man 
possible  for  the  appointment.  Hr.  Bridge 
was  sent  some  time  ago  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  Cardiff  riots,  and  the  Cardiff 
people,  of  all  shades  of  politics,  con- 
demned the  way  in  which  he  white- 
washed the  police  and  refused  to  listen 
to  some  60  witnesses  who  were  ready 
to  come  forward.  His  proceeding  gave 
satisfaction  to  no  one,  and  his  Beport 
showed  that  he  was  actuated  by  the 
idea  that  his  duty  was  to  defend  the 
police  and  the  authorities.  Secondly, 
this  Cooimiasiouer  has  no  idea.I  imagine, 
of  the  habits  and  language  of  the  people. 
and  does  not  understand  what  they  say, 
In  the  third  place,  although  this  inquiry 
was  promised  a  month  ago,  the  arrange- 
ments are  not  yet  made.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  promised  to  appoint  a  secre- 
tary who  understands  Welsh ;  hut,  as  yet, 
we  have  no  information  upon  that  point. 
Neither  have  we  heard  that  a  shorthand 
writer  is  appointed  to  take  notes  of  the 
evidence;  in  fact,  the  whole  thing  hangs 
tire.  Now.  if  the  Government  wish  to 
further  inflame  the  state  of  public  feel- 
iag  in  Wales,  they  can  do  it  by  backing 
up  the  Kcclesiastical  Commissioners  and 
the  authorities  of  Ohriatchurch  by  taking 
the  stock  of  farmers  at  dead  of  night; 
they  can  enstninge  the  sympathies  of 
the  Welsh  people,  and  provoke  further 
disturbance,  by  rashing  toe  prosecutions, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  delaying  inquiry 
on  the  other.  In  view  of  the  actiuu  of 
the  Government,  I  beg  to  move  to  re- 
duce the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £2,000. 
Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'■Thattheitemof  £5,000  loi  Ciimiiul  Cm); 
uotioDS,  &c.,  be  reduced  h"  thK^uK  "^^feBW 
—{Mr.  Thamu  mil.)  ^ 

Mr.  MATTHEW 
answer  the  hon.  0 
fault  with  th<>-'    ' 


i.y  Google 


\ 


993 


Svppfy— 


IJdly  16,  1887} 


CiPiV  Semeet. 


094 


Now,  while  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  ai 
to  the  p^reona  charged,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  admit  that  it  ia  quite 
fitting  there  ehould  he  a  proBecution. 
The  men,  31  in  number,  are  chained 
vith  complicity  in  a  riot.  They  do  not 
all  live  in  the  same  part  of  the  country ; 
their  places  of  abode  are  far  apart ;  end 
I  am  informed  that  no  place  of  trial 
could  be  eelected  to  which  some  of  them 
vould  not  have  to  travel— I  will  not  Bay 
all  of  them,  bo  far  aa  the  dtatance  between 
Cerrig-y -Druid inn  and  Butbin — but,  at 
any  rate,  a  conaiderable  distance. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Not  one  of  them  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  giving  the 
information  I  have  received.  I  am 
informed  that  the  Court  House  at 
Cerrig-y- Druid  ion  la  totally  inadequate 
for  the  accommodation  of  not  only  the 
31  defendants,  but  the  magistrates,  wit- 
neaacB,  counsel,  and  others  who  have  to 
take  more  or  less  part  in  the  proceedings. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  Baid 
it  was  very  hard  on  the  defendants  that 
they  should  be  put  to  this  expense,  and 
I  very  much  sympathize  with  that  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  demand,  for  it 
is  rather  hard  on  the  defendants  them- 
selves that,  if  put  to  extra  cost  by  having 
to  go  to  Huthin,  that  extra  cost  should 
not  be  met.  I  sympathize  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  point ;  but  the  only 
allowance  which  can  be  made,  and  which 
will  be  made,  is  for  their  witnesses.  By 
Statute,  the  magistrate  who  takes  the 
depositions  can  give  a  certiGoate  upon 
wluDfa  the  cosls  of  any  witnesees  will  be 
defrayed ;  but  the  law  does  not  allow 
either  the  magistrates  or  the  Treasury 
to  defray  the  costs  of  the  defendants 
themselvee.  Then  be  renewed  the  griev- 
ance which  he  presented  the  other  day, 
and  thought  the  answer  which  I  then 
gave  was  unsatiefactory.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  grant  me  the  indul- 
gence of  listening  to  what  I  have  to  say. 
An  inquiry  was  granted  for  the  Friday, 
and  it  would  have  been  extremely 
unreasonable  to  have  adjourned  then 
and  there  without  doio^  anything  on 
the  morning  of  that  Friday,  it  being 
necessary  to  have  the  defendants  present. 
Everybody  had  come  at  considerable 
expense  to  themselves  and  to  the  county, 
ana  so  the  proceedings  were  continued 
on  that  Friday  so  as  not  to  waste  a  day, 
and  in  the  afternoon  the  magistrates 
adjourned  the  case  until  the  Tuesday 
following,  on  purpose  to  enable  the  poor 
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men  to  obtain  advice  upon  the  Monday, 
Surely  that  does  not  call  for  any  severe 
comment.  Then  the  hon.  Member  finds 
great  fault  with  the  inquiry  which  has 
been  instituted  by  this  House.  He  finds 
great  fault  with  the  Bclection  of  the 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Bridge;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  it  was  having  read  his 
Beport  on  the  Cardiff  riots  which  sug- 
gested Mr.  Bridge  to  my  mind ;  for,  so 
far  from  whitewaahing  the  police,  he 
blames  them  with  great  discrimination, 
judgment,  and  moderation.  I  thought 
that  Beport  was  remarkably  able,  tem- 
perate, fair,  and  impartial;  and  it 
induced  ma  to  think,  with  the  represen- 
tations it  contained,  that  Mr.  Bridge  was 
a  man  who  would  act  justly,  and  who 
was  completely  outside  all  the  paasionate 
feelinga  which  had  been  aroused  on  both 
aidea. 

Mr.  T.  £.  ELLIS :  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  the  evidence? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  read  a  great 
part  of  it,  and  I  read  the  whole  of  Mr. 
Bridge's  Seport,  which  showed  him  to 
be  a  man  thoroughly  competent  to  con- 
duct the  inquii7  by  training,  experience, 
abilities,  and  the  fairness  of  his  mind. 
I  think  I  conld  hardly  have  picked  out 
a  better  selection  to  decide  on  local  dis- 
putes. Then  it  ia  said  I  should  have 
put  somebody  on  the  GommisBion  who 
understood  Welsh.  I  had  great  diffi- 
culty in  finding  a  competent  Welsh 
scholar  who  would  do  good  service  other- 
wise. I  inquired  in  Eill  directions,  and  I 
had  great  difficulty,  but  I  ultimately 
fixed  on  a  gentleman — Profeaaor  Bhya 
— the  first  Welsh  scholar  of  the  day, 
and  Professor  of  Celtic  in  Oxford  Uni- 
versity, and  he  ia  not  only  an  accom- 
plished Welsh  scholar,  but  a  thorough 
Welshman  in  birth  and  sympathies. 
He  ia  a  Liberal  in  politics,  I  am  told, 
though  I  do  not  care  what  his  politics 
are — he  is  an  admirable  Welsh  scbolar, 
the  first  of  the  day,  a  perfect  master  of 
the  language,  and  a  man  of  thorough 
intellect  and  character.  Being  so  per- 
fectly associated  by  birth,  language, 
training,  and  sympathies  with  the  Welsh 
people,  I  felt  sure  he  would  prove  a 
nseful  adjunct  to  the  Commisaion,  and  a 
man  clearly  above  all  suspicion,  for  be 
has  lived  long  enough  out  of  the  world 
of  Welsh  ideas  not  to  be  suspected  of 
partizanship.  He  is  a  man  who  could 
not  be  suspected  or  accused  of  partizan- 
ship either  on  one  side  or  pn  the  other. 
2  K 
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I  myself  had  no  object  or  purpose  in  the 
matter  other  tban  to  get  a  tribunal 
which  would  deal  as  fairly  and  im- 
partially with  this  inquiry  as  any  tri- 
bunal could. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  {Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :  I  quite  concur  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  it  is  inoonvenient  to  bring 
OD  diaousaians  of  this  kind  on  such  an 
occasion  as  this.  But  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  had  no  choice  in  the 
matter.  If  he  had  not  brought  the  sub- 
ject on  for  disousBiou  now,  he  could  not 
have  done  it  for  the  next  fortnight  or 
three  weeks.  I  gladly  recognize  the 
spirit  of  the  reply  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Matthews) ;  but,  on    one 

Soint,  he  ie  entirely  wrong  in  his  facts. 
ow,  where  do  nine-tenths  of  these  de- 
fendants live?  They  could  walk  easily 
enough  to  the  Court  at  Cerrig-y- 
Druidion  ;  but  they  are  19  or  20  miles 
away  from  Ruthin,  and  for  a  considerable 
part  of  that  distance  there  is  no  railway, 
and,  as  far  as  I  know,  no  coach,  no  omni- 
bus, no  public  conveyance  whatever 
to  enable  tham  to  get  there.  What  is 
the  result  ?  These  poor  men,  moat  of 
them  quite  unable  to  afford  to  hire  a  con- 
veyance— these  poor  men  were  obliged 
to  walk  a  distance  of  somewhere  about 
40  miles,  because  the  case  could  not 
be  triad  in  the  Petty  Sessional  Division 
close  to  their  home.  I  think  that  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  inquire,  he  will  find  something 
behind  what  appears— something  which 
he  has  not  yet  discovered,  and  which  will 
give  him  the  real  reason  why  the  case 
was  removed 'from  the  one  Petty  Ses- 
sional Diviaion  to  the  other.  If  my 
information  be  correct,  there  are  four 
Justices  who  reside  in  this  district  of 
Cerrig-T-Druidion,  only  two  of  whom 
would  have  been  required  to  deal  with 
the  case.  Why  did  they  not  deal  with 
it  then?  Simply  because  one  of  them 
is,  for  some  reason  or  other,  disliked 
by  the  other  three,  and  they  will  not 
ait  with  him.  Therefore  it  was  that 
these  poor  men  had  to  walk  40  miles, 
because  three  of  the  magistrates  would 
not  sit  with  the  fourth.  My  information 
is  very  definite  and  very  complete  upon 
the  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  said  a  single  word  about  one 
little  matter.  The  riots  took  place  on 
the  27th  of  May,  but  no  proceedings 
whatsoever  were  taken  until  the  27th  of 
Mr-  Mattheifft 


{COMMONS}  Cml  Service*.  996 

June — a  month  afterwards.  And  now 
one  word  as  to  Mr,  Bridge.  I  know 
nothing  whatever  of  him  except  that  he 
has  inquired  into  the  case  of  the  Cardiff 
riots ;  but  I  do  hear  from  all  sides  a  good 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  espressed  at  bis 
decision.  Still,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
if  I  were  in  the  Home  Secretary's  place 
I  would  not  put  a  police  magistrate  to 
try  policemen — it  ie  not  exactly  the  right 
thing  to  do.  A  man  whom  I  suggested 
to  the  Home  Secretary — I  will  not  men* 
tion  hia  name,  but  be  is  a  man  who  ia 
highly  respected,  as  well  aa  familiar 
with  the  Welsh  language— would  have 
been  a  more  proper  person  to  con- 
duct the  inquiry.  As  to  Professor 
Rhys,  I  know  very  well  that  he  ia  a 
most  competent  Welsh  scholar,  pro- 
bably the  best  in  the  world ;  a  better 
man  for  the  post  could  not  be  found ; 
and  as  regards  him  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gendeman's  reply  on  Tuesday  was 
satisfactory.  I  do  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  will  be 
able  to  tell  ue  that  the  proceedings  are 
to  be  commenced  at  once,  because  these 
matters  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  irritation, 
and  the  sooner  they  are  disposed  of  the 
better. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  (Cavan,  W.j :  I  must 
say,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  seemed  to  mo  to  make  out  a 
bad  case.  What  occurred  was  this — 
these  unfortunate  men  were  subjected 
first  to  a  very  heavy  penalty ;  and  I 
think  that  was  quite  unfair,  and  that 
the  parties  responsible  for  dragging 
men  15  or  20  miles  from  the  place  of 
the  riots  to  the  Petty  Sessional  District 
outside  acted  very  unfairly  for  many 
reasons.  Remember  that  the  money 
penalty  was  only  a  small  part  of  the 
penalty  suffered.  They  probably  had 
some  legal  friend  in  the  district  in  which 
they  lived — someone  in  whom  they  had 
confidence — and  yet  they  are  takea 
airay  a  speoially  long  distanoe,  q^uite 
out  of  his  reach.  Although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  the  magistrate 
may  certify  for  the  costs  of  the  witnesses 
for  the  defence,  the  defendants  are  taken 
away  to  magistrates  who  are  partizans 
against  the  people,  and  who  would  pro- 
bably refuse  costs,  and  throw  auch  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  that  the  defendants' 
witnesses  would  probably  never  get  paid 
at  all.  The  proper  thing  for  the  Qovei 
ment  to  do,  instead  of  pattir~*'-~  *^' ' 
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Prosecator  in  motion  against  them,  would 
be  to  Bay  that  theae  people  had  euffered 
euffioiently  already,  and  that  uotbiag 
more  should  be  done  against  them.  As 
to  Mr.  Bridge,  he  may  be  all  very  trell, 
but  the  fact  is  that  he  does  not  know 
Welsh,  and  he  would  hare  to  hear  the 
evidence  of  the  witnesses  through  an 
interpreter,  who  would  practically  be 
against  the  prisoners ;  and  the  result 
vould  be  that  Mr.  Bridge,  however  well 
disposed  to  do  justice,  would  not  get  a 
fair  state  meat  of  the  facta,  and  would, 
therefore,  not  be  able  to  come  to  an  un- 
biassed and  honest  decision.  I  think 
the  ban.  Member  (Ur.  T.  E.  Ellis^  did 
well  to  invite  attention  to  this  Vote; 
and  I  hope  the  Committee  will  mark 
their  sense  of  the  conduct  of  the  prose- 
cution by  disallowing  the  Vote. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  confess  I  do  not 
understand  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  on  one  point.  Do  I 
understand  him  to  say  that  Professor 
Sbys  is  to  be  Secretary  to  the  Oommis- 
■ion,  or  one  of  the  Commissioners? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  told  the  hon. 
Qentleman  some  days  ago  that  Pro- 
fessor Bhys  was  to  be  Secretary  to  the 
Commission. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  made  a  statement  that  these 
men  did  not  live  in  the  Petty  Sessional 
DlTision;  and  I  think  he  led  us  to 
understand  that  it  was  almost  more  con- 
Tenient  for  them  to  go  to  Rutbin  than 
for  the  case  to  be  heard  at  Cerrig-y- 
Druidion. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS;  No;  I  did  not 
Bay  that.  What  I  said  was  that  the 
Court  selected  was  as  good  for  them  as 
any  Court  that  could  be  chosen.  That 
is  my  information. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS:  Then  I  must  ask 
to  be  allowed  to  correct  that  informa- 
tion. Nine-tenths  of  the  men,  at  least, 
live  in  the  Petty  Sessional  Division  of 
Cerrig-y-Druidion,  and  within  two  or 
three  miles  of  the  Court.  No  doubt,  there 
are  three  or  four  of  them  who  live  at 
some  distance  away ;  but,  instead  of 
having  to  came  some  17  or  18  miles  to 
Cerrig-y-Druidion,  th^  would  have  to 
go  24  or  2d  miles  to  Euthin.  So  that 
tiie  information  which  the  right  bon. 
Qentleman  has  obtained — where  from  I 
know  not  —  is  distinctly  incorrect  and 
dooeptiTB.  However,  I  will  not  now 
AMttranon  the  Yote ;  but  upon  a  future 
T  t}te  Tote  for  the  Home 


Secretary  and  for  Criminal  Frosecutiona 
and  the  salary  of  the  Director  of  Grimi' 
nal  Prosecutions  —  I  will  again  call 
attention  to  this  question,  and  to  the  way 
in  which  these  matters  have  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  and  the  Diieotor  of 
Criminal  Prosecutions. 

Mr.  BIOOAH  :  May  I  ask  is  it  Gom> 
potent  to  summon  a  defendant  from  one 
Petty  Sessional  Division  to  another,  and 
drag  him  from  one  Division  to  another  ? 
Unless  there  is  some  special  law  on  the 
subject,  you  might  as  well  drag  him  200 
miles  as  20,  and  that  would  be  a  very 
easy  way  of  persecuting  a  defendant,  and 
making  it  impossible  for  him  to  get  a 
fair  inquiry. 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  The  law  is  that 
the  inquiry  shall  take  place  in  the  county 
in  which  the  otFence  is  committed.  Petty 
Sessional  Divieions  are  established  for 
other  purposes  and  objects,  and  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  taking  of  deposi- 
tions in  cases  which  are  afterwards  to  be 
tried  at  the  Assizes  for  the  county. 

Mb.  BIGKtAR:  Then  a  man  may  he 
taken  from  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  another? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  said  within  the 
same  county. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.):  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  O-entleman  will  be  able  to  turn 
his  attention  to  the  very  remarkable 
statement  that  has  just  been  made; 
we  have  been  told  that  the  ease  had  to 
be  removed  owing  to  the  action  of  three 
Justices  of  the  Peace  in  refusing  to  sit 
with  a  fourth,  and  that  in  consequence 
of  that  refusal  the  necessity  has  arisen 
for  all  these  men  being  transferred 
from  one  Petty  Sessional  Division  to 
another.  Surely  that  is  very  remark- 
able, and  if  it  is  the  case  some  serious 
notice  ought  to  be  taken. 

Ma.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  further 
inquiries  F 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly.  But 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Plowden)  is  hardly  aware  that  I  have 
already  twice  answered  questions  and 
twice  made  inquiry  on  the  subject,  and 
I  have  given  to  the  Committee  sudi  in- 
formation as  I  could  obtain.  -  I  have 
been  informed  that  the  idea  of  there 
being  any  dissension  among  the  magia- 
trates  is  absolutely  unfounded,  and  that . 
the  real  reason  why,  on  mote  than  one 
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ocoaaion,  cases  bave  been  transferred 
from  tile  one  district  to  the  other  ia  that 
Gerrig-y-DruidioB  is  a  most  iaacceaaible 

Slace,  where  the  magistrates  frequently 
od  ihat  there  is  no  business  for  them 
to  transaot  when  tbey  get  there. 

CoLOMEL  CORNWALLIS  WEST 
(Denbighshire,  W.) :  I  am  afraid  there 
18  some  foundation  for  the  statement 
that  tbreo  of  the  Justices  hare  certaiulj 
bad  some  personaL  feeling  agaioat  one 
of  their  colleagues;  but  I  understand 
that  upon  this  occasion  the  four  Justices 
were  not  asked  to  sit,  but  the  Public 
Prosecutor,  of  hia  own  accord,  moved 
the  inquiry  from  Co  rrig-y- Druid  ion  to 
Butfain,  and  hia  reason  for  so  doiog  was 
not,  I  take  it,  because  these  four  gentle- 
men differed,  but  because  he  considered 
thatit  was  far  preferable  that  the  inquiry 
should  take  place  at  a  certain  distance 
from  tbe  spot  where  thia  very  serious 
riot  took  place,  for  I  must  say  that  this 
riot  was  ono  of  a  moat  serious  character, 
and  of  such  a  nature  as  to  almost  make 
it  a  desirable  thing  that  those  who  were 
implicated  should  be  transferred,  if  pos- 
sible, to  some  other  district  where  there 
was  no  feeling  at  all  likely  to  arise.  I 
am  exceedingly  sorry  that  it  was  neoee- 
saiy  that  these  defendants  should  be 
taken  so  great  a  distance  as  they  were  ; 
but  I  was  in  great  hopes  that  their 
expenses  might  have  been,  at  any  rate, 
partially  paid.  But  I  understand  that 
that  cannot  be  done,  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  and  trust  that  a 
very  liberal  allowance  will  be  made  for 
the  witnesses  they  have  been  obliged 
to  bring  for  this  inquiry.  I  can  only 
say  with  regard  to  the  appoialmaut  of 
Justices  to  thia  particular  Petty  Sesaional 
Diviaion,  which  has  been  two  or  three 
times  before  thia  House,  psraonally  I 
have  done  the  very  best  I  could  to  in- 
crease the  number  o{  those  who  would 
act  there,  and  have  fortunately  got  these 
fonr,  who  have,  up  to  the  present  time, 
taken  part  in  the  business  of  the  Petty 
Session  there,  to  agree  to  that.  When 
this  unfortunate  riot  took  place  they 
were  not  asked  to  sit  upon  it,  and  I 
regret  very  much,  under  the  circum- 
stances, that  they  were  not  asked ;  but 
if  it  was  thought  by  the  authorities  that 
it  was  better,  in  the  ioterests  of  justice, 
that  the  inquiry  ahould  take  place  at 
a  certain  diatance  from  the  scene  of  the 
riot,  I  can  only  say  that  if  the  de- 
fendants have  to  pay  a   ponsiderable 


sum   T  hope  it  will  be   very  largely 
made  up  to  them  from  other  sources. 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOHOAN  :  I  most 
protest  against  the  doctrine  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Cornwallis 
West)  that,  beoause  the  question  to  be 
tried  ia  a  serious  one,  therefore  theae 
defenduntsahould  be  taken  20miles  from 
their  homes.  I  am  glad  my  hon.  Fi'tend 
the  Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr. 
T.  E.  Ellis)  is  willing  to  allow  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  withdrawn,  and  I  think  it 
will  he  wise  to  allow  the  matter  to  drop 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  think  the  doo. 
trine  which  has  been  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Cornwallis  West),  that  because  certain 
offences  are  supposed  to  have  happoued 
at  one  end  of  a  coimty  you  may  take  the 
defendants  over  to  the  other  end,  quite 
regardlesB  of  the  expense  to  them  or  of 
the  fair  administration  of  jiietioe,  is  simply 
preposterous.  Now,  if  the  Covernment 
could  only  allow  the  Welsh  Members 
some  time  to  bring  this  question  of  the 
Welsh  magistracy  before  the  House, 
we  could  let  them  have  some  very  in- 
teresting facts.  The  one  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  is  only  one  of  scores  of 
instances  that  could  be  mentioned.  In  a 
published  letter  one  of  these  offending 
magistrates  is  contemptuously  referred 
to  as  "a  Liverpool  tea  merchant."  The 
whole  administration  of  the  law  is,  by 
these  circumstances,  bound  to  come  into 
contempt.  What  happened  in  this  case  F 
Whatever  may  be  said  of  the  personal 
quarrels  of  the  ma^strates,  two  of 
them,  at  all  events,  did  understand  the 
language  of  tbe  people,  whereas  the 
magietrates  to  whom  the  defeadanla 
have  been  taken  have  no  sympathy  with 
them,  and  are,  politically  and  religiously, 
their  enemies,  and  not  one  of  them 
understands  one  word  of  the  language 
of  the  31  defendants.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  says  that 
any  magistrate  in  the  county  may  take 
the  depositions,  how  was  it  that  those 
magistrates  who  do  know  the  Welah 
tongue  were  not  invited  to  sit  with  their 
brother  magistrates,  in  order  to  take 
theae  depositions  ?  But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  have  the  prosecution  a  right  to 
take  the  defendants  from  one  division 
to  another?      Suppose    it    happened, 
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not  ia  Denbighslure,  but  iu  LaDcashire ' 
or  Yorkaliire,  the  consequences  might  | 
be  very  serious  indeed,  for  the  distances 
to  be  traversed  might  be  very  consider- 
able. I  would,  therefore,  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  to  the  rather 
dangerous  doctrine  cooTeyed,  not  merely 
by  the  speech  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary,  but  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  and  to 
the  approval  or  semi-approval  vhioh 
has  been  given  to  it. 

8m  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) :  I  should  like  to  have 
a  thorough  understanding  on  this  mat- 
ter. Is  it  the  principle  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govarnment  that  they  are  to  take  pri- 
eonera  a  long  distance  beyond  their  own 
Petty  Sessional  Division  from  one  end  of 
a  county  to  another?  That  may  be  all 
very  well  where  the  county  is  a  very 
small  one  ;  but  the  same  principle  would 
apply  to  a  large  county — one  50  or  60 
miles  across.  The  men  might  not  be 
able  to  go  at  their  own  espeose,  and 
what  would  happen  then  ?  They  would 
sot  appear;  warrants  would  be  issued, 
and  they  would  be  taken  handcuffed 
across  the  couuty  to  answer  the  sum- 
mons. tJpon  what  principle  do  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  advise  that  these 
men  should  be  taken  from  one  l-*etty 
Sessional  Division,  where  there  were 
magistrates  who  sat  able  to  speak  their 
own  language,  to  another  20  miles  fur- 
ther, where  the  magistrates  do  not 
understand  their  language  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Baro- 
net (Sir  John  Swinburne)  is  under  a 
misapprehension  in  supposing  that  we 
have  had  anything  to  do  with  this.  We 
had  nothing  in  the  world  to  do  with  it. 
It  is  not  within  the  discretion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government— it  is  a  matter  of 
law.  Any  magistrate  in  the  county  can 
hear  the  case.  Any  Justice  in  the  county 
has  jurisdiction,  and  it  is  the  ordinary 
course  with  which  we  cannot  interfere, 
and  with  which  we  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do. 

_  Sia  JOHNSWINBORNE;  Does  the 
right  hoD.  GdDtleman  wish  us  to  under- 
Bland  that  he  has  not  given  any  advice 
or  suggestion  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
case? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Not  only  did  we 
not  advise,  but  we  did  not  even  know 
that  the  prosecution  was  going  on.  We 
knew  nothing  whatever  about  it.  The 
prosecution  is  under  Statute,  and  I  was 
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not  coDsulted,  and  did  not  know  of  it. 
It  was  only  when  questioned  on  the 
subject  in  this  House  that  I  became 
aware  of  the  facts. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhirattin. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.):  Before  the 
Vote  is  agreed  to,  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  another  matter.  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  case  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  in  the  service  of  the  National  Board 
of  Education  in  Ireland  for  25  years. 
During  that  period  he  answered  the  ex- 
pectations of  his  official  euperiors,  and 
was  recommended  for  good  service  pay. 
Unfortunately  for  him,  this  gentleman 
— Mr.  Fitzgerald — some  time  back — in 
December,  1878 — was  called  upon,  by 
direction  of  the  Irish  National  Board  of 
Education,  to  inspect  a  school  in  the 
County  of  Waterford,  and  in  order  to 
reach  it  he  could  go  by  either  of  two 
ways — he  could  either  cross  a  ferry,  or 
he  could  drive  a  considerable  way  round 
by  car.  He  was  suffering  from  illness 
on  the  morning  when  he  set  out,  and  he 
crossed  by  the  ferry,  and  on  his  way  met 
a  clergyman  connected  with  the  school 
who  took  a  part  of  the  duties  under  his 
inspection.  The  clergyman,  being  in  a 
hurry,  had  no  interval,  and  went  into 
Waterford.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  passed  on 
to  the  Bchool.  and  performed  as  much 
of  the  inspection  as  he  could.  He  also 
met  a  gentleman  who  was  one  of  the 
patrons  of  the  school,  and  that  gentle- 
man asked  him  to  call  and  discuss  the 
subject  in  the  afternoon,  and  asked  him 
to  stay  and  dine,  as  thatXwould  be  the 
most  convenient  time  for  him  to  diecusa 
the  matter  with  him.  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
having  performed  as  much  of  the  duties 
as  be  could  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
day,  set  out  in  the  afternoon  and  dined 
with  the  gentleman  and  spent  the  even- 
ing  with  him,  and  be  also  spent  the  sum 
of  d«.  6(2.,  the  proper  amount  of  the  car- 
hire  which  he  might  have  expended  in 
the  morning.  He  felt  that  that  was 
a  proper  expenditure,  and  should  be 
allowed  ;  and  in  his  journal  for  that  day 
he  entered  that  b».  Gd.,  which  I  main- 
tain, and  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
agree  with  me  in  the  contention,  was  a 
proper  charge.  It  so  happened  that  the 
clergyman  was  asked  by  the  National 
Board  of  Education  as  to  the  iospection, 
and  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  journal  was  called 
for  to  prove  that  he  had  made  the  in- 
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Bpection.  The  clergyman  said  he  did 
not  think  Mr.  Fitzgerald  could  have 
made  it,  and  Mr,  Fitzgerald  was  called 
upon  for  ezpIanatio;i8.  Ae  I  have  said, 
bo  van  in  bad  health,  and  suffering 
montnl  disturbance  on  account  of  famttj 
affliclions.  He  had  forgotten  the  precise 
traneaclion  and  the  preciss  things  that 
occurred,  end  he  gave  au  explanation 
which  was  admittedly  incorrect ;  but,  as 
he  subsequently  explained,  that  was  be- 
cause he  had  forgotten  the  facts.  Two 
Inspeclors  were  sent  dowu  to  inquire 
into  the  case,  and  they  reported  ad- 
versely to  him ;  and  after  25  years'  ser- 
vice, commended  warmly  by  the  National 
Board,  he  was  dismissed  on  a  charge  of 
having  misappropriated  5*.  6d.  A  more 
unfounded  charge  was  never  made 
against  any  man.  I  may  say  that  this 
gentleman  is  no  Nationalist,  nor  is  he 
any  personal  friend  of  mine ;  but  I  felt 
BO  strongly  on  reading  his  case  as  set 
fortli  in  tho  Parliamentary  Papers  last 
year — I  felt  it  was  so  great  a  perversion 
of  justice,  and  that  so  grave  an  injustice 
and  injury  bad  been  inflicted  on  him, 
that  I  felt  bound,  as  an  honest  man,  to 
take  up  the  case  and  do  what  I  could. 
1  had  no  personal  interest  in  the  case 
whatsoever,  and  I  never  had  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Fitzgerald  but  onco.  He 
does  not  sympathize  with  me^  and  no 
Party  politics  arise  in  the  caae^ — it  is  case 
of  purely  abstract  justice — and  when  the 
Committee  hear  the  facts,  I  think  they 
will  conclude  that  a  public  eervant  has 
been  made  the  victim  of  petty  official 
spile,  and  hns  been  treated  in  a  manner 
disgraceful  to  the  whole  Department  and 
to  the  Oovemment  of  Ireland,  and  cast 
out  upon  the  road  friendless — for  he  is 
living  upon  the  charity  of  bis  friends. 
This  is  the  reward  for  long  and  faithful 
service  to  the  National  Board.  One  of 
the  marked  characteristics  of  the  su- 
perior ofRuials  in  Ireland  is  this  — 
that  they  are  utterly  rapacious,  and 
one  method  of  satisfying  their  rapacity 
is  that  they  economize  on  the  inferior 
officials  who  do  all  the  work,  and  ask 
for  increased  salaries  themselves,  on 
the  ground  that  they  are  such  vigi- 
lant and  valuable  econon;i3ts.  The  Hesi- 
dent  Oommissioner,  Sir  Patrick  Keenan, 
not  many  years  ago,  when  be  did  not 
choose  to  live  in  the  oflScisl  residence 
provided  for  him,  received  £300  a- year 
to  ^ve  it  up  and  pay  hia  rent  ehewhere; 
but  anybody  acquainted  with  the  place 


knows  that  he  could  have  got  the  best 
residence  in  Dublin  for  half  that  sum. 
That  illustrates  the  way  in  which  these 
great  officials  who  do  none  of  tbe  work 
— who  are  the  dronesofthe  industrial  hive 
— get  all  the  cakes  and  ale,  and  the  poor 
men  who  do  the  work  get  nothing  at 
all.  It  is  veil  for  those  superior  officials 
when  they  can  get  an  opportunity,  and 
can  gratify  personal  spleen  at  the  same 
time,  by  getting  rid  of  officials  who 
would  otherwise  come  on  the  pension 
list  and  prevent  the  higher  olBciala  from 
getting  increased  salaries.  It  is  well  for 
these  superior  officials  when  they  can 
get  these  men  dismissed  at  the  end  of  a 
long  periodof  service  on  the  least  excuse, 
ana  thereby  show  a  great  saving  in  the 
Department.  This  Sfr.  Fitzgerald  bad 
the  misfortune  to  incur  the  high  indig- 
nation of  the  late  Joint  Secretary  of  the 
Board,  who  bad  received  nnmeroua 
rewards— the  late  Ur.  Ewart— and  also 
to  incur  the  wrath  of  Sir  Patrick 
Keenan  ;  and  when  this  charge  is  made 
against  him,  I  pronounce  it  a  trumped- 
up  and  malicious  charge,  so  smalt  in  its 
proportions  that  if  he  deserved  an^ 
measure  of  punishment  at  all,  a  repri- 
mand of  a  severe  character  would  have 
been  what  he  deserved,  and  not  dis- 
missal. But  they  got  him  in  a  cleft  stick, 
and  gave  him  no  chance  whatever.  He 
has  spent  these  last  seven  years,  not  in 
having  been  reinstated,  but  in  trying  to 
get  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry  into  hia 
case,  for  no  man  would  refuse  a  verdict  in 
bis  favour.  But  officialdom  had  not  done 
with  him  when  they  got  him  out  of  his 
office,  for  they  put  before  the  Commis- 
sioners the  documents,  though  they  sup- 
preased  in  the  Papers  before  this  House 
certain  documents  that  be  sent  in  which 
should  have  appeared  in  the  Beport  they 
were  called  upon  to  give.  That  was 
trifling,  if  not  worse,  with  this  House; 
and  I  hope  the  Committee  will  show 
their  sense  of  iho  injustice  done  to  this 
gentleman  in  some  very  marked  manner, 
and  that  they  will  compel  the  Qovern- 
ment  now  to  do  what  they  have  so  long 
declined  to  do  —  namely,  grant  this 
gentleman  a  re-inquiry  into  hia  case. 
One  of  the  gentlemen  who  reported 
originally— Ur.  Patterson,  one  of  the 
Inspectors  of  the  Board — when  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  brought  the  documents 
under  his  notice,  wrote  to  say  that  had 
he  had  thorn  before  he  would  have 
given  a  totally  different  verdict ;  but  his 
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colleagae  on  the  iaquir;  took  a  different 
view.  The  junior  Goromisaioner's  Re- 
port waa  the  one  which  the  Board  acted 
upon.  On  every  appeal  which  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  has  made,  he  has  been  met 
by  the  cry — "  We  inquired  into  the  case 
before,  and  have  no  reason  to  open  it 
again."  But  who  are  they  who  give 
this  answer?  This  answer  ia  given  by 
the  ofiicials  of  the  Oovernment  in  this 
House ;  but  it  ia  not  their  answer ;  it  ia 
the  answer  of  the  gentlemen  who  origi- 
nally tried  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  toa- 
demned  him,  and  who  do  not  want  to 
have  their  verdict  reviewed  by  another 
Oourt.  We  know  very  well  the  matter 
will  be  referred  back  to  the  Board,  and 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
opposite  (Colonel  King-Harman)  givee 
the  reply,  not  from  himself,  but  from 
the  members  of  the  Board  whose  con- 
duct is  impugned.  So  much  does  Sir 
Patrick  Keenan  feel  about  this,  that  he 
is  in  constant  dread  lest  the  question 
should  be  re-opened,  because  he  knows 
that  if  it  were  to  be  re-opened  his  con- 
duct would  be  open  to  the  atrongeat 
animadversion  by  any  honest  man. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
himself  (Colonel  King-Harman)  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West 
Down(Lord  Arthur  Hill)  were  members 
of  a  deputation  to  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  iStirling  finrgha 
(Mr.  Campbelt-fiannermaQ),  when  he 
waa  Chief  Secretary,  and  called  on  him 
to  grant  a  re-inquiry.  But  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  has  changed  his  ideas 
since.  He  told  us  to-day  that  he  was 
impressed  by  Mr.  Fitzgerald  producing 
SB  a  voucher  what  waa  not  a  voucher. 
But  Mr.  Fitzgerald  produced  the  allega- 
tion of  the  man  who  hired  the  car  that 
he  did  properly  expend  the  money,  and 
I  think  it  18  scarcely  an  accurate  descrip- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  to  say  that  that  was 
not  a  voucher.  It  was  not  a  voucher 
technically,  perhaps,  but  it  is  evident 
that  it  ought  to  have  led  to  fresh 
inquiry  to  see  whether  the  allegation 
was  true  or  not,  and,  if  not,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  would  abide  by  the  result, 
and  nobody  would  say  a  word  if,  on  fair 
inquiry,  the  charges  were  proved  against 
bim.  But  the  evidence  is  all  one  way. 
Isay  that  this  gentleman  was  not  guilty, 
and  even  if  he  was  guilty  he  has  been 
treated  with  great  cruelty,  and  in  a  way 


which  this  Committee  ought  not  to 
sanction.  Let  us  contrast  what  has 
occurred  here  with  another  case.  There 
is  another  Inspector  of  the  National 
Board — I  do  not  want  to  mention  his 
name— who  had  a  horse  and  car  belong- 
ing to  him,  and  when  he  wanted  to  travel 
for  his  inspections  he  ased  his  own  oar 
and  borse  and  charged  tor  them.  He 
even  did  more  than  that.  When  a  gen- 
tleman moves  away  from  his  own  resi- 
dence, he  is  entitled,  when  sleeping  out, 
to  his  expenses  for  the  night,  if  the 
distance  is  beyond  a  certain  limit.  One 
of  this  gentleman's  practices  was — and 
this  was  detected  by  an  official  who  waa 
sent  down  to  watch  him — to  go  to  an  hotel 
seven  or  eight  miles  off  and  charge  for 
sleeping,  though  he  would  drive  back  to 
his  own  house  that  evening,  and  sleep 
at  home.  That  case  was  inquired  into, 
and  what  was  the  punishment  ?  The 
Board,  having  considered  his  case,  de- 
cided that  what  they  would  do  with  him 
was  to  remove  him  from  that  district 
and  transfer  him  to  another,  and  I 
believe  they  have  altogether  mulcted 
him  in  such  a  sum  as  they  oonaidered 
he  had  improperly  charged.  That  waa  the 
proper  course,  if  not  too  lenient  a  one 
— at  all  events,  it  did  not  err  on  the  side 
of  severity.  But  contrast  that  with  the 
case  against  Mr.  Fitzgerald.  The  charge 
against  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  that  he  had 
misappropriated  6*.  Crf.  What  are  we  to 
say  as  to  the  difference  in  the  treatment 
of  these  two  gentlemen,  when  one  of 
them  is  simply  transferred  to  another 
district,  while  the  other  is  dismissed  the 
Service  and  cast  ontupon  the  world  ?  The 
fact  is  that  this  is  not  a  political  matter, 
but  one  of  abstract  justice ;  and  I  hope 
we  shall  receive  from  the  Qovernment 
an  assurance  that  the  case  will  be  re- 
investigated. 

Ths  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  for  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kino-Hakmah]  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  i 
The  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  consisted  in  a  charge  against 
another  official. 

Dr.  KENNY:  I  did  not  make  any 
charge  against  another  official,  but  by 
way  of  contrast  mentioned  the  faota 
concerning  another  official. 

CoMHEL  KING-HARMAN:  Thehon. 
Oentleman  certainly  mentioned  another 
official  who,  it  is  alleged,  has  not  sent  in 
his  aocounta  as  correctly  as  he  ought  to 
have  dona.  I  am  glad  to  say,  as  the  hon. 
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Gentleman  aayg,  this  matter  is  one  which 
can  be  approeobed  altogether  without 
Party  spirit.  I  am  aware  that  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald, if  he  has  any  politics  at  all,  is 
most  likely  to  be  a  Conservative.  The 
hoD.  Gentleman  had  the  kindness  to 
recognize  the  fact  that  in  1885  I  was  one 
of  a  deputation  which  approached  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Camp  bell  Banner- 
man),  when  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
upon  this  matter,  with  the  object  of 
obtaining  a  re  •investigation  of  the  caso. 
I  may  say,  however,  that  since  that  time 
I  have  inquired  more  closely  into  the 
matter,  and  I  now  think  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  justified  in  dismisBing 
Mr.  Fitzgerald.  It  was  my  impreesion 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cnmpbell-Bannerman],  after  hearing  the 
statements  of  the  deputation,  was  very 
much  inclioed  to  deal  favourably  ^ith 
Ht.  Fitzgerald's  case.  The  right  hon. 
Qontleman  promised  to  go  into  the  case 
personally,  and,  from  what  we  know  of 
the  right  hon.  Gendeman,  we  know  that 
when  he  promises  to  iuveetigato  a  matter 
personally,  he  does  not  mean  to  take 
merely  official  documents,  but  to  probe 
the  matter  to  the  very  bottom.  Having 
made  a  thorough  personal  examination, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered  the 
CommisBionere  were  right  in  dismissing 
Mr.  Fitzgerald .  I  am  bound  to  take  ex- 
ception to  that  part  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  in  which  he  imputed 
malicious  motives  to  the  Commissioners. 
lam  persuaded,  on  reflection,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  hardly 
likely  that  these  gentlemen,  who  have  so 
much  to  do,  would  band  tbemeelves 
together  to  ruin  a  man  by  preferring 
sucli  a  petty  charge  against  him  aa  the 
embezzlement  of  5».  6d.  There  is  no 
doubt  it  is  hard  upon  a  man  of  23  years' 
service  to  be  dismissed;  but  the  evidence 
we  have  warrnnis  the  diamissal.  It  is 
impossible,  for  instance,  to  overlook  the 
fact  that  there  had  been  previous  cases 
of  irregularities  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.  Mr.  Fiizgerald  appears  to 
me  to  have  had  every  fair  opportunity 
of  defending  bimself.  AUI  can  say  is 
that  I  was  originally  strongly  ininrassed 
in  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  favour  ;  but  I  have 
h«d  occasion  to  chaags  my  opinion. 
■Me,  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has  called 
in  question  the  course  pursued  by  my 
iMm.  Friend  (Dr.  Kenny)  in  citing  a  case 
Colonel  Kit^-Oarmen 
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other  than  the  one  ia  which  we  desire  to 
take  action.  The  motive  of  my  boa. 
Friend  is  clear.  He  desired  to  lay 
before  the  Committee  the  fact  that  there 
ought  tobe  equality  of  treatment  betweea 
the  different  officials  in  Ireland.  The 
case  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  is  one  of 
embezzling  or  misappropriating  the  Bum  . 
of  5(.  6(f.  Upon  thatcharge  he  was  dis- 
missed from  the  Public  Service.  The 
other  case  alluded  to  ia  that  of  a  gentle- 
man precisely  in  the  same  condition. 
This  gentleman,  having  ahorse  and  car 
of  bis  own,  used  it  in  the  performance  of 
his  duties,  andchargedtheCommiasioners 
the  cost  of  car-hire,  and  on  certain  occa- 
sions when  he  slept  at  borne  he  charged 
the  Gommissioners  for  a  bed  at  an  hotel. 
This  gentleman  had  pursued  this  course 
for  years ;  but  the  Commissioners  de- 
cided he  was  euQiciently  punished  b; 
compelling  him  to  refund  the  amount  ho 
had  improperly  received,  aud  by  trans- 
ferring him  to  another  district.  The 
facts  of  that  case  are  not  ques- 
tioned ;  therefore,  if  that  official  was 
sufficiently  punished  by  being  trans- 
ferred from  one  district  to  another,  how 
can  it  be  maintained  that  another  official 
was  not  unduly  and  cruelly  punished  hj 
bein^  altogether  dismissed  from  the 
Public  Service  ?  I  protest  against  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman.  He  showed  his  goodness 
of  heart,  and  perhaps  his  better  judg- 
ment, when  he  went  on  a  deputation  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on 
behalf  of  this  unfortunate  gentleman ; 
but,  Sir,  official  life,  while  it  may  have 
expanded  the  brain  of  the  right  hon. 
andgallantOentleman,  has  certainly  con- 
tracted his  heart.  Now,  what  are  the 
facts  of  this  case  ?  This  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
bad  been  for  25  years,  during  the  whole 
prime  and  vigour  of  his  life,  occupying 
the  position  of  Inspector  of  Public  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  During  that  time 
be  filled  his  position  not  merely  without 
reproach,  but  with  credit,  I'here  was 
no  public  record  against  him,  and  I 
certainly  do  think  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  might  have  refrained 
from  throwing  out  an  imputation  which 
is  not  sustained  in  the  printed  Papers 
before  the  House — that  he  might  in 
charity  and  justice  have  refrained  from 
speaking  of  difflcnlties  in  regard  to  this 
gentleman  on  previous  occasions.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  Papers  to  bear  out  the 
imputation  which  the  right  hon.  and 
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£>allant  Gentleman  made,  and  I  protest 
against  its  being  thrown  out.  I  will 
not  speak  of  cbivalrf ,  but  I  think  It  vae 
extremely  unfair  for  the  right  bon. 
and  gallantGentleman  to  take  advantage 
of  hie  position  to  attack,  'without  any 
grounds  that  I  can  discover,  the  oharaoter 
of  this  absent  man,  a  man  withont  occu- 
pation or  income.  The  whole  question 
was  one  of  Si.  6i.  This  gentleman  was 
engaged  in  a  tour  of  inspection,  and 
appears  to  have  charged  5a.  6d.  for 
expensos,  and  the  question  arose  whe- 
ther it  was  a  proper  charge.  The  case 
was  inquired  into  by  two  Inspectors  of 
the  Board.  This  unfortunate  man  was 
at  the  time  in  ill-health.  He  had 
suffered  a  family  bereavement,  and  his 
grief  had  led  to  mental  depression.  The 
Inspectors  held  that  he  ought  to  have 
produced  a  voucher  for  the  expenditure, 
in  the  absence  of  which  they  condemned 
him.  Suhsequenllv  Mr.  Fitzgerald  pro- 
duced what  he  claimed  to  be  a  voucher — 
and  let  me  point  out  that  one  of  the 
Inspectors  held  that  the  document,  what- 
ever it  was,  was  of  such  a  character  as  to 
entitle  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to  a  second  inquiry. 
Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man deny  that  one  of  the  Inspectors 
who  conducted  the  examination  was  so 
much  impressed  with  the  genuineness  of 
the  document  that  he  held  that  Hr. 
Fitzgerald  ought  to  be  granted  a  re- 
hearing F  Certainly,  if  the  Inspector 
changed  his  mind  on  the  subject,  I  find 
no  record  of  it.  Will  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  put  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  documents  to  show  that 
Mr.  Patterson  changed  his  mind  on  the 
point?  Now,  I  have  come  to  no  con- 
clusion in  my  owa  mind  on  this  subject ; 
but  I  say  that  a  man  holding  the  position 
of  this  gentleman  ought  to  be  granted  a 
re-hearingof  his  case.  I  do  not  go  so  far 
as  to  suggest— and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  quite  right 
in  repelling  the  idea — that  the  Com* 
misuoners  have  worked  against  this  un* 
fortunate  man.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
assert  it,  and  I,  therefore,  keep  silent  on 
the  subject.  Now,  the  position  of  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  upon  a  question 
of  this  kind  is  very  painful.  All  Parties 
are  disposed  to  give  as  a  certain 
share  of  control,  at  any  rate,  over  local 
government  in  Ireland  ;  all  Parties 
"  '     for    instance,    to    give 

education   in    Ireland. 
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should  insist  upon  a  re-bearing  of  this 
case.  Does  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  seriously  maintain  that  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentattves  in  this  House  upon  a  question 
of  this  kind  is  to  be  disregarded  and  set 
aside  ?  The  Nationfd  Board  of  Educa- 
tion is  really  a  sort  of  Star  Chamber. 
It  isnot  under  public  control  in  any  way; 
indeed,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
is  constantly  telling  us  he  has  no  control 
over  it.  He  appears  to  be  vested  with 
the  power  of  making  some  kind  of 
humble  suggestions  to  the  Board  ;  but 
he  has  no  power  over  it,  and  he  con- 
stantly disclaims  any  responsibility  for 
its  action.  We  are  not  aware  of  the 
evidence  upon  which  it  proceeds ;  we  are 
not  aware  of  the  justification  for  its  con- 
clusions, and  we,  therefore,  decline  to 
accept  any  of  its  conclusions.  I  notice 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is 
present.  I  believe  he  is  a  statesman  of 
good  heart  and  of  generous  impulses, 
and  I  ask  him,  fairly  and  squarely,  if  he 
thinks  that  a  man  who  has  spent  25 
years  in  the  Public  Service,  and  who  is 
charged  with  embezzling  5i.  Sd.,  should 
be  condemned  and  driven  into  beggary, 
without  having  his  case  re-heard  upon 
fresh  evidence,  and  especially  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  one  of  the  tribunal  of  two 
Judges  who  tried  him  is  of  opinion  that 
the  case  ought  to  be  re-opened  ?  Unless 
we  get  some  satisfactory  assurances  on 
this  point,  the  Irish  Members  will  take 
care  that  this  shameful  case  shall  occupy 
more  than  5».  6d.  worth,  or  than  £S,000 
worth,  of  public  time. 

Tne  CHIEF  8ECRETAKT  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfohb)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  entirely  sympathize  with 
the  feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
They  are  animated,  I  have  no  doubt,  by 
genuine  feelings  of  sympathy  for  this 
unfortunate  man ;  but  what  are  the 
facts  ?  The  circumstances  attending  Mr. 
Fitzgerald's  dismissal  have  been  exa- 
mined over  and  over  again  by  the  Na- 
tional Board  of  Education,  which  is  com- 
posed  of  men  of  position,  entirely  above 
any  unworthy  or  corrupt  motives.  It  is 
argued  that  the  case  should  be  re-opened 
in  consequence  of  the  opinion  held  by 
one  of  the  two  gentlemen  who  formed 
the  tribunal  which  tried  the  case ;  but 
long  subsequent  to  the  expression  of 
opinion  by  this  Inspector  the  case  was 
again  investigated,  and  by,  amongst 
other   people,   Lord    Spencer   and  the 


>v  Google 


Supply— 


{OOlfUOKSt 


101 1 

right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Stirlioe  Burghs  (Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman).  1  ask  the  Committee 
how  is  any  case  ever  to  be  regarded  as 
settled  if,  after  it  has  passed  through  a 
sifting  so  long  and  so  minute — how  is  it 
ever  to  be  settled  if  uow,  six  years  after 
the  decision  was  arrived  at,  nay,  more, 
eight  years,  the  whole  thing  is  to  be  re- 
disDQSsed  in  the  House  of  Commons,  a 
place  which,  whatever  elas  its  merits 
may  be,  is  not  fitted  for  a  Court  of 
Justice,  or  a  Court  of  Appeal  7 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
at  any  time  since  the  inquiry  at  whith 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  condemned,  there  has 
ever  been  held  an  {mjuiry  at  which  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  was  allowed  to  appear  aud 
defend  himself? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  know 
that  there  has ;  but  I  understand  that 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  allowed  in  writing  to 
state  all  the  new  material  he  had  at  his 
disposal ;  he  was  allowed  to  show  cause 
why  the  case  should  be  re-opened. 
I  Dr.  Eensy  :  No ;  he  was  not-l  Whe- 
ther he  was  allowed  or  not  he  has-done 
so.  [Dr.  Kekny  :  He  stated  his  caso, 
but  there  was  no  inquiry.]  He  sent  a 
document  in,  and  that  I  underetaud  was 
carefully  considered  by  the  National 
Board  ot  Education,  and  after  their 
inquiry  they  reiterated  their  decision. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
S.) :  It  was  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  who 
moved  for  the  Papers  in  this  matter,  and 
they  were  published.  Subsequently,  I 
was  instrumental  in  obtaining  the  print- 
ing of  the  Papers.  I  have  looked  most 
carefully  through  the  Papers  presented 
to  the  House,  and,  in  my  opinion,  the 
National  Board  of  Education  came  to  a 
wrong  conclusion.  I  believe  there  never 
was  a  public  servantof  so  good  character 
whose  prospects  were  so  completely  de- 
stroyed on  so  paltry  a  charge  as  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
will  not  think  too  much  time  has  been 
spent  upon  this  matter.  As  to  the  time 
wbich  has  elapsed  since  the  ca;e  was 
originally  before  the  National  Board  of 
Education,  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  a  great  portion  of  that 
time  has  been  spout  in  ineffectual  at- 
tempts on  the  part  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to 
obtain  a  re-hearing  of  his  case.  I  hope 
that  this  case  v\\\  not  be  set  aside  merely 
from  the  lapse  of  time;  but  that  my  hon. 
Friends  will  keep  their  word  In  this 
Mr.  A.  J.  BtAfrntT 
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matter,  and  bring  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  cam 
again  and  again  before  the  House,  until 
we  are  reasonably  satisfied  that  a  tho- 
rough investigation  has  been  made,  and 
that  substantial  cause  Is  shown,  if  it  can 
be  shown,  for  the  treatment  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald has  received. 

Dk.  KENNY :  I  should  like  to  occupy 
a  few  minutes  more  of  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  on  account  ofthe  very  unfair 
imputation  which  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
has  cast  upon  this  unfortunate  gentle- 
man. I  am  most  strongly  assured  that 
there  is  not  a  particle  of  foundation  in 
any  act  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  life  for  the 
smallest  imputation  of  any  Impropriety 
of  any  kind  or  desoription  over  and  above 
this  matter  of  5».  6rf.  Both  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour]  have  stated 
thatsubsequentinquirieshave  been  held. 
Yes;  but  the  inquiries  were  held  by  the 
very  gentlemen  whose  conduct  is  In- 
criminated or  called  Into  question  by 
these  proceedings ;  and  when  they  found 
that  tiieir  action  was  impugned,  they, 
by  insinuations,  endeavourod  to  create 
the  impresBion,  which  is  not  sustainable 
by  one  particle  of  evidence,  that  there 
was  something  else  behind  the  em- 
bezzlement or  misappropriation  of  this 
d«.  ad.  One  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  greatest 
grievances  is  that  he  is  not  allowed  to 
meet  bis  accusers  face  to  faoe.  That  is 
one  of  the  reasons  why  he  has  spent  the 
last  eight  years  inendeavoaring  toobtain 
a  re-hearioK.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  has  asked, 
as  any  man  whose  honour  or  reputation 
is  at  stake  would  ask,  that  a  proper  and 
fair  tribunal  should  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  his  case.  In  order  that  if  the 
facts  are  in  bis  favour  he  may  be  re- 
instated in  public  opinion.  That  is  all 
he  asks,  and  that  is  what  we  are  plead- 
ing for.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  if  we  receive  no 
satisfactory  assurances  upon  this  matter, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  bring  it 
forward  on  every  occasion  which  offers 
itself.  Perhaps  it  would  be  wise  that  I 
should  move  to  reduce  the  sum  by  £500, 
in  order  that  the  Committee  may  mark 
its  sense  ofthe  impropriety  of  Ministers 
ofthe  Crown  rising  in  their  plaoes,  and, 
without  the  smallest  evidence,  making 
insinuations  in  respect  of  charges  vhlcli 
are  not  In  question.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  the  right  hon.  and 
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ffallant  Gentleman  tli«  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  have  tried  to  make  out 
that  there  was  a  re  inquiry.  Our  case 
in  that  there  never  was  a  re-heario^. 
Documents  vere  submitted  to  the  Besi- 
dent  CommissioDer,  vho  is  practically 
the  Board  of  National  Education.  The 
judgment  originated  with  the  liesident 
Commissioner.  This  judgment  is  im- 
pugned. The  same  man  whose  judg- 
ment is  called  in  question  sits  in  judg- 
ment again,  and  says— "My  judgment 
was  perfectly  correct;  and  there  ought 
not  to  be  a  re-hearing."  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Yote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

■'  That  the  Item  of  £50,000,  foe  Public  Eda- 

catian   (Iret&od),  ba    reduced   by   the  Bum  of 

*500."— (Or.  Xnuay.) 

The  Committee  ditidid:~k.yea  83; 
Noes  245:  Majority  162.— (Div.  List, 
No.  301.)  [6.35  p.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Iclaim  tomoTO, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  252, 
Noes  78:  Majority  174.— (Dip.  List, 
No.  302.)  [6A5.  P.M.] 

Question  put, 

'■That  afnrther  sum, not  exceeding  £1,185,000, 
be  gniDted  to  Her  M^CBty,  on  BGCaDnt,for  or 
towards  defraviiig  the  Charge  for  the  Civil 
BerviceB  and  Kevenue  Departments  for  the 
year  aodingoQ  the  31st  day  of  Mareh  1888." 

The  Committee  divided ;- Ayes  242  ; 
Noes  64:  Majority  178 — (Div.  List, 
No.  303.)  [6.55  p.m.] 

Dn.  TANNER  (seated,  with  head 
covered):  During  the  Division,  Sir,  I 
was  in  the  "  No  "Lobby,  and  I  was  not 
told  that  I  was  required  to  go  on — I 
was  writing  a  letter — and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  my  rote  has  not  been 
registered.    Now,  what  is  to  be  done  ? 

Thk  CHAIBMAN:  The  Sitting  is 
now  suspended. 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  report  the 
Besolatioa  to  the  House  at  Nine  of  the 
clock. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day  neit. 


(July  IS,  l8&?i  Servict Miiimatu.        lOU 

Committee  to  sit  again  thi*  day. 

The  House  resamed  its    Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATEB. 

SnppLT— eoiwirfwsrf  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 

OrviL  Depabtuents. 


Mk.  bead  LA  ugh  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  want  to  detain  the  Committee  ; 
but  there  is  one  point  which — though  the 
dovernment  wiU  not  be  able  to  take 
action  with  regard  to  it  this  year— I 
should  like  to  ask  them  to  consider 
favourably  in  framing  the  Estimates 
for  nest  Session.  A  good  deal  with 
which  1  do  not  agree  has  been 
said  about  the  salaries  of  the  higher 
officials  of  the  House  of  Commons; 
but  there  are  many  lower  officials,  such 
as  messengers,  extra  messengers,  parsons 
who  see  to  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
given  before  the  Committees  upstairs 
being  corrected  and  sent  out,  and  other 
minor  attendants,  as  those  in  the  cloak 
room,  who  seem  to  me  to  be  miserably 
underpaid,  and  to  be  aa  much  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  Government 
ae  thoee  whose  case  has  been  dis- 
cussed. I  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  claims  of  these  per- 
sons, in  order  that  those  claims  may  not 
be  entirely  lost  eight  of. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  add  a  few  words  to  what  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton with  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
extra  messenger.  I  believe  the  staff  of 
messengeiB  consists  of  16  officers,  12  of 
whom  are  placed  in  one  division,  and 
who  have  ealaries  rising  by  annual 
increments  of  £IOa-yearto  a  maximum 
of  £200.  There  are  six  others,  who  are 
not  in  this  favourable  position,  although 
they  wear  the  same  uniform  and  reaUy 
perform  the  same  duties,  and  who  are 
required  to  have  the  same  capacity  and 
to  be  in  attendance  daring  the  same 
number  of  hours.  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  a  distinction  is  made 
between  one  class  of  these  messengers 
and  the  other  class.  As  I  say,  they  all 
seem  to  have  the  same  capacity,  and  it 
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certaioly  iroald  seem  as  though  the  dis- 
tiactton  should  be  aboliebed,  and  that 
the  whole  18  should  be  placed  upon 
terma  of  equality.  I  wish  to  testify  to 
the  able  and  efficient  manner  in  which 
all  these  officers  discharge  their  duties. 
In  order  to  raise  the  six  messengera  who 
are  ia  a  less  favourable  poaition  to  equal 
terms  with  the  others,  the  Government 
would  only  be  called  upon  to  spend  an 
additional  £60  a-year;  and  I  trust  that, 
looking  at  the  nature  of  the  duties  they 
have  to  perform,  the  Committso  will 
favourably  consider  their  case.  We 
know  these  messengers  have  to  be  long 
hours  in  attendauce.  We  know  that,  at 
however  late  an  hour  the  Speaker  may 
finally  leave  the  Chair,  tbey  have  to  be 
in  attendance  on  Select  Committees  the 
next  day.  I  certainly  think  there  is  no 
class  of  public  servants  who  deserve 
more  consideration  than  these  messen- 
gers. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8):  There 
is  one  point  which  baa  escaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  up  to  the  present, 
and  it  is  that  up  to  within  two  or  three 
years  ago,  whenever  there  was  aspecially 
loDgSittiagofthe  House,  the  mesaengers 
received  an  extra  payment  of  5t.  or  lOi. 
That  system  appears  now  to  have  ceased 
—or,  at  any  rate,  it  has  been  revived 
only  once  this  Session,  although  we  have 
had  ft  number  of  late  Sittings.  I  do  not 
know  why  that  system  should  be  abo- 
lished. I  understand  that  wo  4ave  12 
messengors  who  start  at  a  salary  of  £  1 00 
a-year  each,  and  receive  annual  incre- 
ments of  £10  until  the  salary  reaches 
£200  a-year ;  but  that  the  other  six  do 
not  receive  these  annual  increments  until 
they  are  advanced  into  the  ranks  of  the 
first  12.  I  cannot  see  that  the  fact  of  a 
man  dying  in  one  class  makes  the 
slightest  difference  in  the  value  of  the 
services  of  the  man  who  fills  the  vacancy 
from  the  smaller  number,  six,  seeing 
that  all  the  18  men  have  to  perform  pre- 
cisely the  same  duties.  I  should  like  to 
know  upon  what  ground  the  distinction 
can  be  defended,  and  I  should  also  like 
to  know  why  this  practice  of  paying  the 
men  bi.  or  lOt.  as  a  recompense  for  their 
extra  labour  when  the  House  eits  very 
late  has  been  abolished  for  the  last  two 
or  three  years  ?  It  seems  to  me  a  very 
reasonable  thing  to  make  these  extra 
payments,  and  I  certainly  think  we  ought 
not  to  be  so  niggardly  in  our  remunera- 
tion of  those  officers,  particularly  when 
ilr.  StxtoJt 
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we  remember  how  freely  we  pay  moDey 
for  officials  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Several  hbn.  MBifSBRs:  Beply,  reply! 

Vote  agrttd  to. 

{2,')  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  anm,  not  siceeding  £3},04j,  be 
gniated  to  Her  Majeity,  to  complete  the  Bam 
necoBsarv  to  defray  the  OhAr^  which  ifjll  come 
ia  course  of  paymeut  during  the  yenr  aadiag  on 
theSietday  of  March  188N,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Bipenses  io  the^Departmeat  of  Her  Hsjeaty'i 
Treasary,  and  io  the  Office  of  the  PaiUs- 
mentary  Counael." 

Ma.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.):  Upon  this  Tote  I  venture  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Oovemment  which, 
perhaps,  it  would  have  been  better  to 
have  put  generally  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count to-day,  because  it  concerns  the 
Civil  Ser  rice  Estimates;  but  as  the  Trea- 
sury are  in  charge  of  all  these  Estimates, 
perhaps  this  is  a  fitting  opportunity  for 
me  to  obtain  the  information  I  desire. 
Last  year  the  Government  thought  fit 
to  appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  dilferent  Departments  of  the 
Civil  Service.  Now,  that  CommisMon 
has  been  sitting  and  taking  evidence  for 
some  months,  and  as  yet  there  is  nothing 
to  show  a?  a  result  of  their  labours.  I 
believe  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
have  finished  the  investigation  they 
undertook  with  regard  to  the  War 
Office,  and  that  the  evidence  with  regard 
to  that  Department  is  to  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  before  long.  But  at  the  rate 
of  progress  which  has  been  realized  up 
to  now,  it  does  appear  as  though  a  very 
long  time,  probably  several  years,  will 
be  consumed  before  anything  like  a  defi- 
nitive Report  is  presented  with  regard  to 
the  Civil  Service  at  large.  Now,  Sir, 
the  amount  involved  in  these  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  is  exceedingly  great,  very 
many  millions  per  annum ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  have,  in  regard  to 
several  Departments,  already  manifested 
a  determination  not  to  await  a  Report 
or  ReporlB  of  that  Commission.  They 
have,  in  regard  to  the  Inland  Revenue 
and  other  Departments,  already  under- 
taken departmental  re- organization  and 
curtailment ;  and,  that  being  the  case, 
I  think  I  shall  be  justified  in  asking 
the  Government— either  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  or  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer— what  is  the  policy  the  Go- 
vernment  have   decided   to  follow  in 
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regard  to  the  Civil  Service  at  large, 
pendiDg  the  issue  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Bojal  Oommiasion  7  There  are  a  number 
of  very  pressing  (questions  which  have 
been  raised  from  time  to  time  in  connoc- 
tioa  vith  this  matter.  Firat  of  all,  I 
would  tate  the  question  of  the  dietribu- 
tion  of  work  as  between  different  public 
Cepartments.  I  would  say  nothing  of 
the  War  Office  or  of  the  Admiralty; 
but,  simply  confining  my  observatioDs  to 
the  Civil  Service  Department,  I  would 
point  out  that  as  between  such  Offices 
as  the  Home  Office,  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board,  the  Privy  Council 
Office,  and  the  Board  of  Trade, 
there  is  on  allocation  and  distribution 
of  work  which,  la  many  respecta, 
ia  hardly  intelligible.  Now,  it  ia  per- 
fectly clear  that  a  long  time— years — 
must  elapse  before  any  Royal  Commis- 
sion or  any  body  of  investigators  can 
arrive  at  any  authoritative  opinion  as  to 
the  advisability  of  disturbing  the  system 
which  at  present  obtains.  To  illustrate 
the  matter  by  one  small  point :  within 
the  last  year  or  year  and  a-half  there 
has  been  a  transfer  from  the  Home 
Office  to  another  of  the  Departments  of 
the  work  connected  with  sea  fisheries. 
That  alone  would  affi>rd  an  illustration 
of  the  way  in  which  work  done  in  one 
Department  could  be  done  just  as  well 
in  another.  This  brings  me  to  the 
general  concluaion,  which  I  think  is  not 
B  strained  concluaion,  that  there  is  room 
for  great  economy  and  simpli6cation  of 
work,  and  reduction  in  the  exiatiog 
establishments,  through  the  simple 
process  of  grouping  together  all  the 
work  of  a  similar  character  which  is  now 
distributed  amongst  differeat  Depart- 
ments; and  inasmuch  as  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer defended  in  his  place  some  little 
time  ago  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  such  reforms  as  appear 
□ecessary  and  opportune  in  respect  to 
the  Inland  Bevenue  Department,  I  do 
not  think  it  is  too  much  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  entertain,  even  pending  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  such 
questions  as  the  simplification  of  the 
administrative  work  of  each  of  the  De- 
partments of  the  State  in  the  matters  I 
have  referred  to.  There  is  another 
question.  The  Treasury  has  discovered 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  submitted  last  year 
were   unnecessarily   large.     The    noble 
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Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
(Lord  Bandolph  ChuTchill),  when  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  was  challenged 
by  myself  with  regard  to  certain  vacan- 
cies. He  admitted  that  pay  was  asked 
for  a  number  of  officers  who  did  not 
exist,  and  the  Estimates  have  been 
amended  this  year  In  accordance 
with  the  facta  of  the  case.  A  number 
of  different  "  rides,"  aa  they  are  called 
in  the  Inland  Bevenue  Department,  have 
been  got  rid  of. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  say  that  I 
fail  to  see  how  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
connects  the  subject  he  is  now  dis- 
cussing with  the  Vote  under  considera- 
tion. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR:  I  shall  • 
be  happy.  Sir,  to  explain  to  you,  or  to 
endeavonr  to  explain  the  connection. 
The  Treasury  is  concerned  with  the  con- 
trol and  check  of  the  Civil  Service 
Departments,  and  whenever  any  organi- 
zation or  re- organization  is  proposed  by 
any  Department,  application  is  neces- 
sarily made  to  the  Treasury  in  connection 
with  it.  Now,  what  I  complain  of  is, 
that  the  Treasury  does  not  exercise,  and 
has  never  exercised,  that  check  and  t!iat 
control  in  a  proper  and  efficient  manner. 
That  ia  t^e  reason  why  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  at  large,  and  in  almost  every 
single  instance,  are  inflated  beyond  the 
figure  which  represents  the  necessary 
increase,  and  I  was  challenging  tlie 
general  policy  of  the  Treasury  in  its 
capacity  of  a  central  office  concerned  in 
the  administration  of  the  public  Depart- 
ments. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Treasury  has 
no  such  control  as  that  attributed  to  it. 
The  Treasury  can  advise  any  Depart- 
ment ;  but,  speaking  from  my  own  ex- 
perience, I  know  that  the  Treasury  has 
no  such  power  as  that  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers. 

Mb.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR:  Of 
course,  Sir,  I  do  not  ask  you  to  throw 
the  light  of  your  own  experience  upon 
this  matter,  seeing  thatyours  is  the  posi- 
tion of  moderator  and  director  of  the 
debates  in  Committee.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
— as  admitted,  at  any  rate,  by  his  subor- 
dinates— that  whenever  organization  or 
re -organization  is  proposed  by  any  De- 
partment application  must  necessarily  be 
made  to  the  Treasury  for  the  assent  and 
consent  to  tbe  changes  which  are  pro- 
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posed,  and  to  the   expeaditare  whicli 
these  chaDgee  involve?    Now,  with  rs- 

fard  to  the  Customs  and  Inland  Rsveuue, 
wish  to  submit  to  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  TreasuTj  that  it  is  evidently 
their  best  potioy  to  take  steps  to  reduce 
that  ezpeuditurs,  which,  to  a  certain 
extent,  they  can  control,  in  connection 
with  this  Department — for  I  main- 
tain that  they  have  the  rieht  of  exer- 
cising control,  their  consent  being  ueces- 
■ary  before  changes  can  be  made.  The 
Office  is  immediately  under  the  Chaa- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whose  salary 
comes  under  this  Yote. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN :  Thisisaltogether 
an  abuse  of  the  privilege  of  discussion 
on  this  Yote.  The  question  the  hon. 
Member  is  now  raising  can  be  property 
raised  on  the  Inland  Bevenue  Vote,  and 
should  not  be  raised  on  the  Yote  now 
before  us. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR:  Very 
well,  Sir,  I  will  at  once  submit  to  your 
ruling,  however  unexpectedly  it  comes 
upon  me.  At  any  rate,  I  shall  be  in 
Order,  I  trust,  in  asking  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer what  decision  the  Treasury  has 
come  to  in  regard  to  the  position  cf  the 
members  of  the  lower  division  of  the 
Civil  Service,  and  what  decision  the 
Treasury  has  come  to  with  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  writers  ?  These  are  matters 
which  have  been  brought  up  in  the  form 
of  questions  before  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer several  times  during  the  present 
Session.  The  position  of  these  different 
classes  of  men  is  a  matter  of  great  public 
importance.  It  affects  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the  Civil 
Service.  Now,  Sir,  these  clerks  are,  to 
a  great  extent,  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Treasury  Authorities.  The  Treasury 
have  admitted  the  grievance  under 
which  the  writers  have  laboured,  and  a 
Treasury  Minute  was  issued  some  time 
ago,  holding  out  to  the  writers  some 
apparent  prospect  of  an  amelioration  of 
their  position.  Well,  the  position  ot  the 
writers  has  not  been  ameliorated  at  all. 
Tho  boon  which  was  offered  was  of  an 
illusory  and  almost  mocking  character  ; 
but  I  understand  that  the  Treasury  have 
decided  that  the  class  of  writers  shall 
be  extinguished  as  soon  as  possible.  I 
shall  be  in  Order,  perhaps,  in  asking  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
inform  the  Committee  what  steps  the 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Ceunw 


Treasury  mean  to  take  in  the  future 
with  regard  to  the  writers  that  at  pre- 
sent esist — how  man^  it  is  proposed  to 
remove  from  the  Service  ;  how  many  it  is 
proposed  toadmit  to  Iheranks  of  thelower 
division  ;  and  finolly,  I  would  ask  if  the 
Treasury  have  decided  to  suspend  all 
appointments  to  the  upper  division  of 
the  Civil  Service,  pending  the  Beportof 
the  Eoyal  Commission ;  and  whether,  for 
reasons  of  economy  and  reasonable  ad- 
ministration,tho  Treasury  will  consent  to 
suspend  all  appointments  to  the  upper 
division,  or  will  consent  to  fill  them  only 


by  men  promoted  from  the  loner  divi- 
sion ?  I  would  ask  whether  there  is  any 
reason  tosuppose  that  the  lower  division 
men  are  not  perfectly  competent  to  per- 
form all  the  duties  of  the  staff,  and  whe- 
ther they  would  not  be  able  to  fill  the 
superior  staff  appointments?  Well,  I 
do  not  wish  to  trespass  by  one  hwr's- 
breadth  beyond  that  which  is  the  fair 
latitude  which  ought  to  be  allowed  in 
discussion  of  this  kind ;  but  I  ask  these 
questions  because  a  very  large  number 
of  men  are  interested,  keenly  interested, 
in  the  answers  which  are  to  be  given  to 
them,  and  because  I  am  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  a  very  large  field  of  economy 
is  open  to  the  Treasury  in  these  respects. 
The  Treasury  is  supposed  to  supervise 
the  whole  Civil  Service ;  but,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  that  Department  has  been 
allowed  for  years  past  to  re-organize 
itself.  I  maintain  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  an  important  and  elaborate  piece  of 
machinery,  you  would  appoint  an  engi- 
neer-in-chief, whose  business  it  would 
be  to  control,  and  supervise,  and  manage 
every  part  of  the  machinery,  so  the 
Treasury  ought  to  have  an  officer  whose 
special  duty  it  should  be  to  go  over  and 
examine  into  and  report  upon  every  De- 
partment of  the  Fnblio  Service.  No 
such  officer  exists,  and  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  ridiculous  to  vote  away  such  sums 
of  money  as  are  presented  in  these 
pages,  when  it  is  plain  that  this  duty  is 
glariogly  neglected.  You  have  a  num- 
ber of  clerks  with  salaries  ranging  up 
to  £900.  You  have  some  whose  in- 
comes go  up  to  £C00,  and  on  page  6S- 
you  will  find  in  another  Department  that 
the  salaries  are  paid  on  a  similar  scale. 
All  these  ore  very  good  allowances  to 
the  men  at  the  Treasury  itself;  hut 
there  is  no  earthly  reason  why  tho  Trea- 
sury should  not  have  upon  its  staff  some 
competent  person  whose  duty  it  should 
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be  to  overhRvil  all  the  other  Departmeata 
of  the  State.  I  complaia  that  you  do 
not  provide  such  aa  oFGcer,  and  Uiat  the 
oonsequsnce  is  that  the  differont  ealab- 
liahmeota  of  other  Departments  are  alto- 
gether iscocnplete.  I  say  notbiog  about 
the  pay  of  the  Treasury  Staff  itself, 
whioli  I  think  unneoessarily  high  and 
extravagant;  but  while  we  are  pre- 
pared to  vote  some  £59.000  or  £60,000 
for  the  Treasury,  I  think  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  provide  out  of  that  the 
salary  of  an  officer  to  discharge  the 
important  duties  I  have  indicated. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH:  Perhaps  the 
Fioaacial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will 
answer  a  question  I  deeire  to  put  to  him 
when  replying  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  eat  down.  I  should  like  him  to 
say  whose  duty  it  is  at  the  Treasury  to 
check  the  payments  that  are  made,  in 
order  to  see  that  they  are  not  made 
without  authority.  Sir  Reginald  Welby 
stated  in  his  evidenoe,  with  regard  to  a 
Bum  of  £630  14«.  2d.,  that  there  was  a 

?-ap  in  the  authority  for  that  payment 
or  45  years.  Being  asked  as  to  whose 
duty  it  was  to  call  attention  to  that  pay- 
ment, as  there  was  no  authority  for  it, 
he  answered  that  he  did  not  know  whose 
duty  it  was.  I  would  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  can  say 
whose  duty  it  is  to  check  such  payments, 
and  to  see  that  such  payments  are  not 
made  without  authority  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  There 
is  one  item  which  I  think  no  one  will  be 
disposed  to  call  in  question,  and  that  is 
the  salary  of  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.  That  Oentleman  certainly 
earns  his  salary  ;  but  the  voting  of  this 
sum  would  be  more  gratifying  to  me  if 
I  had  not  to  accompany  it  with  the  re- 
flection that  other  Qoyernment  officials 
do  not  earn  their  salaries.  I  would  put 
a  q^uestion  to  him  with  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  Civil  Service  writers 
in  Dublin,  I  put  a  question  to  him  on 
this  subject  some  time  ago  ;  but  he  was 
probably  too  busy  to  answer  me,  and  I 
received  no  reply.  I  know  some  officials 
who  are  recommended  for  promotion 
amongst  these  writers  ;  but  in  no  single 
case  has  the  desired  promotion  followed 
the  recommendation.  I  think  we  are  en- 
titled to  be  informed  why  the  Treasury, 
having  issued  a  Minute  providing  for 
promotion,  not  a  solitary  promotion  to  a 
clerkship  has  been  made  in  the  whole 
divieioD  of  writers.    If  the  hon.  Gen- 
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tieman  will  be  good  enough  to  turn  to 
the  bottom  of  page  59,  he  will  find 
there  a  lai^e  sum  for  fees  to  counsel  for 
assisting  Parliamentary  counsel  in  the 
drafting  of  bills.  Now,  I  find  that 
there  is  a  permanent  Parliamentary 
counsel  employed  at  a  salary  of  £3,500, 
and  that  he  has  an  assistant  Parlia- 
mentary counsel  who  is  paid  a  salary  of 
not  less  than  £l,200  a-year.  I  ehould 
have  thought  the  gentlemen  paid  such 
salaries  as  those  would  have  been  able 
to  do  any  drafting  that  the  Qovemment 
may  require,  yet  we  find  that  othor 
counsel  are  to  be  paid  large  eums  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  those  gentlemen 
to  draw  np  Bills.  At  any  rate  there  is 
an  item  for  fees  to  counsel.  Mow,  if 
there  were  a  flux  of  legislation  going  on 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  could  quite 
understand  that  the  regular  staff  would 
require  to  be  augmented  ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  regular  staff  of  Parlia- 
mentary counsel  are  doing  little  or 
nothing  this  year.  The  only  Bill  worth 
talking  about  which  they  have  produced 
this  year  is  the  Coercion  Bill,  and  that, 
I  assume,  was  dratted  by  the  Irish 
draftsman  who  gets  a  salary  of  £750 
a-year.  I  presume  he  would  draw  upthis 
Bill ;  at  any  rate,  if  he  did  not,  the  eslary 
he  receives  appears  to  me  to  be  thrown 
away.  The  journeys  of  this  distinguished 
official  between  London  and  Dublin  seem 
to  be  so  numerous  that  an  additional  sum 
of  £800  is  charged  to  cover  his  expenses; 
and  even  this  does  not  seem  to  be  enough, 
because  I  find  that  he  has  an  additional 
allowance  of  £700.  He  receives  from 
the  public  purse,  therefore,  £2,250 
a-year.  Now,  I  should  like  to  know 
when  this  ofBeial  drew  up  the  Irish 
Ooerdon  Bill  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  It 
is  obviously  premature  to  discuss  that 
question  under  the  present  Vote. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  want  to  know  if 
the  Treasury  counsel  drew  up  the  Irish 
Bill  or  not?  If  they  did,  they  show 
very  little  work  for  the  sum  put  down 
here ;  but  it  is  for  the  Government  to 
show  whether  they  did  the  work  or  not. 
As  I  pointed  out,  there  has  obviously 
been  very  little  work  done  this  Session ; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  what  Bills  the 
official  Secretary  to  the  Treaenrj;  expects 
to  have  drawn  between  this  time  and 
March  next,  and  whether  he  does  not 
think  that  the  officials  who  receive  a 
regular  salary  for  drafting  Bills  will  be 


.y  Co  Ogle 


Supply—  Civil 


1023 

able  to  draft  the  Bills  which  he  expects 
will  be  paaeed?  It  is  puzzling  to  me 
whj  thesa  large  Bums  should  be  paid  far 
extra  conaeel,  when  the  Government  al- 
ready baye  a  large  staff  at  the  Treasury. 
Ithink  the  official  Secretary  ought  really 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  BomeBeturn  show- 
ing what  payments  were  granted  by  the 
Treasury,  what  Bills  are  drafted,  and 
showing  exactly  how  this  matter  stands ; 
as  also  the  Bills  the  Qovemment  espect 
to  itttroduco  or  to  have  dratted  between 
this  and  next  March. 

The  eECRETARy  to  tiib  TREA- 
SIIKy  (Mr.  Jackbok)  (Leeds.  N.):  In 
regard  to  the  question  aeked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Oonnor),  I  may  say  that  the 
Treasury  Minute  is  being  carried  out  as 
fast  as  it  can  be  carried  out.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  if  hon.  Members  knew  the 
amount  of  work  which  hae  to  pass 
through  the  Treasury,  they  would  hare 
a  little  more  sympathy  than  they  some- 
times express  far  that  Department.  The 
Treasury  Minute  stated  statistically  that 
a  certain  number  of  writers  of  admitted 
credit  would,  after  due  consideration,  bo 
promoted  to  the  lower  division.  What 
the  Treasuiy  has  dose  has  been  this. 
They  first  invited  from  the  several 
Departments  recommendations  as  to 
those  writers  who  were  engaged  upon 
the  vrork  which  entitled  them  first  to 
consideration  in  promotion  to  the  lower 
division  ;  and  they  also  desired  these 
heads  of  Departments  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  the  merits  of  these  individuals. 
As  hon.  Members  know  very  well,  there 
has  been  nothing  proposed  that  this 
country  has  been  more  particular  in  re- 
gard to  than  that  the  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  should  be  admitted  on 
examination  on  Oivil  Service  certificates. 
Now,  what  does  this  Minute  mean — this 
l)Oon  to  the  writers  which,  to  a  certain 
degree,  baa  been  ridiculed  In  this  House, 
notwithstanding  that  it  has  imposed  an 
additional  charge  on  the  State  of  more 
than  £6,000  a-year  ?  Why,  it  means 
that  it  is  now  laid  down,  as  a  principle, 
that  a  certain  number  of  writers  of  ad- 
iBitted  merit  shall  be  promoted  to  the 
lower  division.  The  Treasury  have  in- 
vited recommendations  from  the  heads 
of  Departments ;  they  have  received 
those  recommendations ;  they  have  ap- 
pointed an  officer  of  the  Treasury  to  in- 
vestigate those  recommendations  and  to 
report  upon  them,  and  the  Treasury 
Jfr.  Sexion 
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have  declared  it  to  be  desirable  that 
no  promotions  shall  be  made  to  the 
lower  division  until  the  whole  of  the 
cases  are  complete.  That  is  the  sole 
reason  of  the  delay.  [Mr.  Sexton  : 
When  was  thatf]  I  am  afraid  to  pledge 
myself  to  particular  dates;  but  if  l£e 
hon.  Member  will  accept  my  assurance, 
I  can  assure  him  of  this— that  I  have 
personally  taken  the  greatest  interest  in 
this  question,  because  the  important  and 
difficult  duty  of  piloting  these  negotia- 
tions through  has  devolved  upon  me.  I 
have  not  omy  taken  the  greatest  interest 
in  this  question,  but  I  am  pressing  it 
forward  to  the  best  of  my  ability ;  and  I 
hope,  certainly,  in  the  oonrse  of  a  week 
or  two,  to  be  in  a  posititxi  to  make  a 
final  statement  as  to  these  writers. 
Therefore,  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that,  so  far  as  the  case  of  these 
writers  is  concerned,  it  has  been  fully 
considered,  with  a  desire  not  only  to  do 
justice,  but  to  give  the  people  concerned 
every  benefit  of  employment  which  can 
be  offered.  Then  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  higher  division.  There, 
again,  you  have  the  same  question  to 
consider.  It  has  been  held  by  the  Trea- 
sury that  it  is  a  most  valuable  principle 
that  they  should  maintain  the  examina- 
tions which  have  been  laid  down  as 
necessary  to  pass  into  that  division.  But 
there  is  no  bar  against  a  lower  division 
clerk  passing  into  a  higher  divisioa  ex- 
cept the  bar  of  the  examination.  Well, 
Sir,  in  it  desirable  to  remove  that  bar? 
I  do  nut  think  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  disposed  to  say  that  prO' 
motion  by  mere  seniority,  or  promotion 
without  due  qualification,  from  one  divi- 
sion to  another  should  be  permitted. 
Then,  with  regard  to  Parliamentary 
draftsmen.  It  is  true,  as  has  been 
stated,  that  there  are  but  two  perma- 
nent counsel  employed ;  but  I  would 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  these 
men  are  not  engaged  simply  and  entirely 
upon  the  Bills  which  are  introduced  into 
this  House,  and  certainly  not  entirely 
upon  the  Bills  which  are  introduced  into 
the  House  by  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment.  They  have  to  take  into  account 
the  Bills  which  are  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords  by  the  Qovernment; 
they  have  to  take  into  account  Uie  Bills 
that  are  to  be  introduced  into  this  House 
by  the  Oovemment ;  and  there  is  an 
enormous  amount  of  work  which  de- 
Tolres  upon  these  Parliamentary  oouneel 
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—  or,  if  I  might  use  another  form,  theoe 
Parliamentorj  draftsmen — in  advising 
Uie  OoTernment  not  oqI^  aooording  to 
the  Bills  which  the  Qovernment  them- 
selves introduce  in  to  Parliament,  but  with 
respect  to  BTery  Private  Bill  introduced 
into  either  House  afleotingthe  Treasury 
or  the  GkireriuaeDt  in  any  way.  These 
gentlemen  have  to  interest  themselves 
in  theframingand  amending  Bills  which 
seem  to  be  likely  to  proceed  in  either 
House ;  and  oertainly,  apeakiiig  from 
some  acquaintance  with  these  genUemen, 
I  am  prepared  to  say  that  I  think  the 
work  which  they  perform  is  more  than 
eatiefactory.  I  can  assure  hon.  Uem- 
bers  that  were  it  not  for  the  assistance 
which  these  gentlemen  have  placed  at 
our  disposal  &om  time  to  time,  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  for  the  Oovem- 
meut  to  keep  in  toach  with  the  progress 
and  introduction  of  Bills  in  this  House. 
Therefore',  I  hope  that,  so  far  as  the 
question  of  Parliamentary  counsel  or 
draftsmen  is  concerned,  my  statement 
may  be  aocepted  that  they  are  full  of 
work.  The  hon.  Uember  for  North- 
ampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  asked  whose 
duty  it  is  at  the  Treasury  to  show  that 
payments  are  properly  made.  He  re- 
ferred to  an  answer  given  by  the  Per- 
manent Secretary  to  the  Treasury  —  I 
suppose  from  evidence  that  official  gave 
before  the  Select  Committee  in  connec- 
tion with  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
taken  an  active  part.  Well,  Sir,  it  is 
rather  difficult  to  answer  questions  of 
that  sort  put  in  that  general  way,  unless 

one  knows  precisely  the  particulars 

Mb.  bradlaugh  :  I  was  referring 
to  aenm  of  £16,21S  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  An  item  of  £630  I4«.  2d. 
was  directed  to  cease  in  a  certain  year ; 
but  which  did  not  cease  in  that  year. 
Although  the  money  has  since  been  paid, 
there  is  a  gap  in  the  responsibility  for 


Mr.  JAOKSON  :  I  think  the  Oom- 
mittee  will  see  that  it  is  difficult  to 
answer  a  question  as  to  a  gap  of  that 
sort  without  Kotice — e.  gap  which  oc- 
curred between  the  years  1839  and  1842. 
I  think  Sir  Reginald  Welby  admitted— 
and  if  it  is  necessary  I  must  admit  also 
— that  between  the  years  1639  and  1842 
•ome  gap  did  occur  in  connection  with 
this  payment  as  has  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member;  but  I  think  that  the 
Treasury  of  to-day  can  hardly  be  held 

TOL, 
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aoconntable  for  what  ooourred  in  tbff 
year  1839. 

Ua.  BBADLAUaH:  They  go  on 
paying. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  They  went  on  pay- 
ing, it  is  true ;  but  who  did  ? 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH :  Why,  you  still. 
You  go  on  paying  it  now. 

Ma.  JAOKSON:  Well,  I  admit  I 
am  not  prepared  to  answer  a  question 
like  this.  I  suppose  it  is  rather  a  ques- 
tion of  being  able  to  prove  the  necessary 
authority  having  been  given  at  that  par- 
ticular time. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  afraid  I 
have  not  explained  myself  with  suffi- 
cient clearness.  There  ia  a  specific  Trea- 
sury Minute  directing  that  a  sum  of 
£630  14j.  2i,,  which  is  part  of  a  sum  of 
£16,215,  should  cease  to  be  paid  on  the 
5th  of  April,  1841  ;  but,  notwithstanding 
that  Treasury  Minute  directing;  that  this 
sum  should  cease  to  be  paid,  the  pay- 
ment is  still  continued,  and  has  con- 
tinued without  authority  from  that  day 
to  thir, 

Mb.  JAOKSON:  Well,  as  I  have 
said,  it  is  particularly  difficult  to  give 
any  explanation  without  having  any 
knowledge  of  the  matter.  I  will,  how- 
ever, promise  the  hon.  Member  that,  so 
far  OS  I  can,  I  will  inquire  into  the  sub- 

4 'act  and  inform  my  mind  upon  it.  Ihope 
have  now  answered  all  the  questions 
which  were  put  to  me.  [Mr.  Arthpb 
O'Connor  :  Not  as  to  the  writers.]  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  seems  to 
think  that  the  rule  which  was  adopted  in 
regard  to  the  writers  is  an  illusory 
one  ;  but  I  trust  that  it  will  not  prove 
illusory.  The  Treasury  is  desirous  of 
promoting  ecouomy,  and,  in  regard  to 
the  hon.  Member's  reference  to  the 
principle  of  the  extinguishing  of  the 
class  of  writers,  I  would  reply  that  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  writers 
would  be  extinguished.  But  I  will  tell 
the  hon.  Member  what  I  believe  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  Treasury.  The  Trea- 
sury believe  that  the  class  of  writers  who 
have  hitherto  been  employed  can,  in  the 
future,  be  replaced  by  boy  clerks.  They 
believe  that  the  work  can  in  that  way 
be  done  with  equal  efficiency,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  with  increased  economy. 
There  ia,  however,  no  desire  to  inflict 
any  injustice  upon  anyone.  There  is  no 
desire  to  force  the  writers  out  of  the  Ser- 
vice, or  to  exchange  them  in  this  way ; 
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Tub  OHAIRUAN:  I  must  remind 
the  lion.  Baroaet  that  the  question  of 
pensious  is  altogether  outside  this 
matter. 

Mh.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  desire  to  sa;  a  vord  or  two  about  a 
matter  which  has  already  been  men- 
tioned and,  in  reference  to  which  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Seoretary  to  the  Trea- 
sur7(Mr.  Jaoksoo)  is  moet  unsatisfactory. 
I  allude  to  the  payment  of  Parliamen- 
tary  counsel  who  draft  Goyemment 
Bills.  The  item  is  a  very  large  one. 
There  is  one  of  these  Parliamentary 
Counsel  who  receives  £3,000,  and  he  is 
assisted  by  another  who  receives  £2,000. 
I  must  ask  the  Oommittee  to  think  what 
that  means  for  a  moment.  Those  sums 
represent  very  large  salaries.  They 
ULToIre  the  employment  of  two  counsel, 
who,  of  course,  are  oonnsel  of  eminence ; 
but  we  know  pretty  well  what  the  year's 
drafting  for  the  Government  must  be. 
Anyone  who  knows  anything  about 
drafting  must  be  aware  that  the  number 
of  Bills  these  two  gentlemen  could  draw 
np  in  the  course  of  a  year  is  something 
tremendous.  Of  course,  they  are  not 
engaged  for  the  whole  year  in  drafting ; 
but  even  if  they  are  only  engaged  for  a 
reasonable  period,  the  number  of  Bills 
they  could  get  out  would,  I  say,  be  tre- 
mendous. When  I  come  to  look  at  the 
Bills  that  are  produced  by  the  Treasury 
and  the  Government,  I  entirely  fail  to 
see  how  these  Gbremment  drattsmen 
can  have  occupied  their  time.  I  would 
remind  the  Committee  of  this  that  very 
often  Bills  which  come  before  us  are 
reproduced  year  after  year,  and  involve 
no  labour,  and  certainly  ought  to  involve 
no  extra  Parliamentary  grant.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  Bill  regulating  railway 
and  canal  traffic.  That  Bill  has  been 
introduced  I  do  not  know  how  often.  I 
dare  say  that  measure,  in  its  inception 
and  original  drafting,  occupied  some 
time ;  probably  it  was  one  of  those  Bills 
which  required  extra  assistance;  but 
such  Bills  as  this  cannot  be  said  to  have 
necessitated  this  call  for  over  £2,000  in 
excess  of  the  amount  paid  for  the  Par- 
liamentary draftsmen.  When  you  have  a 
Bill  of  that  kind  to  bring  forward  within 
a  very  short  space  of  time  in  order  to 
save  the  credit  of  the  Government,  pro- 
bably it  is  necessary  to  call  in  extra 
assistance  and  to  pay  for  it  somewhat 
recklessly.  It  is  necessary  at  times,  no 
Sir  John  Suriniumt 
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doubt,  to  proceed  regardless  of  expense. 
I  know  that  sort  of  burry  and  pressure 
exists;  but  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffle 
Bill  has  been  re-introduced  this  yearinto 
the  House  of  Lords  in  slmost  the  same 
shape  aa  it  was  drawn  in  a  previous  year. 
I  should  very  much  like  to  know  what 
the  Bills  are  for  which  the  charge  con- 
tained in  this  Estimate  is  made.  We  have 
had  no  information  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  upon  the  point.  I  hold 
that  the  payment  of  these  large  salaries 
to  these  two  permanent  draftsmen  ought 
to  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  ordinary 
requirements  of  Government  Bills.  I 
presume  that  at  the  time  these  gentle, 
men  were  appointed  it  was  contemplated 
that  the  sum  would  be  sufficient,  and  I 
am  certain  that  if  they  properly  looked 
after  their  work  it  would  bo  found  suffi- 
cient, and  there  wonld  be  no  necessity  to 
call  in  extra  assistance.  Looking  at  the 
extraordinary  lethargy  the  Government 
have  shown  In  bringing  forward  Bills 
latterly,  I  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  of  the  extraordinary  burst 
of  energy  which  seems  now  to  have  come 
upon  them  to  necessitate  this  large  extra 
expenditure  in  the  preparation  of  Bills. 
The  whole  matter  certainly  requires 
some  explanation.  I  want  to  know,'firBt, 
as  to  wnat  the  Government  have  done 
within  the  first  few  months  of  this  year. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when 
asked  about  the  Bills  which  have  been 
promised,  says  that  he  has  every  hope 
and  belief  that  consistently  with  public 
business  these  Bills  will  be  produced ; 
but  I  have  much  doubt  whether  the 
measures  will  ever  be  prepared.  Yon 
hare  the  Local  Ooremment  Bill,  which 
is  to  be  the  great  crowning  evidence  of 
the  credit  of  the  Government.  Has  that 
Bill  been  prepared  ? 

The  first  LORD  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Certainly. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  Has  the  BiU  re- 
lating  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  been 
prepared  ? 

Mb.  W.H.  SMITH:  Yes. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  May  I  ask  if  the 
Scotch  Bills  are  included  in  this  Yote  ? 
I  should  like  to  hear  what  other  Bills 
have  been  prepared.  Perphapswe  shall 
hear  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  looks 
excessively  good  -  humoured  about  it, 
but  I  want  to  know  what  Bills  it  ia  pro. 
posed  to  introduce  in  the  ftitare.    Pro. 
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bably  in  incarring  this  lai^  expense 
the  OoTernmeat  are  laying  plans  for 
atartling  as  with  a  large  amount  of  legis- 
lation. l^LaugMtr.']  Hon.  Uembers  oppo- 
site >eem  to  think  this  a  laughing 
matter.  They  would  spend  the  money 
of  the  country  regardless  of  the  opinion 
of  the  pnblic ;  but  to  my^mind  this  is  an 
important  matter,  and  one  which  ought 
to  be  carefully  examined.  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  ou  duty  to  consider  whe- 
ther this  expenditure  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary. Enawing  what  I  do  of  Parlia- 
mentary drafting,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
account  for  this  heavy  expenditure,  and 
anless  a  satisfactory  explanation  is  given 
of  this  item,  I  shall  move  to  reduce  the 
Tote  for  the  purpose  of  taking  a  Division 
aponit 

Mn.  OOSOHEN :  What  the  hon.  and 
learned  Uember  who  has  just  sat  down 
appears  to  be  more  certain  about  than 
anythiog  else  Is  his  precise  knowledge 
as  to  the  Bills  which  the  Oovemment 
have  had  drawn  up.  He  challenged  us 
with  regard  to  certain  Sills,  expressing 
great  sceptioiem,  although  it  was  stated 
most  distinctly  that  those  measures  had 
been  prepared.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  he  has  had  great  ez- 
perience  of  Parliamentary  drafung 

Me.  ANDERSON:  No;  some  expe- 
rienoe. 

Mb.  008CHEN:  Well,  the  hon.  and 
teamed  Member  has  had  some  expe- 
rience of  Parliamentary  drafting,  and  I 
dare  say  he  knows  that  the  fees  for  that 
drafting  are  very  high  ;  but  he  makes  a 
great  mistake  if  he  does  not  give  the 
Treasury  credit  for  being  just  as  keen  as 
he  is  himself  to  keep  down  that  expen- 
diture. Indeed,  I  am  not  sure  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  were  called 
in  as  arbitrator  when  these  fees  ate  to 
be  paid,  he  would  not  befound  on  the  side 
of  the  Legal  Profession  rather  than  on 
the  side  of  the  Treasury.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  in 
this  matter,  as  well  as  in  most  matters, 
the  Treasury  are  considered  to  be  the 
greatest  possible  "  screws,"  and  are  fall- 
ing into  disrepute  almost  with  every 
class  because  they  are  thought  to  look 


considerable  magnitude.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  spoke  only  of  fiills 
introduced  into  this  House ;  but  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  reminded  the  Committee 
that  the  Parliamentary  draftsmen  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  have  to  exa- 
mine a  large  number  of  measures.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seems  to  have 
forgotten  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation 
Bill,  the  Merchandize  Marks  Bill,  the 
Local  Loans  Bill,  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Bill,  the  Tithe  Bent 
Charge  Bill,  and  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Bill.  I  cannot  enumerate  all  the 
Bills  which  have  been  introduced  and 
dealt  with  by  the  draftsmen;  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  know 
that  in  this  list  there  must  be  a 
great  many  Bills  which  escaped  his 
memory  when  he  was  speaking.  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that  there  may  be  some 
Departments  where  the  work  is  scarcely 
sufficient  for  all  those  who  are  employed 
in  them  ;  but  the  Parliamentary  drtdts- 
meu  have  an  extremely  arduous  task, 
and  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
be  good  enough  to  remember  that  with 
regard  to  the  assistance  provided,  Par- 
liamentary drafting  is  very  heavy  at 
particular  times,  when  two  men  are 
not  sufficient  to  deal  with  all  the  Bills 
that  are  going  on.  The  two  Bills  about 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
inquired  are  prepared  and  are  ready 
to  be  brought  in,  and  a  great  many 
others  besides.  A  large  number  of  Bills 
with  which  the  House  is  acquainted 
have  been  prepared,  and  there  are 
others  in  process  of  being  drafted.  There 
are  a  great  many  legislative  proposals 
with  which  the  Government  are  bound 
to  be  prepared  ;  and  though  I  regret  that 
it  is  necessary  to  pay  so  highly  for  the 
services  of  legal  gentlemen,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  firat-class  legal  gentle- 
men in  every  Department  receive  con- 
siderable remuneration.  Taking  the 
standing  of  those  employed,  their  expo- 
rienoe  and  their  services,  it  is  not  consi- 
dered that  they  receive  greater  or  as 
great  remuneration  as  men  of  equal  rank 
in  the  Profession  who  are   engaged  in 
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Mr.  HALDANE  (HaddinRton) 
must  aay  I  think  the  hoD.  and  learned 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr. 
Anderson)  has  done  valuable  service  in 
calling  atlention  to  ttia  question  of  Par- 
liamentary drafting.  I  speatc  upon  thia 
subject  not  with  any  great  experience 
of  Parliamentary  drafting,  but  with 
much  experience  of  having  spent  hours 
and  days  in  endeavouring  to  find  out 
what  it  is  that  the  Parliamentary 
draftsmen  mean.  The  Parliamentary 
draftsmen  employed  by  the  Government 
are,  as  most  of  us  know,  gentle- 
men of  g^eat  eminence  and  ability  ;  but 
to  draw  a  Bill  properly  is  a  matter  wbicb 
can  only  be  suoccBafully  accomplished 
by  a  man  who  is  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  subject  he  ie  trying  to  deal 
with.  Now  the  Parliamentary  draftsmen 
who  are  employed  by  the  Treasury  re- 
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iuvariablj  pay  high  fees  to  all  cj 
iudividuds  they  employ;  but  to  many  of 
~  their  permanent  officials  they  pay  very 
extravagant  fees.  Well,  these  gentle- 
men so  paid  are  called  on.  at  a  moment's 
notice,  to  draft  Bills  upon  subjeela  with 
regard  to  which  they  know  absolutely 
nothing.  For  instance,  there  is  a  Bill 
dealing  with  real  property  and  land 
transfer,  which  has  been  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Lords,  and  which  is 
likely  to  be  presented  to  tbis  House 
before  long.  This  is  a  Bill  dealing  with 
an  extremely  technical  subject,  and  is  a 
measure  which  should  only  be  drawn 
up  by  persons  who  understand  all  tlie 
details  of  the  subject.  A  conveyancer 
of  eminence  and  of  considerable  prac- 
tice should  have  been  employed  to  deal 
with  such  a  matter.  The  subject  is  not 
now  handled  for  the  first  time,  for  Lord 
Cairns  dealt  with  it  in  IBBl  and  1882, 
his  Bills  being  drawn  up  by  convey- 
ancers—  by  experts  —  who  were  espe- 
daily  qualified,  and  the  result  is  that  we 
have  bad  on  the  Statute  Book  most  use- 
ful pieces  of  legislation  upon  this  sub- 
ject. These  experts  were  paid  upon  a 
very  small  and  moderate  scale— upon  a 
scale  much  more  modest  than  that  upon 
which  the  permanent  counsel  are  paid. 
They  were  paid  to  aocompliah  a  work 
which  they  were  especially  qualified  to 
accomplish,  and  they  carried  out  their 
work  in  an  entirely  satisfactory  manner. 
That  I  hold  to  be  the  proper  method  of 
dealing  with  the  preparation  of  Bills,  and 
the  result  of  that  method  compares  very 


favourably  with  the  preparation  of  Billi 
by  the  permanent  draftsmen.  Tbe  pa- 
manent  draftsmen  are  every  now  and 
then  called  upon  to  deal  with  anb- 
jects  at  a  moment's  notice ;  tbey  dnft 
their  Bills  mechanically,  and  no  sooner 
do  these  measures  pass  than  they  an 
enveloped  in  a  cloud  of  Amendments 
whioh  have  to  be  passed.  Look  at  the 
Amendments  introduced  into  the  Land 
Transfer  Bill ;  look  at  the  Amondmenta 
introduced  into  the  Crimes  Bill ;  look  at 
the  work  which  has  been  entailed  simply 
becauae  draftsmen,  notwithstanding  uat 
they  are  men  of  great  ability,  are  sailed 
on  hurriedly  to  deal  with  subjeote  of 
which  they  know  nothing.  I  hold  that 
it  would  be  of  great  couTenienoe  to  the 
country,  and  that  it  would  oondaoe  to 
great  saving  of  both  time  and  money,  if 
the  Treasury  would  act  on  the  principle 
of  employing  experts  to  draft  Buls 
on  those  subjects  with  which  they  are 
familiar.  I  should  like  to  see  that 
system  introduced.  I  am  glad  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  called  atten- 
tion to  this  subject,  because  I  think  the 
Qovernment  would  do  well  to  oonsider 
whether  it  is  really  advisable  to  continue 
the  ayetem  of  employing  so  large  a  staff 
of  permanent  draftsmen  instead  of  a 
number  of  experts. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland] :  I  have  no  doubt  tkat  the 
Parliamentary  draftsmen  will  have 
plenty  to  do  while  Her  Majea^s 
present  Advisers  remain  is  Office,  be- 
cause there  is  no  Bill  of  thetra  that 
does  not  undergo  innumetsble  ohaages 
before  passing  into  law.  I  cannot 
understand,  however,  why  the  Govern* 
ment  should  spend  this  lai^  sum  on 
permanent  draftsmen,  and  at  the  same 
time  be  compelled  to  employ  ontude 
assistance,  paying  counsel  £1,000  or 
£1,200  for  their  services.  I  think  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  adopt 
the  course  recommended  by  my  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  below  me  (Mr. 
Haldane),  that  is,  to  pay  a  small  salary 
to  a  permanent  official,  giving  the  re- 
mainder of  the  work  to  experts.  As  it 
is,  we  have  a  mixture  of  the  two  aya- 
tems  —  a  mixture  which  cantains  all 
the  evils  of  one  system  and  the  other ; 
£2,500,  I  must  say,  is  an  extremely 
good  salary,  even  for  a  member  of  the 
Legal  Profession.  Why,  Sir,  wo  most 
remember  that  ft  Tory  legal  Member 
was  only  a  few  days   ago  willing  (o 
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resign  his  seat  and  his  Parliamentary 
career  for  a  aalary  of  £1,200  a-yesr; 
but  here  we  hare  FarliameutaTj  counsel 
enjo^in^  very  large  incomes  who  have 
the  faononi  to  be  assisted  by  gentlemen 
drawing£l,20D  a-year.  Since  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  thd 
Exchequer  has  come  into  OfGce  I  have 
not  heud  him  say  a  word  in  favour  of 
reduoing   pnblio    expenditure   by  one 

Eenny.  It  seeme  to  me  that  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  forgot  his  economy  as 
icell  as  his  Liberalism  wbenhetookOffice. 
Ma.  ANDEH90N  :  With  regard  to 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  reply 
to  myremarks,  I  would  remind  him  that 
I  did  not  deny  that  the  Government  had 
prepared  the  Bills  which  they  claimed  to 
have  prepared.  The  salaries  of  the  per- 
manent draftemen  are  large,  and  I  think 
1  was  right  in  protesting  against  extra 
assistance  being  brought  in  because 
these  permanent  officials  did  not  do 
their  work.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke 
of  certain  Bills  as  though  counsel  pre- 

Sared  them,  but  what  are  the  Ministers 
oing  ?  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
chief  work  of  a  Minister  was  to  prepare 
Bills,  and  that  the  work  of  Parlia- 
mentary counsel  was  merely  to  put 
these  Bills  into  legal  language.  I  do 
not  wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  unnecessarily,  but  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  this  is  a  matter  to 
which  attention  should  be  called,  and 
that  I  have  done  no  more  than  is  neoea- 
sary  is  oalling  attention  to  the  subject. 
MR.LABOUCaEEE(Northampton): 
All  lawyers,  without  exception,  at  this 
momont  get  for  their  work  about  four 
times  more  than  it  is  worth,  and  Parlia- 
mentary draftsmen  are  no  exoeptiou  to 
that  rule.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  this 
matter  any  further.  I  have  risen  for 
the  purpose  of  proposing  an  Amend- 
ment, and  of  moving  the  reduction  of 
this  Vote.  There  is  an  Amendment  in 
my  name  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  a  sum 
of  £6,000,  being  a  reduction  of  the 
■alary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
by  £3,000,  and  a  reduction  of  the  salary 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by 
a  similsr  amount.  I  feel  that  I  am 
dealing  with  very  eminent  Gentlemen — 
Gentlemen  so  eminent,  indeed,  that  it 
would  be  almost  uncourteous  on  my 
part  to  put  them  , together  in  one 
'  Amendment.     £ach  ought  to  have  his 
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own  Amendment ;  andlvill,  therefore, 
conclude  the  few  remarks  I  have  to  offer 
on  the  subject  by  moving  the  reduction 
of  the  salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  by  the  sum  of  £3,000. 

Mr.  T.  P,  O'CONNOR :  Where Uhe? 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE:  Now,  it  is 
really  a  most  important  thing,  seeing 
that  we  are  getting  more  democratic 
every  day,  that  these  political  salaries 
should  be  revised.  They  are  a  relic  of 
an  aristocratic  age.  A  good  many  years 
ago,  everybody  knows  that  the  nobility 
of  this  country  were  fighting  and 
quarrelling  in  order  to  get  Ministerial 
posts,  and  those  of  them  who  were  suc- 
cessful thought  that  because  they  were 
Ministers,  they  ought  to  live  in  excep- 
tional splendour,  ana  save  a  coDsiderable 
amount  for  their  children.  In  modem 
times,  this  idea  of  the  right  of  a  Minister, 
not  only  to  have  a  large  amount  to  • 
spend,  but  to  accumulate  a  large  amount 
for  his  children,  is  dying  out ;  and  I 
have  often  seen  in  abridged  histories 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  ihank  Provi- 
dence that  our  Ministers  are  bo  modest 
'  demands,  because  Pitt  owed 
£40,000  when  he  died,  although  he 
had  enjoyed  £10,000  a-year  for  over  20 
years.  There  is  no  country  in  the  world 
where  Ministers  are  so  highly  paid  as  in 
this  country.  lu  Germany,  for  instance, 
a  Minister  has  about  £1,800  per  annum. 
Prince  Biemarck,  when  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  Germany,  received 
£2,000  per  annum.  In  the  United  States 
the  Minister  receives  £1,200;  in  France, 
60,000  francs,  or  £2,060,  and  this  is 
very  much  leas  than  the  salaries  enjoyed 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
also  many  other  Secretaries  of  State.  It 
may  be  said  that  in  many  foret^ 
capitals  living  is  much  cheaper  than  in 
London.  That  argument  might  have 
held  good  some  years  ago,  but  I  doubt 
whether  it  could  be  used  with  propriety 
in  the  present  day.  Living  is  certainly 
dearer  in  Washington ;  it  is  dearer  in 
Paris;  and  I  should  say  it  is  juet  as 
expensive,  or  even  more  expenaive,  in 
Berlin.  In  fact,  I  do  not  believe  that 
there  is  much  difference  between  the 
necsssary  expenditure  of  a  person  in  this 
country  and  m  any  of  the  great  Capitals 
of  Europe.  The  most  remarkable  thing 
which  we  find  in  connection  with  this 
matter  is  that  in  this  country  there  is  a 
distinction  drawn  between  the  Hinistets 
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themselreB.  Ws  have  soma  wlio  g«t 
£5,000  a -year,  and  some  who  ^t 
£i,000  a-jear  with  just  as  good  merit. 
Everybody  knows  that  there  is  no  dia- 
tinction  in  the  men,  and  that  it  is  a 
matter  of  haphazard  vho  gets  the 
£2,000  and  who  gets  the  £5,000.  Lt  we 
can  get  the  article  for  £2,000,  I  cannot 
■oe  why,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 
we  should  pay  £5,000  for  it.  I  would 
a1s3  point  out  that  this  differeuco  be- 
tween the  salaries  of  different  Ministers 
creates  a  certain  amount  of  jealousy 
amoDgst  themselves.  When  a  new 
Ministry  is  formed — I  hardly  know 
what  takes  place  ia  those  lofty  regions 
— but  I  should  imagine  that  when  a 
new  Ministry  is  formed,  there  are  Qen- 
tlemen  who  are  exceedingly  ansions  to 
get  these  places,  with  the  £5,000  a-year 
salary  attached  to  them.  A  Oentlemaa 
may  have  been  for  some  years  President 
of  the  Looal  Glovernment  Board,  or  Fro- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  may 
have  a  familiar  acquaintance  with  ques- 
tions of  commerce  and  of  local  govern- 
ment; but,  in  spite  of  his  exceptional 
knowledge  and  experience  of  either  of 
those  subjects,  he  may  say — "  I  do  not 
care  for  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  or 
the  Board  of  Trade— I  should  like  to 
have  £5,000  a-yesr;"  and  he  may  be 
pitched  into  the  Colonial  Of&ce,  or  some 
such  place,  of  the  duties  in  connection 
with  which  he  knows  nothing.  I  think 
the  Committee  will  remember  a  case  of 
that  kind  occurring  not  very  long  ago— 
a  ease  of  a  gentleman  being  sent  to  the 
Colonial  Office  in  that  way,  not  because 
he  knons  anything  about  the  Colonies, 
but  because  he  says— "My  msans  are 
such  that  I  really  muet  havo  a  place  of 
£5,000  a-year  in  order  to  make  the  two 
ende  meet."  Now,  I  think  the  salaries 
of  all  Ministers,  with  the  exception,  per- 
haps, of  those  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  should  be  the  same ;  and  I, 
therefore,  move  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
by  the  sum  of  £3,000  per  annum.  Per- 
haps hon.  Qentlemen  think  that  this 
salary  is  all  the  Ministers  get.  Not  a 
bit  of  it.  When  a  Minister  has  bsen,  I 
think  it  is  five  years  in  Office,  be  can 
come  forward  and  say  that  his  means  do 
not  allow  him  to  live  in  a  style  becoming 
his  poaition,  and  he  then  claims  and 
receives  £2,000  or  £1,500  per  annum 
for  the  restof  his  life.  [Crtw  ef"  Name, 
ifr.  Laiottchert 


]  Well,  I  do  not  propose  to 
names ;  but  I  can  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  I  am  not  in 
this  matter  bringing  any  special  Party 
oharge.  It  will  be  remembered  that  I 
moved  the  same  reduction  in  the  salary 
of  a  Oentleman  for  whom  I  have  the 
highest  political  respect — namely,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  HaraourtJ.  I  can 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  even  if  a 
Liberal  Ministry  were  in,  I  should 
bring  forward  my  Amendment,  with,  if 
posuble,  an  additional  amount  of  plea- 
sure, for  one  slwaye  likes  to  moke  things 
comfortable  for  one's  friends.  Let  us 
see  what  is  the  additionsl  expense  to 
which  a  person  is  put  owing  to  the  fact 
of  hia  being  in  an  official  poaition.  A 
Gentleman  is  appointed  a  Minister,  He 
has  a  house  to  cover  him  beforehand, 
and  a  certain  income,  and  lives  in  a 
certain  way ;  well,  why  should  he  be 
c&lled  upon  to  live  in  a  different  style 
after  his  appointment  f  The  time  has 
gone  by  when  we  judged  a  man  by  the 
sizs  of  the  bouse  in  which  he  lives,  the 
carriages  he  keeps,  or  the  number  of 
footmen  he  employs.  Neither  do  we 
judge  people  by  the  number  of  dinners 
they  give,  or  the  number  of  persons  they 
invite  per  annum.  It  may  be  said  thst 
Ministers  hare  dinners  to  give,  and  Ida 
not  want  to  make  this  a  personal  matter; 
but  I  would  ask  hon.  Qenllemen  to  go 
over  this  matter  in  their  own  minds,  and 
ask  themselves  how  many  more  guests 
will  a  man  ask  to  dinner  in  the  course  of 
a  year  because  he  is  a  Minister  than  he 
would  ask  if  be  were  not.  Say,  he 
would  ask  500  more,  and  aay  that  they 
would  cost  him  £3  a-head,  which  is  a 
very  handsome  figure,  he  would  than 
only  spend  £1,000;  and  I  doubt  very 
much,  if  you  take  the  average  num- 
ber  of  persons  invited  to  dinner  by 
Ministers  beyond  those  who  would  be 
invited  under  ordinary  circumstances 
whether  they  would  amount  to  anything 
Hke  500,  or  that  the  coat  would  be  any- 
thing like  so  high  as  £2  per  head.  Then 
there  are  the  entertainments— those 
crushesoftberag-tag-and-bobtail,  which 
are  called  official  entertainments.  The 
idea  of  these  entertainments  is  a  purely 
Party  notion.  You  have  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  ariBtocracy  at  those  gather 
ings,  and  you  invite  persons  to  tbem 
whom  you  wish  to  impress,  and  whom 
you  think  smenable  to  reason.    I  con- 
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Bider  that  those  parties  are  no  more 
less  than  a  apsciesof  bribery.  I  beli 
that  in  voting  thiB  money  on  the  plea 
that  Miniaters  have  to  give  parties,  you 
are  merely  assisting  Uinisters  to  bribe 
their  followers  to  vote  for  thsm.  I  will 
Btato  what  occurred  to  myself  in  this 
matter.  The  Committee  will  remember 
that  I  voted  with  the  QoTcmment  in  the 
interests  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  that  before 
my  hon.  Friend  took  his  seat  we  bad  a 
great  many  DiTiaions.  Well,  on  one 
occasion  I  was  standing  in  the  Lobby 
when  a  Oentleman,  a  well  known  £adi- 
cal,  came  up  to  me  and  said— "I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  my  conscience  will  not 
allow  me  to  vote  in  favour  of  Kf r.  Brad- 
laugh."  "Well,"  I  Bftid,  "theDivision 
is  to  be  in  five  minutes,  and  1  have  no 
timetodiscuBsyou  and  your  conscience — 
what  do  you  want  ?  We  want  rotes  very 
badly  now,  and  I  do  not  know  why  you 
Bhoatd  not  be  a  knight  as  well  as  oUier 
people."  I  said,  "Do  you  want  a 
kni^htehip  ?  "  He  replied,  "  You  are 
entirely  mistaken  in  the  person  you  are 
apeakingto."  Uponthat  I  rejoined,  "Do 
you  go  to  parties  ?  Were  you  at  So- 
and-so's  Ministerial  party  the  other 
day?"  "No,"  said  he,  "I  myself 
and  my  family  have  been  very  much 
Burpnsed  that  we  hare  been  left  out." 
I  answered  at  once,  "  Why  did  you  not 
tell  me  ?  Of  course,  you  ought  to  have 
gone,  you  shall  go  in  future,  you  shall 
go  to  all  the  parties."  About  five 
minutes  afterwards  I  took  him  with  me, 
family,  conscience,  bag  and  baggage, 
into  the  Lobby  to  vote  for  my  hon. 
Colleague.  These  people,  you  know,  are 
anxious  to  see  their  names  in  the  Morn- 
ing Poit  as  attending  these  Uinisterial 
entertainments.  They  like  to  ask  each 
other— "Do  you  know  Lord  So-and- 
Bo?"  and  to  be  able  to  reply— "Oh, 
no ;  I  do  not  know  him  very  well ;  but 
I  have  met  him  in  society  in  such-and- 
such  a  place."  I  must  say  I  object 
entirely  to  voting  money  in  order  to 
enable  Ministers  to  give  those  most  cor- 
rupting parties.  We  may  be  told  that 
Hmisters  are  men  so  exceedingly  emi- 
nent, that  they  are  such  superior  persons, 
that  we  cannot  pay  them  too  much. 
Well,  I  admit  that  in  the  Cabinet  there 
are  generally  one  or  two  men  who  may 
be  termed  eminent.  But  who  is  the 
ordinary  Minister  after  all  f  He  is  a 
Tery  common  third-rate  sort  of  person, 


who  may  fill  a  place  in  the  City,  but 
could  hardly  be  called  a  statesman.  Ho 
is,  perhaps,  a  good  administrator — he 
does  not  get  into  mischief  in  this  House, 
and  performs  his  duty,  which  may  be 
somewhat  subordinate,  requiring  no  vast 
amount  of  intelligence,  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  House.  Most  unquestion- 
ably, however,  for  £2,000  a-year  we 
have  had  good  Ministers,  and  that  is 
wh^  I  think  tbat£2,000  is  sufaoient.  I 
believe  high  salaries  themselves  are  de- 
moralizing. I  believe  their  tendency  is 
to  induce  all  soits  of  gentlemen  to  do 
all  aortaof  things  to  get  into  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  do  all  sorts  of  things  to 
remain  there  when  onoe  in.  I  thii&  we 
ought  to  toko  away  this  temptatioa  &om 
these  gentlemen.  Now,  there  are  special 
reasons  why  the  salary  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  should  be  reduced — and 
I  speak  with  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
present  occupant  of  that  post.  [Crifi  of 
"Divide!"]  I  dare  say  hon.  Qentle- 
men  opposite  do  not  like  this  sort  of 
thing.  They  like  to  talk  about  economy 
in  general,  but  when  it  is  brought  home 
to  them  they  cry  out  "Divide!"  with 
the  desire  of  seeing  the  cloture  applied 
to  the  Estimates.  I  can  assure  non. 
Gentlemen  that  it  will  not  conduce  to 
work  being  done  quickly  to  raise  these 
silly,  foolish,  and  idle  cries.  I  say  that 
I  speak  with  great  respect  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury;  but  as  I  have 
said,  the  Committee  must  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  there  are  any  special 
reasons  why  the  salary  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  should  be  reduced  to 
£2,000  per  annum.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  ia  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  has  nothing  to  do  except  as  Leader 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  I  think  it  was,  this  Ses- 
sion or  last  Sessio  n,  speaki  ng  of  Lord  Satis  • 
bury  accumulating  two  Offices,  said  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  do 
all  his  work  as  First  Lordof  the  Treasury 
in  three  days ;  consequently,  we  have 
the  fact  that  the  present  Leader  of  the 
House,  though  it  is  said  he  is  an  able 
administrator,  as  a  matter  of  fact  that 
has  nothing  to  administer,  and  yet  re- 
ceives £5,000  per  annum  for  it.  [^Critt 
)f"Oh,  oh!"j  Well,  does  he  not? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  will  presently  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  what  his  Chief 
does.    All  I  can  say  is,  that  I  take  the 
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ingly.  I  eaj  that  saoti  a  mode  of  lead- 
ing the  House  might  be  performed 
equally  well  by  a  postman  who  receires 
16«.  a-week  witb  a  poBaiblerise  to  25«. 
I  am  not  saying  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  First  iSird  of  the  TrsaBury  could 
not  do  better;  but  I  am  speaking  of 
what  he  does  in  this  House,  and  I  aay, 
'f  Lord  Bnssell  was  satisfied  to  lead  the 
House  for  seven  moutlis  for  notbioff, 
and  then  considered  himself  adequately 
remunerated  by  taking  an  Office  at 
£2,000  per  annum  instead  of  £5,000  per 
annum,  surely  for  the  perfunctory  way 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
present  First  Lord  leads  tlie  Hoase  I  am 
not  going  too  far  when  1  suggest  that 
his  salary  should  be  reduced  by  £3,000 
per  annum.  There  is  one  thing  which  I 
must  call  upon  the  House  to  oonsider. 
We,  or  a  great  many  of  us  are  in  an 
economical  vein ;  we  are  frequently 
complaining  of  the  high  salaries  else- 
where ;  we  complained  of  the  salary 
received  by  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod, 
as  out  of  all  proportien  to  the  salaries 
received  for  the  performance  of  similar 
duties  in  other  countries  ;  but  how  can 
the  House  of  Commons  legitimately 
complain  when  it  pays  Members  of  its 
own  body  who  happen  to  be  Ministers 
far  higher  salariee  than  are  paid  for 
similar  services  in  other  countries.  In 
my  opinion  we  must  begin  at  the  head  if 
we  are  to  reduce  matters  to  a  democratic 
level — lA  hugh"]— the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Sandys)  laughs.  I 
can  assure  him  that  if  ever  he  becomes 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  I  shall  move 
even  a  greater  reduction  in  bis  salary. 
This  is  an  illustration  of  how  difficult 
it  is  for  people  outside  to  understand  we 
are  sincere  with  regard  to  economy.  I 
proposed  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — it  is  not  an 
escessive  reduction— and  how  is  that 
met  f  By  jeers  and  laughter  from  Con- 
servatives, that  is  the  way  it  is  met. 
When  they  are  making  vague  theoretical 
speeches  to  their  constiCuents  they  are 
very  great  about  economy  ;  but  bring  it 
home  to  them  or  their  Leaders,  and  where 
is  their  economy  then  ?  I  am  only  sorry 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  is  so  empty, 
as  I  have  no  doubt  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  delighted  to  vote  with  me  on 
this  subject  if  they  were  here;  bnt,  in 
their  absence,  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall 
functionshedoeefulfil, and weshould look  I  have  a  large  number  of  hon.  GenUemen 
at  it  in  that  light  and  pay  him  accord-  on  this  ude  of  the  House  who  will  vote 
Mr.  Ltlouehtrt 


tes^moDy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  I  see  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  fiandolph  Chnrchill)  in 
his  place.  He  is  a  great  advocate  of 
economy,  and  I  should  like  to  know  if 
he  is  prepared  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  in  the  wrong  when  he  said  that  all 
the  administrative  duties  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  not  occn^ 
more  than  three  diays  per  annum.  It 
might  be  argued  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  receives  his  salary  of  £5,000 
per  annum  as  Leader  of  the  House. 
Well,  this  has  been  the  case  before — 
generally  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury is  Prime  Minister.  Of  course,  the 
Prime  Minister  has  an  immense  amount 
of  work  to  do.  But  we  have  had  a  case 
before  when  the  Leader  of  the  House 
has  not  been  Prime  Minister — I  refer  to 
the  case  of  Lord  John  Buesell.  Lord 
John  Russell  performed  the  duties  of 
Leader  of  the  House  for  seven  mouths 
without  any  salary  at  all,  and  then  he 
felt  that  he  ought  not  to  create  an  Office 
— for  that  is  practically  what  it  is — of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  at  £5,000 
per  annum,  and  he  became  Preeident  of 
the  Council,  at  a  salary  of  £2,000  a- 
year.  I  therefore  point  to  that  precS' 
dent  to  show  the  Committee  that  I  am  not 
putting  before  it  anythiog  new  when  I 
assert  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, acting  as  Leader  of  the  House, 
ought  not  to  receive  £5,000  per  annum. 
But  there  are  other  reasons  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  should  not 
receive  £5,000  per  annum.  I  have 
heard  his  Departmental  spe 
which  have  been  characterized  by  great 
-ability,  at  the  same  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  follow  the  example 
of  former  Leaders  of  this  House.  "" 
seems  to  me  that  he  is  only  got  o 
speech,  for  be  is  perpetually  telling 
this  that  and  the  other  cannot  be  done 
owing  to  the  state  of  Public  Busiuess,  or 
else  he  gets  up  and  in  cabalistic  words 
says — "  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Question 
be  now  put."  That  does  not  require 
any  great  intellectual  power,  and  1  am 
sorry  that  a  man  of  bis  ability  and  in- 
tellect should  be  doomed  to  fulfil  such 
functions ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  are 
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^rith  me,  and  for  the  sake  o!  docency  I 
hope  hon.  G^entlemea  opposite  will  join 
irith  me  Iq  bringing  borne  to  the  people 
of  England  the  fact  that  we  do  not  shrink 
from  making  reductiona  when  the;  re- 
^rd  MemberB  of  this  Houae,  but  are 
prepared  to  begin,  not  at  the  bottom, 
but  at  the  top,  and  to  commence  a  period 
of  economy. 

Motion  made,  and  Onestion  put, 

"  Th»t  Item  A  of  the  Salariei,  £c.,  in  regaid 
to  ths  Salary  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treanuy, 
be  ledaced  hj  the  lam  ai  itS.OOO."— (Jfr. 
JM<Mehtrt.) 

The  Oommittee  iividid:—kye»  60; 
Noes  156:  Ifajorit;  96.— (Div.  IJat, 
No.  304.)  [10.85  p-M.") 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  {Belfaat,W.):  Ihope 
the  right  hon.  Qentleroanthe  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  will 
be  good  enough  to  allow  me  to  aak  bim 
a  question.  I  see  he  is  provided  with 
two  Private  Secretaries ;  tbe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  provided  with  one. 
I  do  not  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
number  of  Seoretariea,  but  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  that  some  time 
ago  he  was  aaked  about  a  letter  written 
in  his  name  to  a  branch  habitation  of 
the  Frimroae  League  by  one  of  his  Pri- 
vate Secretaries.  That  letter  was  an 
impudent  and  insolent  production,  and 
also  an  unscmpulous  letter,  and  was 
utterly  false.  I  do  not  know  which  Private 
Secretary  was  responsible  for  it,  but  tbe 
young  gentleman,  whoever  he  waa,  took 
upon  himself  to  make  the  right  bon, 
Gontleman  responsible  for  accusations 
against  Members  of  this  House,  and 
against  the  National  League  and  other 
organiKationa  in  Ireland  with  which  they 
areoonnected.  Iscarcely  blame theyoung 
gentleman,  because,  before  he  wrote  the 
fetter,  men  of  Bome  political  eminence 
gave  political  currency  to  the  accusa- 
tions contained  in  the  letter.  But  since 
the  speeches  of  these  Qentlemen  have 
been  made,  the  Government  have  been 
faced  ou  the  floor  of  this  Houae  upon 
them,  and  when  challenged  to  give  an 
inquiry,  they  ran  away  from  the  inquiry. 
That  having  happen^,  the  question  is 
sow  in  a  different  position.  The  Private 
Seoretary  responsible  for  the  letter  ex- 
presaed  aestiments  that  the  National 
League  in  Ireland  were  directly  respou- 
siblefor  crime  and  outrage.  \_CrieB  of 
"  Hear,  hear ! "]  The  Secretary  waa 
guilty  of  a  lalaenood,  and  anyone  who 
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endorses  it  is  guil^  of  the  aame.  I 
want  to  know  whether  these  Private 
Secretaries  are  to  be  allowed,  in  .the 
discharge  of  their  functions,  for  which 
they  are  paid  a  salary  by  the  people — 
there  is  one  here,  I  see,  with  a  salary  of 
£300  per  annum— to  spread  broadcast 
acouaatiouB  of  this  kind  against  the 
representativea  of  the  National  League  7 
Whoa  ohallenged  with  respect  to  the 
letter  in  question,  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman told  ua  he  knew  nothing  about 
it ;  he  said  he  was  not  responsible  for 
it.  [Sir  BoBBRT  Fowi,ER :  No.]  I  think 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  has  quite  enough  to 
be  responsible  for  on  his  own  account ; 
his  own  character  is  quite  enough  for 
him  without  undertaking  tbe  defence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who,  I  think,  may  be 
left  to  defend  himself.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  ou  that  occasion  complained 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  contents  of  the 
letter;  and,  therefore,  if  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  contents,  he  was  not 
morally  responsible  for  them,  and  he 
promised  to  make  inquiries.  I  now 
respectfully  ask  him  what  inquiry  he 
made,  and  what  explanation  the  young 
gentleman  gave  of  the  extraordinary 
aoouaations  ho  mads  in  that  letter,  and 
what  defence  he  is  prepared  to  give  ?  I 
hope  he  will  tell  the  House  which  young 
gentleman  wrote  the  letter.  Li  order  to 
open  the  discussion,  I  will  move  to  take 
off  £300.  I  shall  never  allow  men  in 
virtue  of  their  ofSce,  men  who  occupy 
high  ofBces,  to  give  currency  to  false- 
hoods that  are  levelled  against  Members 
of  this  House.  [_Crut  of  "Oh,  oh!"] 
If  I  notice  any  hon.  Qentleman  opposite 
endorsing  those  falsehoods,  we  shall 
have  a  repetition  of  the  scenee  that  are 
not  pleasant. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  It  is  wholly  unnecessary 
to  put  the  Motion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  made.  I  think  I  informed  the 
House,  when  the  matter  was  brought 
before  the  House  by  a  Question,  that 
the  letter  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  was  written  by  one  of  my  Pri- 
vate Secretaries,  and  that  I  undertook 
the  full  responsibility  of  it.  No  insult 
whatever  was  intended,  and  I  regret 
that  anyone  should  write  anything  that 
ia  deemed  offensive  when  acting  on  my 
behall.    This  gentleman  was  one  of  the 
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unpaid  PriTBte  Seoretariea  attached  to 
the  Office  to  aseiat  me  in  the  dieoharge 
of  the  important  duties  for  which  I  am 
reBponeible,  and,  therefore,  is  in  no  waj 
concerned  in  this  Yote.  I  would  onl; 
Bay  that,  in  the  discharge  of  my  duties, 
I  desire  to  avoid  as  much  aa  possible 
touching  the  susceptibilities  of,  or  oSend- 
ing,  any  hon.  Oentleman.  I  at  all  times 
seek  to  avoid  this;  and  if  by  any  acci- 
dent an  expression  is  contained  in  a 
letter  written  by  my  direction,  or  for 
which  I  am  responsible,  I  should  be 
exceedingly  sorry  that  it  should  ofTond. 
But,  in  this  particular  cose,  no  person 
who  is  paid  by  the  Tote  of  this  House 
has  written  any  such  letter,  or,  I  believe, 
offended  in  the  slightest  degree  against 
hon.  Gentlemen. 

8iB  JOHN  8WINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield):  Is  the  young  gentle- 
man who  wrote  the  letter  still  attached 
to  the  Staff  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury? 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  UOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
wish  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  a  letter 
of  some  considerable  importance  which 
was  written  last  year  Id  reference  to  the 
Woods  and  Forests.  The  gentleman 
who  is  coDcerned  is  Grown  Receiver  to 
the  Woods  and  Forests ;  but  I  need  nol 
mention  his  name.  This  gen  tie  i 
receives  the  rents  from  the  Crown  farms. 
He  receives  a  salary  something  like 
double  that  received  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
aieler  himself,  and  when  we  come  to  the 
Yote  for  the  Woods  and  Forests  1  shall 
move  that  it  be  reduced.  But  the  point 
I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  is  this.  These 
Crown  moneys  arising  from  the  Crown 
farms  were  paid  into  his  private  account 
for  meny  years,  though  be  received  e 
large  sum  of  money  for  properly  attend- 
ing to  the  matter.  The  Auditor  Qeneral, 
in  his  Beport,  drew  attention  to  what 
he  considered  this  most  improper  con- 
duct, by  which  the  attention  of  the  Trea- 
sury was  drawn  to  the  matter.  Con- 
siderable coirespondeace  took  place,  and 
the  reply  of  this  gentleman  to  the  obser- 
vations made  by  the  Auditor  General 
was  as  follows: — 

"  Hy  baokiag  account  ai  Receiver  ia  kept 
with  the  builclng  account  of  my  firm.  I  havo 
not  and  norer  had  any  separate  account,  a  ' 
ctinQot,  therefore,  produce  the  hAnk-baok 
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Therefore,  though  the  Auditor  General 
drew  attention  to  the  action  of  this  gen- 
tleman, and  called  upon  him  to  produce 
his  bank-book,  in  order  that  the  audit 
made  by  the  Auditor  General  should  be 
properly  made,  he  declined  to  produce 
the  bank-book,  and  has  declined  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  system  in  which  he 
kept  his  accounts.  This  took  place  laet 
year  after  a  very  long  disonssion  lasting 
over  three  hours. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  see  how 
the  question  is  connected  with  this 
Vote. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  :  I  am  coming  to  the 
point;  but  it  waa  necessary  to  make 
this  explanation  in  order  to  make  it  in- 
telligible to  the  House.  The  point  of 
my  objection  ia  that  the  Treasury  per- 
mitted Crown  moneye  to  be  uaed  la  this 
way,  and,  up  to  last  year,  had  not  taken 
any  etep  in  the  matter.  In  reply  to  the 
complaint  I  made  last  year,  the  Trea- 
sury admitted  the  very  improper  way  in 
which  the  matter  had  been  previously 
conducted,  and  promised  to  examine 
into  the  matter.  J,  therefore,  want  to 
ascertain  whether  this  improper  system 
of  keeping  accounts,  which  was  allowed 
to  go  on  last  year — whether  since  last 
year  the  Treasury  have  made  such 
arrangements  that  these  moneys  under 
the  control  of  the  Treasury  and  audited 
by  the  Auditor  General  ahall  be  pro- 
perly accounted  for  in  the  future? 

Thk  chairman  :  Any  Vote  con- 
nected  with  the  Treasury  could  be  sub- 
ject to  this  line  of  discussion;  and  I 
must  rule  that  as  tlus  is  a  matter  con- 
nected with  the  Woods  and  Foreeta,  it 
must  be  raised  when  that  Vote  is  before 
the  House. 

Ms.  MOLLOY :  The  correspondenoe 
took  place  with  the  Treasury,  and  it  is 
in  reference  to  the  oorreepondence  that 
I  ask  the  question. 

The  8K3RETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  The 
hon.  Qentlemnn  is  quite  right;  I  did 
promise  to  look  into  the  matter,  and  I 
have  done  so. 

Uk.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  have  now  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  by  the  sum  of  £3,000,  and 
that  would  reduce  his  salary  to  £2,000 
per  annum,  which  I  say  is  aufficient  and 
not  an  excessive  amount  for  any  Minis- 
ter. I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  ^bls  Mo- 
tion, beoauae,  otherwise,  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Bnry  -would  think  mj  last  Uotion  was  a 

rraonal  attack  upon  himBelf.  I  believe 
am  right  in  earing  that  next  to  the 
Firit  Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  Cban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  the  easiest 
post.  [Sir BoBERT Fowler:  Oh,oh!1  Yes; 
I  hare  it  on  good  authoritv.  Though 
the  hon.  Baroaet  the  Member  for  the 
Oitj  of  London  says  "  Oh,  oh ! "  he  has 
not  yet  been  Ghanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. I  have  it  from  the  ex-Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  it  is  the  easiest 
of  the  Offices  in  the  Qovemment,  except- 
ing that  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. All  he  has  to  do  is  to  look  over  a 
quantity  of  accounts,  form  in  his  own 
mind  a  scheme  of  Budget,  and  bring  it 
into  the  House.  That  occupies  him  some 
six  days,  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
I  see  no  reason  why  he  should  have  this 
excessive  salary.  I  have  already  stated 
the  general  principles  on  which  I  am 
going — that  we  ought  to  reduce  all  these 
salaries  that  are  voted  to  Gentlemen 
who  occupy  prominent  positions  if  we 
are  really  in  earnest  in  regard  to  eco- 
nomy. I  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Obanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
on  that  Bench.  He  is  certainly  one  of 
the  ablest  speakers  in  the  House,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  if  he  would  have 
the  kindness  to  explain  why  any  Minis- 
ter in  this  country  should  reoeive  more 
than  any  Minister  in  any  other  country 
for  doing  precisely  the  same  serviee — 
in  France,  Germany,  Austria,  and  the 
United  States ;  why  our  Minister  of 
Finance  should  be  paid  more  than  the 
Minister  of  Finance  in  any  of  these 
oountries;  and  why  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlsman,  who  does  less  work  than  either 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  comes  down  here  for  a 
couple  of  hours,  as  do  these  two  other 
Gentlemen,  and  who  does  not  speak  more 
frequently  than  ei  ther  of  these  Genttemeo, 
should  receive  £5,000  per  annum,  while 
they  only  receive  £2,000  per  annum? 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exobequer  consider  be 
is  worth  two  of  his  Oolleaguee  ?  He 
does,  I  suppose.  He  defends  his  salary. 
I  shall  be  ourioas  to  know  on  what 
ground.  [Otim  o/ "  Divide!  "]  lean 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  cries 
"Diride!"that  he  is  making  a  great 
mistake  if  he  thinks  to  shorten  debate  by 
that  silly,  aesinine  cry.  I  do  not  assume 


for  myself  a  very  high  position,  but  it 
is  an  insult  to  the  understanding  of  a 
jackass  to  answer  by  such  tomfoolery. 
{^Lat^hUr,  md  eriti  of  "  Order !  "1 

The  chairman  :  I  must  beg  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  to  restrain  himsslT 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  ;  I  vriU  make  an 
effort,  and  I  hope  a  Buccesaful  one,  to 
restrain  my  emotions,  and  now  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Yote  by 
£3,000  in  regard  to  the  salary  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"  That  Item  A  of  the  Salaries,  Jec.  in  regard 
to  the  Sal&r;  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiche. 
qnor,  be  reduced  by  the  lum  of  £3,000." — 
{Mr.  Labaathere.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayee  56; 
Noes  174:  Majority  118.— (Div.  List, 
No.  305.)  [11.6  p.m.] 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  8Din,  not  exceeding  £55,917,  be 
granted  to  Her  Uajeaty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoeBBarj  to  defray  the  Chares  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  rear  ending  on 
the  Ststdayof  Uarch  I SS8,  for  the  Salaries  and 
EipenseB  A  the  Offlce  of  Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  Slato  for  the  Home  Dapaitmont  and 
Subordinate  OtfioeB." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

gil,  E.) :  I  desire  to  aek  the  right  hon. 
entleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews),  first,  a  qnestion  with  regard 
to  Inspectors  of  Factories,  and,  secondly, 
the  inspection  of  mines.  Sometimeago 
there  was  a  Coroner's  inquest  held  in 
London  upon  the  body  of  a  man  whose 
death  was  caused  by  lead  poisoning ; 
and  from  the  evidence  it  appeared  that 
though  the  factory  was  one  in  which 
blue  lead  was  eonverted  into  white  lead, 
and  the  employii  were  under  Home 
Office  regulations,  and  should  have  been 
provided  with  overalls  or  clothes  fitted 
to  preserve  their  usual  garments  from 
impregnation  by  lead-dust,  the  most 
dangerous  form  in  which  lead  could  be 
brought  into  proximity  with  the  human 
system,  yet  in  this  factory,  where  white 
paint  was  made,  where  white  lead  was 
used  in  the  minute  form,  and  where  the 
danger  of  poisoning  was  great,  the 
regulations  did  not  prescribe  any  snoh 
protection  for  the  workers,  neither  as  to 
their  clothes,  or  with  regard  to  washing 
r  the  time  for  necessary  ablution  before 
I eals  were  taken.  Much  white  lead-duet 
was  distributed  through  the  atmosphere. 
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and  it  wu  almost  impassible  for  the  men 
to  escape  the  danger  of  poisoning ;  ooq< 
■equently,  not  only  had  there  been  many 
deaths,  but  a  great  deal  of  Bafferiog 
from  blood  poisooing  and  pains  in  the 
joints  and  bones  arising  from  this  cauae. 
Bepresentatione  were  made  as  to  the 
neceflaity  of  alteratioiiB  in  the  rules,  and 
Her  llajeBtj's  Inspector  promised  to 
have  tliis  brought  specialty  before  the 
notioe  of  the  Home  Office.  I  deeire  to 
ask  whether  this  has  been  dona  7  Have 
any  regulations  been  drawn  up  in 
respect  to  the  use  of  white  lead  in  fac- 
tones,  and  are  they  yet  in  force  ?  The 
next  point  upon  which  I  desire  informa- 
tion is  this.  Some  months  ago  inquiry 
was  made  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  the  Mou- 
tine  Oolliery,  in  the  Leinster  coal  fields, 
hod  been  left  uninspected  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  Inspector  for  17  months?  He 
admitted  this  was  so,  but  he  said  the 
inspection  of  these  mines  was  as  regu- 
lariy  carried  out  as  the  inspection  in  any 
other  district  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
If  that  is  so,  it  is  an  admitted  fact  that 
many  mines  in  Qreat  Britain  and  Ireland 
are  not  visited  by  Her  Ifajesty's  Inspec- 
tor for  periods  of  ayear  and  five  months. 
Last  autumn  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
the  Home  Secretary  admitted,  in  reply  to 
a  Question  from  these  Benches,  that  in 
his  own  opinion  the  staS  of  Inspectors  of 
Mines  was  altogether  inadequate,  con- 
sidering the  importance  and  burden 
of  the  duties  to  be  discharged,  and,  per- 
Bonally,  he  was  in  favour  of  increasing 
the  staff  of  Inspectors;  butthete  wasthe 
diffloalty  from  the  quarter  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  the  objection  to  the  higher 
chaise  necessitated  by  an  increase  in  the 
staff.  Now,  I  desire  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  proposes  ' 
go  through  the  whole  of  the  financi 
year  with  a  staff  of  Inspectors  of  Mines 
no  stronger  than  is  provided  for  in  these 
Estimatea,  which,  according  to  his  own 
admission,  ie  altogether  inadequate  for 
the  discharge  of  the  duties  incumbent 
these  officius  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  This 
Tote  contains  an  item  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  56  Inspectors  of  Fac- 
tories and  Workshops,  and  I  wish  to  ask 
how  many  of  these  are  to  be  fonnd  in 
Bvland  and  how  many  in  Belfast  F  Some 
time  ago  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Qentle. 

man  (hA  na>WAfai-i>nf  9('Dti>A>..fliA  Vtnm^ 


ther  a  vacancy  had  arisen  in  the  oSoe 
of  Inspector  in  Ireland,  and  he  replied 
there  was  no  aueh  vacancy.  There 
appears,  however,  to  be  a  stxong  local 
idea  that  such  a  vacancy  has  arisen. 
Perhaps  ho  will  clear  np  this  matter  on 
this  occasion,  and  tell  how  mftny 
InspeDtors  are  appointed  for  Aaiy  in 
Belfast.  I  have  had  numerous  letters 
from  resident  ertizans  expressing  a 
strong  sense  of  the  unaatisfactory  nature 
of  the  inspection  carried  on  in  the  Bel- 
fast industries,  and  also  a  general  desire 
that  oompetent  working  men  should  fill 
the  position  of  Inspectors.  It  would  be 
interesting  to  know,  of  those  who  out  of 
the  56  are  in  Ireland,  how  many  are 
even  practically  aequainted  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  work  they  are  called  upon  to 
inspect.  There  is  a  large  and  growing 
feeling  that  from  the  working  men 
Inspectors  should  be  drawn.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  can  give  me 
tbe  information  for  which  I  have  asked  7 
Mr.  T.  E.  ELUS  (Merionethshire): 
I  have  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Mr.  Matthews)  on  a  subject  to  whiob  I 
have  directed  attention  once  or  twice, 
and  to  which  I  intend  to  direct  attention 
as  often  as  possible  while  I  have  a  seat 
in  this  House.  I  take  it  that  these 
Inspectors  of  Mines  and  Factories  are 
appointed  to  take  care  of  the  welfare  of 
the  working  people;  and  I  think  the 
Committee  will  agree  that  an  Inspector 
cannot  properly  discharge  his  duty  if  he 
does  not  understand  the  language  of  the 
people.  Now,  it  has  been  tbe  tradition 
of  the  Home  Office  hitherto — I  do  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Home  Secretary  more  than  his 
Predecessor,  or  distinguish  between 
Liberal  and  Conservative  Governments 
— to  ignore  the  question  of  language  in 
the  appointment  of  Inspectors  for  col- 
lieries, quarries,  mines,  and  factories. 
These  are  appointed  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Welsh  language  is  dying  out. 
Now,  whether  the  language  will  die  out 
or  not,  or  whether  it  is  well  that  it 
should,  is  another  subject ;  but  the  point 
to  be  realized  by  tbe  Home  Office  is  this 
— that  Welsh  does  not  only  now  hold  the 
field  as  the  language  of  the  people,  but, 
except  perhaps  in  some  of  the  agricul- 
tural districts,  the  use  of  it  is  increasing. 
In  the  oolliery  districts  and  in  the  indus- 
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the  right  hon.  Qentleman  whether  he 
vill  give  a  pledre  th&t,  bo  far  as  in  him 
liea,  he  will  make  knowledge  of  Welsh 
a  qnaliflcation  for  appointments  to  the 
Inspectorships  of  mines,  quarries,  and, 
if  possible,  of  factories,  in  Wales  and 
Monmouth  ?  I  can  tell  him  that  he  is 
quite  mistaken  if  be  supposes  this  is 
unnqcesaary  because  the  Welsh  Ian- 
guafce  is  djing  out.  He  and  many  of 
his  successors  will  be  gathered  to  Uteir 
fathers  before  Welsh  ceases  to  be  the 
language  of  the  Welsh  people.  Will 
he  give  a  pledge  that,  so  far  as  he  poa- 
eiblj  can,  he  will  appoint  to  these  posts 
men  who  understand  the  language  of 
the  workers  7 

Me.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth):  I 
would  refer  for  an  instant  to  the  last 
item  in  the  Yote— the  salary  and  ex- 
penses of  the  Inspector  under  the  Habi- 
tnal  Drunkards'  Act.     I  do  so  not  for 


the  Report  of  the  Inspector  has  been  ren- 
dered this  year,  and  what  progress  has 
bees  made  in  the  interesting  experiment 
commenced  under  this  Act  f  I  oelieve  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  it  wae  a  tenta- 
tive and  experimental  measure,  and  that 
for  the  first  two  or  three  years  after  its 
paeeiog  no  progress  was  mado.  Since 
then,  however,  I  believe  something  has 
been  done ;  and  it  would  be  interesting 
to  know  the  result  of  this  piece  of  novel 
legislation,  whether  experience  has  de- 
veloped any  improvement  in  the  direc- 
tioD  desired,  or  suggests  any  alteration 
in  the  Act. 

Da.  E.  MAODONALD  (Eoss  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
working  of  the  system  of  factory  inspec- 
tion ;  and  I  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  in  the  district  where  I  reside,  with 
300  factories  under  his  charge,  it  is  im- 
poBuble  for  the  Inspector  to  make  more 
than  two  or  three  visits  in  the  year,  for 
he  has  a  circuit  of  20  miles.  The  con- 
sequence is  that  the  Act  is  not  carried 
out,  so  far  as  inspection  is  concerned.  To 
my  certain  knowledge  not  more  than  10 
per  cent  of  the  boys  employed  in  factories 
ereoertifiedtobeof  theproperage.  The 
Inspector  has  so  much  repor  tori  alwork  to 
do  at  home  that  he  has  not  sufficient  time 
to  visit  the  factory  eo  frequently  as  he 
should.  I  think  it  would  be  an  easy 
matter  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  if  he  maans  the  Act  to 
be  eonied  out,  to  appoint  working  men 
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Assistant  Inspectors,  for  so  far  as  the 
employment  of  children  is  concerned 
the  Act  at  present  ia  a  sham.  When  the 
Inspector  visits  a  factory  and  Suds  a 
boy  at  work,  and  may  doubt  if  he  ia  of 
proper  age,  and  asks  how  long  he  has 
been  employed,  the  boy  is  taught  to  say 
he  has  only  been  there  a  fortnight.  By 
the  law  employers  are  allowed  to  em- 
ploy young  boys  for  a  fortnight  in  the 
country  and  a  week  in  London,  and  so 
the  Act  is  evaded  on  every  side.  Tbis 
matter  has  been  brought  before  the 
House  several  times,  and  under  Qo- 
vernmenta  of  both  Parties;  but  they 
do  not  see  their  way  to  the  appointment 
of  Under  Inspectors.  Then,  I  say,  they 
might  as  well  allow  the  Act  to  lapse,  for, 
worked  as  it  ia  at  the  present  time,  it  ia 
of  no  uae  whatever. 

Me.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) : 
I  truat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  will  take  care  to  have 
definite  instructions  given  in  reference 
to  breaches  of  the  Truck  Act.  Wo 
should  not  have  had  the  great  difficulty 
of  dealii^  with  this  by  present  legisla- 
tion, if  Inapectors  had  previously  done 
their  duty  ;  if  they  had  not  taken  up.in 
themselves  a  dispensing  power,  allowing 
wealthy  offenders  to  escape  punishment. 

Ma.  U'LAEEN  (Cheshire,  Orewe) : 
The  right  hon.  (3«ntleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  wilt  remember 
that  last  autumn  this  question  of  the 
appointment  of  Inspectora  was  raised. 
At  that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  a  full  and  friendly  answer  to  those 
who  asked  him  to  appoint  working  men 
to  auch  posts.  He  said  he  had  taken 
stepa  to  appoint  one  working  man  In- 
apector,  and  whether  be  succeeded  in 
that  or  not,  he  certainly  atated  that  he 
waa  friendly  to  the  appointment  of  work- 
ing men,  that  ia,  so  far  ae  he  oould  sub- 
ject to  the  examination  they  would  have 
to  pass,  and  subject  to  the  powers  he 
possessed  to  make  such  appointments. 
I  can  assure  him  there  Is  a  very  atrong 
feeling  indeed  among  working  men  vf 
all  trades  in  favour  of  auch  appoint- 
ments, and  all  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  mining  districts  will  be  of  opinion 
that  it  is  necessary  to  have  working  men 
Inspectora  if  the  work  is  to  be  adequately 
supervized.  I  do  earnestly  hope  that  the 
Home  Office,  whenever  vacancies  occur, 
and  where  it  seems  at  all  desirable  and 
possible  to  have  workingmen  Inspectors, 
will  select  from   among    foremen   and 
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leading  workmen  of  experience,  men  of 
first  rate  character,  ability,  and  good 
edaoation — and  there  will  be  nu  difficulty 
in  finding  such — in  preferenoe  to  gentle- 
men who  only  begin  to  understand  tlie 
work  after  they  are  appointed.  I  am 
sure  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  signalized  the  paasing 
of  the  new  Mines  BegulBtione  Bill  by 
the  appointment  of  working  men  In- 
ipeotors  be  wonld  do  a  most  popular 
tning. 

Kk.  WINTEEBOTHAM  {Gloucester, 
Oirenoester^ :  I  was  sarprised  to  hear 
the  somewhat  severe  critidsma  on  in- 
Bpeotion  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Rosa 
(Dr.  R.  Maodonald).  Speaking  from 
an  intimate  knowledge  of  factory  work 
in  the  West  of  England,  I  can  say  that 
the  inspection  is  thorough  and  real,  and 
I  doubt  if  you  could  find  a  single  child 
under  age  employed  in  the  numerous 
cloth  factories  there.  The  work  of  inspec- 
tion is  carried  out  minutely.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  bon.  Member  spoke  of  dte- 
triota  with  which  he  is  well  acquainted 
and  where  the  inspection  is  not  eo  good ; 
and  I  ahould  like  him  to  inform  the 
Committee  more  specifically  what  part 
of  the  country  it  is  where  the  Factory 
Acts  are,  as  he  states,  such  a  sham. 
Before  I  ait  downl  wish  to  endorse  what 
has  been  said  by  previous  speakers,  that 
there  is  a  strong  and  natural  desire  that, 
as  far  aa  possible,  Factory  and  Mine  In- 
apectora  snould  be  chosen  from  the  ranks 
of  the  workers  and  from  those  who 
understand  the  requirements  of  the 
workers 

Db.  B.  MAODONALD:  Let  me  explain 
that  I  did  not,  for  a  moment,  aay  that 
Inspectors  did  not  do  their  work ;  what 
I  meant  to  aay  was,  that  it  is  a  physical 
impossihility  for  them  to  do  their  work 
well,  they  having  so  much  ground  to 
cover,  BO  many  factories  under  their 
view.  From  what  I  know  of  Factory 
Inspectors,  I  must  say  they  are  most 
hard-working  men.  I  do  not  find  fault 
with  the  individuals ;  but  with  the  sys- 
tem by  which  more  work  devolves  upon 
the  men  than  it  is  physically  possible 
for  them  to  carry  out.  The  district  I 
especially  referred  to  was  the  East  End 
of  Losdoo. 

Mb.  THOBBUBN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) :  So  far  aa  my  experience  goes,  I 
can  say  that  a  moat  efEective  inspection 


cerned,  I  feel  sure  that  a  better  and  a 
more  effective  staff  of  offioials  does  not 
exist  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kiag- 

i^R.  BUCHANAN  {Edinburgh,  W.): 
I  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  who 
has  juat  spoken  aa  to  the  iospeotiou  of 
the  lactones.  The  Chief  Inspector  of 
his  district  has  also  the  charge  of  the 
whole  oftheSontb-Eaat  of  Scotland.  He 
has  under  his  charge  Edinburgh,  with 
all  its  workshops — there  are  not  many 
factories  there— and  he  haa  the  whole 
district  of  Qalaehiels,  with  its  large  fac- 
tories. As  far  as  my  information  goes, 
I  can  quits  believe  with  my  ban.  Friend 
that  the  inspection  of  factories  is  com- 
plete ;  but  there  have  been  very  grave 
complaints  from  year  to  year  with  re- 
gard to  the  workahopa  that  the  staff  is 
not  adequate  for  the  inspection — that  in 
a  great  city  like  Edinburgh,  where  there 
are  not  many  manufactories,  but  a  great 
many  workshops,  there  are  continual 
iotractiona  of  tie  Factory  Acts.  I  be- 
lieve, with  my  hon.  Friend,  that  the 
Chief  Inspector  does  his  very  best ;  but 
the  staff  is  not  adequate  to  the  work, 
and  there  are  believed  to  be  con- 
tinual infractions  the  Act.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary will  only  consider  what  it  is  to 
have  one  man  having  the  chai^  of  the 
whole  of  the  South  of  Scotland — the 
Lothisns,  Berwickshire,  the  Qalashiels 
district,  as  well  aa  a  large  city  like  Edin- 
burgh, togetber  with  Leith,  with  their 
innumerable  workshops—he  will  see  it 
is  hardly  within  the  power  of  one  man 
to  maintain  complete  supervision  over 
the  whole  of  that  work. 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fo« 
THR  HOME  DEPARTMENT  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.]:  More 
than  one  speaker  has  referred  to  the 
Inpeotors  of  mines,  particularly  the  boo. 
Member  for  East  Bonegal  {Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boss  and  Cromarty  (Dr.  R.  Macdonald)i 
the  hon.  Member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Thor- 
bum)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Weat 
Edinburgh  {Mr.  Buchanan),  who  haa 
just  spoken,  have  referred  to  the  In- 
apeclors  of  factories  and  workshops,  all 
giving  advice  of  the  same  kind.  With 
regard  to  the  Inspectors  of  minee,  some 
remarks  of  mine  m  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session  were  quoted,  in  which  I  am 
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for  Eaat  Donegal.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  quoted  me  quite  accu- 
rately. If  my  memory  Berves  me  accu- 
rately, what  I  said  vaa  this — 


"  If  you  inapect  frequent^  oi 
y.    going-    into    every    facti 


ally,  going-  into  every  factor jf  and  every 
workibop  in  tbe  country,  it  is  imposBiMs  for 
the  existing  staff  oF  Inspectors  to  do  it.  If 
you  expect  the  Inspectors  to  supervise  the 
minute  proveaaes  of  manufacture  and  the  con- 
duct of  these  eatablUhmenta,  yon  would  requiro 
not  two  or  three  times  as  many,  but  1 0  times  as 

But  I  would  ask  hon.  Oentlemen  if  we 
would  gain  mach  if  we  carried  iaepec- 
tion  to  that  point  ?  It  seems  to  me  it  is 
hopeless  to  think  that  inspection  can 
ever  be  carried  to  the  point  of  taking 
the  place  of  the  owner's  eyes.  What 
you  ought  to  do,  and  what  I  agree,  per- 
haps, is  not  sufficiently  done  under  the 
present  system,  is  to  let  the  lospector 
come,  like  an  angel  unawares,  and  come 
especially  at  moments  when  he  is  not 
expected,  in  order  to  detect  ehort- 
cominge.  I  am  afr^d  we  cannot  look 
for  an  expenditure  which  would  benecee- 
aarily  iuTOlved  in  enlarging  the  system 
of  inspection,  and  which  would  be 
beyond  the  result  attained.  We  cannot 
look  for  more  than  the  present  system 
of  inspection.  We  cannot  attempt  to 
supersede  supervision  by  the  owner  him- 
self by  constant  supervision  on  the  part 
of  the  Inspectors.  So  far  as  I  am  able 
to  judge  of  them — of  course.  Inspec- 
tors, like  other  men,  are  not  perfect — 
they  do  their  duty  fairly  well.  A  little 
more  of  the  unexpected,  a  little  more  of 
the  surprise  about  their  visits,  I  have 
often  thought  would  be  very  desirable. 
There  is  great  difficulty  in  catcliing 
those  who  infringe  the  law  in  work- 
ehops.  All  sorts  of  precautions  are 
taken  by  those  who  iniringe  the  law  to 
make  everything  smooth  at  the  time 
they  expect  the  Inspector,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  on  the  part  of  the  work- 
men there  is  an  inclination  to  assist  in 
the  infringement  of  the  Act,  instead  of 
giving  the  Inspectors  hints  npon  which 
they  could  act.  1  hope,  with  a  little 
effort  on  the  part  of  all  those  concerned, 
that  even  the  existing  number  of  Inspec- 
tors may  bring  about  a  more  wholesome 
terror  of  the  Inepeotor's  visits.  The 
bon.  Uember  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  has  asked  me  about  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Factories  and  Workshops  in  Ire- 
land. In  Ireland,  until  quite  lately, 
there  have  been  three  Inspectors.    I 

VOL.  CKXJXVII.      ^THIED  8BKIBB.] 


10A8 

regret  very  much  that  the  number  is 
so  small,  and,  if  I  may  say  so,  it  arises 
from  the  fact  that  there  are  so  few 
establishments  in  Ireland  which  require 
inspection  nnder  the  Act.  Belfast, 
Dunlin,  and  Cork  are  the  only  places 
where  Inspectors  are  wanted,  and  bo 
slight  is  the  work  and  so  insulBcient  to 
occiipytbeirwholetime  that  one  of  these 
Inspectors  has  been  recently  withdrawn, 
and  the  Factory  Inspector  at  Man- 
chester now  takes  bis  place.  Thus  the 
answer  I  gave  the  other  evening  that 
there  was  no  vacancy  in  Ireland  was 
perfectly  correct — Manchester  filled  tho 
vacancy  which  occurred.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis)  asks  for  the  appointment  of  Welsh- 
speaking  Inspectors  of  Mines.  Well,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  do  so.  I  have  only 
had  to  deal  with  one  vacancy  in  Wales, 
and  I  delayed  the  appointment,  and 
cast  about  in  all  directions  in  order  to 
find  a  man,  speaking  Welsh,  who  was 
also  competent.  I  cannot  remember  his 
name  at  the  moment ;  but  the  only 
appointment  I  think  I  made  in  Wales 
since  I  held  OfGce  was  of  a  man  who 
could  speak  Welsh,  and  I  bad  that  in 
view  when  making  the  appointment.  I 
do  not  hope  the  Welah  language  will 
die  out ;  hut  I  hope  it  will  not  he  long 
before  English,  as  a  means  of  communi- 
cation between  Inspector  and  workmen, 
should  be  so  general  that  the  accom- 
plishment of  being  able  to  speak  Welch 
will  be  less  necessary  than  it  is  at  pre- 
sent. I  am  asked  to  appoint  working 
men  as  Inspectors.  Again  I  am  speak- 
ing from  memory ;  but  I  think  all  the 
appointments  of  Factory  Inspectors  I 
have  made  have  been  of  workmen. 
In  my  own  view,  it  ia  more  desirable 
to  have  working  men  to  he  Inspectors  of 
Factories  than  Inspectors  of  Mines.  I 
have  hesitation  in  appointing  a  man  to 
be  an  Inspector  of  Mines  who  has  not 
BcientiSc  knowledge,  because  that  ia  a 
very  important  thing  in  an  Inspector 
of  Mines,  who  has  to  supervise  the 
engineering  operations  of  minea,  and 
give  advice  regarding  large  concerns, 
as  to  how  they  could  beet  be  managed 
with  safety.  However  skilful,  and  how- 
ever well  qualified  a  workman  may  be 
in  all  the  practical  parts  of  mining,  and 
in  the  supervision  of  the  comfort  of  the 
men,  you  rarely  meet  a  workman  who 
has  Boientific  attainments  at  his  com- 
mand. But  as  regards  factories,  a  man 
2  M 
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who  has  gone  through  a  course  of  labour 
in  a  factory  is  best  qualified  for  factor; 
inspeotion.  With  regard  to  the  other 
fact  whiah  the  hon.  Member  for  Bosa 
and  Oromarty  pointed  out — namely,  that 
the  age  of  bojs  was  not  properly  certi- 
fied, I  must  remind  him  that  that  ia  not 
the  duty  of  the  Inspector  at  all.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  certifying  surgeon. 

Dr.  R.  MAODONALD  :  "What  I  meant 
to  say  was  that  these  boys  were  iiaed 
by  the  owners  of  factories  and  not  certi- 
fied, aud  if  the  Inspector  came  there 
and  found  boys  not  certified,  of  course 
he  could  cause  action  to  be  taken.  If 
the  Inspector  does  not  go  there  the  boys 
go  on  working,  aud  they  are  not  certi- 
fied by  B  medical  man  to  the  Inspector 
to  sa?e  expense. 

Me.  ISAACS  (Nawiogton,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  desire  to  add  my  testimony 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boss  and 
Cromarty  (l)r.  B.Macdonald).  I  believe 
it  arises  from  the  fact  that  it  is  physically 
impoBsibte  for  the  Inspectors  to  do  the 
work  which  they  are  expected  to  do. 
Qreat  injury  is  going  on  in  consequence 
of  the  evasion  of  the  Act  in  this  way  in 
London. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I  wish 
to  endorse  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boss  and  Cromarty  (Dr.  B. 
Hacdonald),  and  I  also  agree  with  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Cirencester  Division  of 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Wintsrbotham).  I 
believe  the  factories  in  Scotland  are  as 
well  inspected  as  they  ara  in  England  ; 
but  the  workshops  ore  not.  There  is  a 
distinction  to  be  drawn  between  work- 
shops and  factories.  I  do  not  think  the 
workshops  are  sufficiently  inspected,  and 
I  may  say  the  same  with  regard  to  mines. 
I  do  not  consider  the  mines  in  Scotland 
are  by  any  means  sufficiently  inspected, 
and  that  arises  to  a  considerable  extent 
from  the  inadequate  number  of  luspec 
tors.  Tou  require  a  much  large  staff  of 
Inspectors  than  you  have  now.  What- 
ever the  expense  may  be  it  is  far  better 
to  have  the  thing  done  thoroughly. 
Inspectors'  visits  are  like  angel's  visits, 
"few  and  far  between."  They  can 
only  be  in  one  place  at  one  time,  and 
onless  the  staff  is  sufficient  the  work 
cannot  be  properly  done.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  scientific  attainments 
on  the  part  of  the  /nspectors,  I  think  it 
is  important  that  they  should  have 
scientific  knowledge ;  but  if  you  have 
Mr.  Matlhtw 


regard  to  that  alone,  and  appoint  a  man 
without  practical  knowledge,  it  is  far 
worse  than  appointing  a  good  practical 
man  who  knows  bis  work  without 
science.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  will  keep 
that  matter  in  view,  and  let  us  have  a 
more  thoroughly  adequate  staff.    Then 

Lm  convinced  many  of  such  accidents 

have  arisen,  resulting  in  loss  of  life, 
and  which  have  arisen  from  the  defects 
which  have  been  pointed  out,  will  be  in 
a  great  meaaure  prevented. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  :  With  regard  to  the 
inapection  of  the  workshops,  espeoially 
iu  London,  where  women  are  employed, 
I  thiak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secreta^  expressed  himself  very 
favourably  towards  the  appointment  of 
female  Inspectors.  I  would  like  to  ask 
him  if  he  has  been  able  to  do  anythiag 
in  that  direction  during  the  last  year,  or, 
if  not,  whether  he  sees  his  way  to  an 
alteration  of  the  law  by  which  there  can 
be  a  number  of  female  Inspectors 
appointed,  or  whether  he  will  appoint 
them  under  the  present  law  to  work- 
shops? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  made 
inquiries  at  the  Home  Office,  and  I  find 
it  IS  against  my  power  to  appoint  female 
Inspectors.  It  is  also  pointed  out  tome 
that  if  you  have  female  Inspectors,  there 
will  bB  a  difficulty  with  regard  to  their 
covering  large  districts,  and  in  many 
places  the  irregular  character  of  the 
work  would  bo  ill-suited  to  female  In- 
spectora.  I  will  by  no  means  lose  dght 
of  the  subject. 

Mb.  M'LABEN:  Could  it  not  be 
done  in  London  F 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  You  might mabe 
a  district  in  London. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  three  questions,  and  he 
has  answered  only  one.  I  asked,  in  the 
first  place,  what  proportion  of  these 
Inspectors  were  composed  of  working 
men?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
expressed  his  intention  of  appointing 
working  men,  and  I  wish  to  see  how  far 
he  has  exercised  it.  He  told  me,  very 
much  to  my  surprise,  that  tbe  three  Irish 
Inspectorships  had  been  brought  down 
to  two,  and  we  find  that  one  of  the  three 
has  been  appended  to  Manchester.  We 
know  that  Ireland  ia  a  dependency  of 
the  British  Crown ;  but  to  find  it  a  de- 
pendency of  Manchester  is  something 
new.    What  part  of  Ireland  dow  the 
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Manchester  Inapector  deft!  iritliP  Where 
are  the  two  Insh  Inspeotors  statioaed  ? 
Is  there  one  stationed  at  Belfast,  and  is 
he  a  worldnf;  man  ?  From  oommnnica- 
taons  made,  I  believe  the  faotories  and 
workahops  in.  Belfast,  of  which  there  are 
hundreds,  embracing  a  great  rariety  of 
indastries,  aod  employing  a  great  num- 
ber of  people,  voutd  take  up  the  whole 
time  of  two  Inspectors;  and  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  that  there  is  great  dissatisfac- 
tion in  Belfast  in  regard  to  factory 
inspection.  The  visits  of  the  Inspector 
are  few  and  far  between ;  but,  perhaps, 
they  might  have  some  effect  if  they  were 
Bkiifully  timed. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  There  is  one 
Inspector  resident  at  Belfast ;  there  is 
one  Inspector  resident  at  Dublin;  and 
there  was  one  resident  at  Oork,  but  it 
was  found  he  had  not  enough  to  do,  and, 
therefore,  the  Cork  district  has  now  been 
annexed  to  Manchester.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  asks  how  many  of 
the  total  number  of  Inspectors  are  work- 
ing men.  I  cannot  answer  that  question 
at  present.  A  number  of  them  were 
appointed  before  my  time  at  the  Home 
Office.  I  hare  onW  appointed,  I  think, 
threeorfour,  since!  hare  been  in  Office, 
and  they  have  all  been  working  men.  I 
think  that  answers  all  the  questions  now 
that  have  been  addressed  to  me. 

Mb.  KIMBER  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  my  question. 

Thb  UNDEE  8ECRETAEY  or 
STATE  POB  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuabt-Woetlet)  {Shef- 
field, Hcillam) ;  Perhaps  the  hon.  Qen- 
tteman  will  allow  me  to  reply  to  his  ques- 
tion. At  present  there  are  six  Retreats 
inexistenoe.  This  Act  has  been  in  exist- 
ence since  1 879,  and  has  been  continued 
from  year  to  year.  The  lost  Beport  of 
the  Inspector  was  made  just  12  months 
ago,  and  it  unluckily  happens  that  the 
Beport  for  the  last  year  is  only  jast 
expected.  These  establishments  are 
licensed  for  86  patients,  but  they  actually 
hare  in  them  only  39  inmates.  So  far 
OS  one  ean  judge,  the  working  of  the 
Act  to  the  limited  extent  to  which  it  has 
been  adopted  is  satisfactory,  and  the 
Inspector  speaks  of  it  as  such.  It  is 
true  amendments  in  the  law  are  de- 
manded—first and  foremost,  that  the  law 
should  be  made  permanent,  and  that  is 
a  matter  which  is  now  occupying  the 
(tttentioii  of  the  Qoremment,    It  u  not 


fair  to  expect  the  licensees  to  embark  in 
an  expenditure  under  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment continued  from  year  to  year. 
Another  point  of  amendment  dedred  ia 
that  the  signature  of  two  Justices  should 
not  be  necessary  for  the  admission  of  a 
person  to  aBetreat.  That  question  is  at 
present  surrounded  with  some  difficulty, 
and  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Qoremment.  With  regard  to  deputy, 
licensees,  I  dare  say  that  some  con- 
cession might  be  possible.  There  might 
be  deputy  licensees,  subject  to  the 
same  qusJifioations  and  appointment, 
with  the  consent  of  the  public  authority, 
which  licensees  tfaemselras  have  to 
show.  I  think  this  will  answer  all  the 
questions  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. On  the  question  of  Factory  In> 
spectoi'sfaipB,  I  may  be  allowed  to  re- 
mark that  the  accidents  in  respect 
of  which  fees  hare  been  paid  show  of 
late  years  a  tendency  to  decrease.  I 
think  that  is  a  fact  which  may  be  taken 
into  consideration  as  bearing  upon  the 
energy  shown  by  the  existing  staff  of 
Inspectors. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNOB:  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  had  to  answer  so  many  ques- 
tions that  I  am  not  surprised  that  some 
of  mine  hare  escaped  hisnotice — namely, 
with  regard  to  white  lead  and  paint  fao- 
tories, and  the  regulations  now  in  force 
for  inspeotins  them.  In  regard  to  the 
latter  point,  Ibeg  to  say  thatloynomeans 
misrepresented  the  answer  which  the 
right  non.  Quntleman  ga?e  last  autumn 
as  to  the  number  of  Inspectors,  fori  hare 
been  looking  over  it  within  the  last  48 
hours.  I  remember  it  very  well — I  am 
sorry  Ihave  not  it  by  me — and  the  expres- 
sion be  made  use  of  was  that  in  his  own 
opinion  the  staff  of  Inspectors  was  in- 
adequate for  the  onerous  duties  they  had 
to  perform,  and  he  weut  on  to  say  that, 
BO  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned, 
he  would  be  glad  to  see  the  number 
increased,  but  the  difficulty  was  with 
the  Treasury,  on  oooount  of  ue  inoreased 
expenditure.  That  is  precisely  what  I 
complain  of.  If  the  people  interested 
were  Bishops  or  the  daughters  of  well- 
to-do  people,  then  there  would  be  a  great 
fuss  maas  about  anytliing  which  im- 
perilled either  their  safety  or  their  com- 
fort ;  but  the  persons  concerned  here 
ore  the  children  of  the  poor,  and  there- 
fore very  little  attention  is  paid  to  the 
claims  put  forth  on  their  behalf.    What 
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ia  involved  ia  the  queation  of  efficient 
inspection  ?  SSicient  iaspeotion  of 
places  where  hundreds  and  thouBanda  of 
men  are  employed  in  dangerous  avoca- 
tiona  ought  to  go  on  all  the  year  round, 
and  with  regard  to  the  angel's  viaits, 
they  are  alwaya  timed  after  an  accident 
haa  happened.  The  Coal  Mines  Inspec- 
tors of  Scotland  always  knew^  where  they 
had  to  go  next,  by  inquiring  where  was 
the  last  explosion,  or  where  was  the  laat 
accident.  Whoever  heard  of  an  Inspec- 
tor going  to  one  of  these  mines  without 
an  accident?  They  have  not  the  time 
to  do  it.  They  have  two  Inepectors  in 
Scotland,  and  I  do  not  know  how  many 
hundreds  of  mines  they  have  within 
their  jurisdiction.  It  is  physically 
imposaible  that  they  could  inspect,  even 
if  they  did  nothing  else.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  order  that  the 
duties  of  inspection  should  be  properly 
carried  out,  that  the  number  of 
Inspectors  should  be  materially  in- 
creased. When  you  come  to  consider 
the  lavish  way  in  which  this  Houso 
is  invited  to  vote  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  pounds  for  services  which 
are  of  incomparably  less  importance 
than  thia,  it  does  appear  to  me  to 
be  a  very  strange  and  unseemly  pi 
oeedinethat  an  official  in  the  position 
of  the  Home  Secretary  should  plead  the 
opposition  of  the  Treasury  to  a  further 
expenditure  of  £20,000  or  a  few  tens  of 
thousands  for  the  purpose  of  appointing 
men  whose  inspection  might  result  in  the 
saving  of  a  very  large  number  of  lives 
annually.  I  would  urge  upon  the  right 
hon.  Qantleman  the  Home  Secretary  to 
pluck  up  a  little  courage.  He  is,  after 
all,  a  Secretary  of  State.  He  may  have 
a  very  humble  opinion  of  himttelf,  but  he 
has  the  responsibilities  of  his  Office  upon 
him,  and  it  is  incumbent  upon  him  to 
make  strong  representations  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  afford  him 
the  means  for  the  adequate  discharge  of 
the  duties  he  hae  to  look  after.  These 
Inspectors  are  not  equal  to  their  work, 
acoording  to  the  admission  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemsn  the  Home  Secretary 
himaelf.  It  ia  his  duty  to  take  steps  to 
strengthen  their  hands  and  to  increase 
their  number ;  and  whatever  may  be 
the  charge  which  it  is  necessary  to  ask 
this  House  to  vote,  I  am  perfecUy  certain 
the  House  would  readily  vote  it  for  the 
sake  of  thus  adding  to  the  efficiency  of 
our  Public  Service. 
Mr.  4rlhur  O'Connor 
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Mr.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
I  would  like  to  eay  a  word  in  support  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  statement  that  In- 
spectors go  to  places  after  accidents 
happen.  Two  or  three  weeks  ago  I  waa 
down  in  one  of  the  largest  manufacturing 
districts  of  this  country,  and  I  took  the 
opportunity  of  inspecting  some  of  the 
workshops,  and  I  cross- questioned  eome 
of  the  workmen  employed  in  them.  I 
wont  toone particular  shop— oneexample 
will  do  as  well  as  many— where  there 
was  a  very  elaboratesystem  of  machinery, - 
and  where  accidents  were  of  constant 
occurrence.  I  asked  how  it  was  that 
accidents  took  place  so  often,  and  I  waa 
told  by  the  men  that  the  real  cauee  waa 
in  the  hurry  to  get  the  work  done. 
Theywereso  pressedand  tbe  machinery 
was  so  complicated  that  there  waa 
almost  certain  to  be  an  accident.  I 
asked  how  it  was  that  the  Inspector  did 
not  see  to  this,  and — I  hope  this  will  be 
a  lesson  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary — the  answer  waa 
that  this  Inspector  never  comes  except 
after  an  accident  has  happened.  This 
was  the  evidence  given  to  me  by  a  most 
intelligent  workman — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  a  foreman  or  not — ia 
charge  of  these  men.  I  asked  if  the 
Inspector's  attention  was  drawn  to  the 
dangerous  part  of  the  machinery.  The 
workman  said— "No;  before  the  In- 
spector comes  that  portion  of  the 
machinery  is  removed."  I  asked  why 
did  none  of  the  workmen  complain.  He 
said — "If  a  workman  oomptained,  ha 
would  not  have  much  work  in  this  place 
afterwards."  This  was  evidence  which 
I  could  not  doubt.  The  man  had  no 
suspicion  of  the  reason  why  I  put  these 
questions  to  him.  He  told  me  that 
before  the  Inspector's  visit  takes  place 
this  dangerous  part  of  the  machinery  is 
taken  away  and  hidden,  and  as  soon  as 
the  Inspector  has  gone  and  the  matter 
is  closed  that  dangerous  part  of  the 
machinery  is  put  up  again.  As  I  said, 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  by  that  example — very 
serionsly  given  to  me — and  which  I  have 
not  the  slightest  reason  to  doubt,  to  look 
more  carefully  into  this  question  of  in- 
spection, and  do  as  my  hon.  Friend 
suggests.  If  it  is  necessary  to  spend 
more  money,  let  it  be  spent,  and  appoint 
more  Inepectors,  not  for  political  pur- 
poses as  has  been  done  in  the  past  so 
often — appoint  men  who  are  able  to  de< 
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tect  this  deception  practised  on  tlie  part 
of  employers.  Tfae  men  dare  not  com- 
plaio,  beoausa,  Ji  they  did,  they  would 
not  get  employment  in  that  particular 
ahop  and  probably  in  any  other  shop 
where  their  conduct  had  been  reported. 

An  hon.  Meuber  :  Where  is  it? 

Me.  MOLLOY  :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
fair  to  say  where  these  things  occurred. 

Anhon.UEUBEs:  But  cannot  the  hon. 
Member  ^ve  eome  particulars  ? 

Mb.  MOLLOT  :  I  have  already  ex- 
plained that  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  give  names  in  this  House, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  ia  fair.  If  hon. 
Members  will  take  my  word  for  it,  the 
district  is  one  in  wbicn  there  is  a  large 
system  of  planing  wood  by  machinery 
in  operation.  If  the  hon.  0-entleman  is 
anxious  about  the  district,  I  have  no 
objection  to  give  it ;  but,  as  I  have  said, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  ask  for  these 
particulars  in  full  House. 

Ma.  T0MUN80N  (Preston) :  It  may 
he  quite  true  that  there  are  portions  of 
the  country  where  more  inspection  is  re- 
quired ;  but  however  many  Inspectors 
you  may  have,  they  will  never  be  able 
to  do  their  work  efficiently  unless  they 
receive  the  cooperation  of  those  for 
whose  beneGt  they  are  appointed.  I 
know  that  in  some  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts there  are  means  made  use  of  for 
giving  the  Inspector  a  bint  when  some- 
thing ia  going  wron^;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  in  this  matter  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Molloy)  it 
might  have  been  possible  to  bring  so 
serious  a  breach  of  the  law  under  the 
notice  of  the  Inspector. 

Dr.  B.  MACDONALD  (Eoae  and  Cro- 
marty): The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Molloy) 
is  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  por- 
tions of  machinery  being  put  out  of  the 
way,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  because 
I  can  tell  him  what  is  the  procedure  in 
these  cEues.  When  an  accident  occurs 
the  medical  man,  who  looks  after  the 
district,  goes  and  sees  the  machinery, 
examines  the  man  and  the  nature  of  his 
wounds,  takes  the  man's  evidence,  and 
satisfies  himself  that  the  machinery  is 
as  it  was  when  the  man  was  wounded. 
Then  he  sends  in  his  Report  to  the  In- 
spector of  Factories,  so  that  if  the 
machinery  was  changed  in  any  way  the 
Inspector  could  not  fail  to  be  aware  of 
it.  That  is  the  system,  and  so  far  as  I 
know  there  ia  nowhere  any  departure 
from  it.     I  must  say  that,  in  my  experi- 


ence, accidents  are  not  always  reported. 
I  have  sometimes  found  them  out  by  the 
newspapers  after  the  inquest  was  held, 
and  I  have  gone  to  the  works  and  said 
— "Did  not  you  have  such  and  such 
an  accident  the  other  day  ?  "  The  reply 
has  been — "Yes,  there  was;  but  we 
forgot  to  let  you  know  about  it."  I 
have  sometimes  heard  of  accidents 
months  afterwards,  and  they  were  never 
reported  by  the  people  at  the  works, 
and  that,  perhaps,  will  explain  why  in  the 
Reports  of  the  Inspectors  the  number 
of  accidents  are  not  so  frequent  as  they 
were.  The  suggestion  I  have  to  make 
is  that  at  those  factories  and  workshops 
which  are  under  the  inpectton  of  In- 
spectors of  Factories  there  should  be 
a  book  kept  in  which  the  Inspector 
should  enter  his  name  and  the  date  of 
his  inspection.  It  would  then  be  a  very 
simple  matter  to  ascertain  how  many 
times  a  factory  was  inspected ;  and  the 
Eome  Office  would  also  know  exactly 
what  their  Inspectots  had  done  all  the 
year  tbrongh.  I  do  not  think  that  would 
be  in  any  way  derogatory  to  the  In- 
spector, and  would  be  a  very  reasonable 
and  useful  improvement  of  the  existing 
state  of  things. 

Mk.  N0ERI8  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  :  Ishouldbe  glad  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  would  say 
in  which  manner  these  officials  are  ap- 
pointed, and  whether  there  is  any  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  are  promoted. 
The  chief  complaint  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  seems  to  be  that  Inspectors  are 
not  appointed  who  thoroughly  under- 
stand the  works  they  have  to  inspect ; 
but  that  gentlemen  are  selected  who 
have  never  had  any  experience  of  their 
work  before.  We  want  to  know  for 
what  reason  these  men  are  appointed, 
and  before  we  pass  from  this  subject  I 
am  anxious  to  know  what  steps  are 
taken  to  see  that  they  are  capable  of 
doing  tbe  work  they  are  appointed  to 
do.  In  the  case  of  the  Welshmen,  I 
am  very  desirous  that  their  Inspectors, 
should  be  men  who  understand  the 
language  of  the  people. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  lam  sorry  the  state- 
ment I  have  just  made  should  not  have 
the  full  force  it  deserves.  Of  course, 
when  I  speak  of  hiding  away  machinerj 
I  do  not  mean  that  a  considerable  piece 
of  a  machine  was  taken  away  ana  put 
in  a  back  cufiboard.  I  will  tell  the  Com- 
mittee bow  it  is  done.    In  the  case  I 
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WEB  apeakinr  of,  thero  is  a  guard  to  pro- 
tect the  man  B  hand  vheu  the  machinery 
ii  in  rapid  motion.  That  guard  ia  not 
used  under  ordinary  drcumstanoes,  but 
after  an  accident  when  the  report  ia 
made  and  the  Inspector  comes,  thie 
guard  ia  put  up-  I  hope  the  Home 
Secretary  will  believe  that  the  atate- 
ment  I  have  made  ia  really  a  correct 
and  a  very  important  one. 

Ma.  E.  G.  0.  MOWBRAY  (Lan- 
cashire, Prestffioh) :  I  just  wish  to  add 
my  testimony  to  the  faot  that  the  pro- 
Tinona  of  the  Factory  Acta  are  evaded 
in  many  caaea.  In  certain  parts  of 
Ifoncashire  there  ia  a  considerable  de- 
mand for  a  sensible  increase  in  the 
number  of  Factory  Inspectora;  and  I 
sincerely  hope  the  Oorernment  will  aee 
their  way  to  doing  something  in  this 
direction. 

The  SECBETAET  of  STATE  foe 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattubwb)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Birr  Division  of  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Molloy)  appears  to  show  that  if  the  In- 
spector had  made  ten  times  the  number 
of  vieita  he  now  makes,  and  the  workmen 
had  shown  the  same  reluctance  to  give 
him  information,  the  conspiracy  to  de- 
feat the  Inspector  would  have  been  juat 
aa  succeeaful.  What  I  hope  ia,  that 
there  will  be  a  atronger  desire  to  give 
information,  because  if  this  assistance  is 
withheld,  you  will  never  do  any  good 
even  if  you  multiplied  your  Inspectors 
ever  so  much.  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Limehouse 
Division  of  the  Tower  Hamleta  (Mr. 
Nnrrie),  I  have  to  aay  that  under  the 
Factory  Acts  I  have  absolute  power  of 
appointing  these  Inspectors;  and  that 
after  I  have  appointed  them,  then  they 
go  before  the  Civil  Serrice  Commis- 
sioners to  pass  a  test  examination,  which 
qualifies  them  far  receiving  the  appoint- 
ment. If  they  oanact  comply  with  that 
condition,  they  are  not  appointed.  As 
for  the  appoiatmenta  which  have  fallen 
vacant  since  I  have  been  at  the  Home 
Office,  I  have  had  so  many  applicants — 
gentlemen  of  equal  merit— that  I  have 
bad  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in  de- 
ciding. I  have  therefore  selected  five  or 
six  wluch  appeared  to  me  to  be  the  best, 
and  have  sent  them  up  far  competitive 
examination.  This  is  the  system  I  shall 
follow  in  the  future  when  I  have  any 

^poinlmenta  to  make.  I  am  sorry  to 
Jlr.  MqIU-s 
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aay  that  the  task  of  eeleotion 
extraordinary  difficulty. 

OoLoKEL  HOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
hare  to  draw  attention  to  what  appears 
to  be  a  mere  queation  of  account,  but  ia 
really  a  matter  which  has  cropped  up 
ao  often  in  this  Houae,  that  it  ought  to 
be  noticed.  Exactly  parallel  cases  have 
occurred  in  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti* 
mates,  and  we  have  found,  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  cases  in  which  sums 
have  been  smuggled  in  under  one  Tote 
when  they  really  belonged  to  another 
Tote;  BO  that  the  cost  of  particular 
itema  has  been  kept  down  by  smuggling 
the  amounts  into  another  Yote.  I  want 
to  point  out  that  this  occurshere  in  Item 
No.  4.  There  are  certain  people  well 
known  in  this  country  aa  Queen's  Mes- 
sengers, and  everyone  in  this  Committee 
would  naturally  look  for  them  in  the 
Foreign  Office  Tote.  Well,  so  they  are ; 
there  ia  a  aum  of  £16,000  for  them  in 
that  Vote.  But  there  ia  thia  smuggling 
process  going  on  here,  for  in  addition  to 
thia  £15,000  in  the  Foreign  Office  Tote, 
we  have  another  £1,100  amongst  the 
Home  Office  itema.  The  Committee  will 
see  at  the  bottom  of  this  page  that  there 
are  five  Messengers  receiving  £150 
a-year  each,  which  makes  £750,  and,  in 
addition,  there  ia  £350  for  travelling 
expenses  for  the  Queen's  Messengers, 
making  a  total  of  £1,100.  I  say  that 
this  is  an  attempt  to  hoodwink  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  would  invite  the  Home 
Secretary  to  explain  exactly  bow  these 
Queen's  Messengera  are  used,  and  how 
they  are  put  down  in  the  Home  Office 
Tote.  I  can  understand  that  their 
travelling  expenses  to  Dover  might  poa- 
aibly  come  in  here ;  but  atill  I  aay  that 
they  ought  properly  to  be  put  in  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote.  That  la  the  way 
all  through  thoee  Eatimatea,  and  that  is 
the  way  all  these  Eatimatea  are  run  up. 
It  is  like  a  tailor  who  does  not  like  to 
charge  you  £4  IQt.  or  £4  15s.  for  a 
coat,  andeoheohBrge8you£3  lOt.forthe 
coat,  andlSf.  for  the  liuing  of  the  sleeves, 
10(.  for  the  braiding  of  the  pockets, 
and  so  on,  and  thus  makes  the  price  of 
the  coat  run  up  to  £4  15*.  or  £5,  whilst 
if  he  charged  this  sum  straight  off 
many  people  would  decline  to  pay  it. 
This  process  has  been  carried  on  to  an 
extraordinary  extent  in  the  Arm?  and 
Xavy  Estimatea,  and  I  consider  that  to 
lighten  the  Foreign  Office  Tote  by  put- 
.  ting  such  sums  in  the  Home  Office  Tote 
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is  a  great  al>us«  of  tba  fanua  of  the 
House.  When  I  drew  the  attention  of 
an  hon.  Hember  near  me  to  it  he 
would  not  believe  it,  and  he  had  to  go 
through  both  the  Votes  to  oonvince 
himself.  And  so  it  ia  with  a  good  many 
hon.  Members.  We  all  knoir  that  the 
Queen's  Uessengera  sie  employed  to  go 
abroad ;  hut  I  believe  there  is  a.  good 
deal  of  humbng  about  it,  and  that  the 
£15,000  which  appears  in  the  Foreign 
Office  Veto  could  very  well  be  cut  down 
to  £3,000  or  £4,000  a-year.  When  you 
hare  these  charges  in  connection  with 
the  Home  Office,  however,  I  say  it  is  an 
anachronism.  The  telegraph  ought,  in 
my  opinion,  to  supersede  the  Queen's 
Uessengers  to  a  very  great  extent,  and 
this  is  a  matter  which  the  Commit- 
tee might  very  well  look  into.  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
the  sum  of  £1,100;  but,  of  course,  if 
the  Home  Secretary  gives  a  proper  ex- 
planation, I  shall  be  happy  to  withdraw 
my  Motion.  At  the  present  moment, 
however,  I  think  the  best  way  is  to 
move  the  reduotion  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,100. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  ia,  I  think,  under  a 
misapprehension.  The  Queen's  Mes- 
sengers are  frequently  employed  to 
carry  docnmento  and  despatohes  to  Scot- 
land and  other  places.  [Colonel  Noi^ir : 
Name  the  people  wBo  carry  tbem.1  I 
eannot  give  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber the  names  of  the  Queen's  Mes- 
sengers.  There  are  five  Mesaengera 
constantly  employed  in  carrying  de- 
spatohes to  Her  Majesty  at  Windsor, 
Usbome,  or  Balmoral  from  Ministers ; 
but  I  cannot  give  the  names.  There 
were  originoUy  six ;  but  in  1871  th< 
number  was  radnced  to  6,  and  it  was 
then  arranged  that  they  should  receive 
£150  a-year  to  cover  everything.  When 
yon  eondder  how  many  thtngs— re- 
prieves of  prisoners  and  innumerable 
documents  to  which  Her  Majesty's  sig- 
nature is  required — that  you  have  such 
things  almost  daily,  it  will  be  apparent 
that  the  money  is  required.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  there  is  no  intention  to  conceal  any 
expenditore. 

CoLOREL  NOLAN :  In  that  case,  per- 
haps, it  would  be  as  well  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral  when  the  proper  time  comes ; 
but  I  do  not  intend  to  ao  that,  because 
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I  think  the  Postmaster  General  is  a 
necessary  and  hard-working  officiaL 
I  cannot  understand  Queen's  Messengers 
being  required  when  the  Post  Office  can 
do  the  work  as  well.  That  ia,  in  my 
belief,  the  whole  fault  of  those  Esti< 
mates.  I  am  not  afraid  of  new  ohorgei 
being  put  upon  the  Estimates ;  but  what 
I  am  afraid  of  ia  keeping  on  the  old 
charges,  even  if  they  are  200  or  800 
years  old.  These  Queen's  Messengers 
ought  to  be  anperseded  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's post.  They  are  not  more  trust- 
worthy than  the  post,  and  the  post 
would  do  the  work  for  £5  a-year 
which  you  are  now  paying  £1 , 1 00  a-yeor 
for.  The  Home  Secretary  says  these 
officials  are  sent  to  Windsor  with  the 
despatohes.  If  the  hag  were  pat  into 
the  FoBt  Office,  it  would  be  conveyed  in 
just  the  same  manner,  quite  as  safely, 
and  perhaps  more  expeditiously  than  by 
the  Queen's  Messenger.  You  keep  up 
les  partly  for  the  patronage 
they  give,  and  partly  because  it  is  an  old 
custom.  I  can  understand  that  there 
may  be  some  reason  for  employing 
these  men  abroad;  for  there  may  be 
some  difficulty  in  sending  despatches 
through  foreign  post  offices ;  but  there 
is  no  necessity  for  it  at  home.  Oan  the 
Home  Secretory  point  out  the  use  of 
these  Messengers  f  If  these  letters  can 
be  committed  to  the  post  there  ia£l,100 
a-year  saved.  Tou  commit  writs,  evea 
the  Write  of  this  House,  to  the  poet,  and 
why  cannot  yon  commit  the  documente 
intended  for  Her  Majesty  ?  The  Hom« 
Secretary  has  totally  failed  to  justify 
this  itom  of  expenditure.  I  think  he  is 
bound  to  point  out  why  we  are  to  pay 
£750  for  salaries  and  £350  for  travelfing 
expenses  for  these  men.  Wh«i  I  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  before,  Mr, 
Courtney,  you  probably  did  not  notice 
it ;  but  I  now  formally  move  the  reduc- 
tion by  £1,100. 

Motion  made,  and  QnesttoD  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £34,847,  bs 
granted  for  the  said  8ervioeB."—(CWMw( 
Nolan.) 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  want  to  make  a  double  appeal — to  the 
Committee  on  the  one  hand,  and  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the  other. 
It  is  that  the  Committee  should  decide 
on  the  Amendment  and  on  the  Vote 
now,  BO  that  we  may  proceed  with  a 
matter  on  which  there  is  almost  a  dia- 
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'■□ct  engBg^ment  that  ve  should  pro- 
ceed, and  as  to  which  Members  nave 
vaitad  here  night  after  night  in  vain. 
Question  put,  and  ntgattvtd. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):   If 
an  engagement  has  been  entered  into  to 
report  Progress,  I  hare  no  wish  to  dis- 
turb it.  nor  do  I  object  to  large  salaries 
being  paid  to  tlie  people  who  deserve 
them.      But  it  should  be  known  that 
there  are  Members  of  this  House  who, 
with  regard  to  the  salary  now  demanded 
for  the  Home  Secretary,  do  not  merely 

Srudge  it,  but  know  that  it  is  ill- 
eserved.  In  the  face  of  events  which 
have  recently  beea  under  the  oonsidera- 
tion  of  the  British  public,  I  say  that 
this  salary  should  not  be  paid  without 
the  cooduot  of  the  Home  Secretary 
being  taken  into  the  most  thorough 
oonsideration  by  Members  of  this  House ; 
and  if  the  Tote  is  allowed  to  pass  now, 
at  any  rate,  the  matter  will  be  raised  on 
Beport. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agread  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  ait  again,'' — {Mr.Jaekiort,  ] — 
put,  and  agretd  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Jtenday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
neit. 

TRUCK  BILL.-[BiLL  299.] 
[Jfr.   Bradlauffh,  Xr.   Warmington,  JTi'.   John 

EUif,   Mr.   Arthur    WUliant,   Mr.   Soward 

Vinctnl,  Mr.  StiUmont.) 
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Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  ruumed. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.):  I 
desire  to  detain  the  House  but  a  very 
short  time  in  moving  a  new  clause  pro- 
hibiting the  payment  ot  any  pert  of 
wages  m  intoxicating  liquor.  The  real 
point  I  have  to  put  before  the  Honse  is, 
why  should  farmers  be  the  only  per- 
sons in  England  allowed  to  pay  meir 
labourers  in  anything  but  money  ?  Why 
should  not  a  farmer  s  labourer  have  a 
fair  day's  wage  in  money  for  his  work  ? 
I  suppose  it  is  generally  known  that  a 
custom  has  grown  up  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  to  pay  labourers  in  harvest 
time  partly  in  money  and  partly  in  in- 
ar.  Brad'atyh 


tozicating  liquor.  In  some  counties  it 
is  the  practice  to  pa^  a  man,  say,  £l  4*. 
a- week  and  allow  him  a  oertain  quantity 
of  common  beer  a-day,  and  in  other 
counties  cider  is  allowed.  I  speak  more 
particularly  of  beer.  However  temperate 
a  man  is  inclined  to  be,  he  has  to  choose 
between  accepting  a  wage  much  leas 
than  he  is  eutitled  to,  or  taking  part  of 
it  in  intoxicating  liquor,  and  I  maintain 
that  this  is  an  alternative  to  which  no 
man  ought  to  be  subjected  ;  it  is  a  prac- 
tice monstrously  unjust.  Take  the  case 
of  a  man  who  is  a  teetotaller.  You 
place  him  in  this  position — that  because 
he  is  a  temperate  man  and  cannot  con- 
sume the  drink,  he  recjives  5t.leBS  pay- 
ment than  if  he  was  drunken  and  dis- 
reputable. That,  I  think,  is  the  strongest 
possible  argument  in  favour  of  this 
clause.  And  now  I  wish  to  remove  a 
total  misconception  that  seems  to  eiist 
as  to  the  feeling  ot  farmers  themselves 
on  this  point.  Tt  is  a  slander  on  farmers 
to  say  that  they  wish  to  oontinua  the 
system.  Some  six  months  ago  a  meet- 
ing of  farmers  was  held  in  a  county 
where  the  practice  of  giving  the  men 
cider  largely  prevails,  I  mean  Somerset. 
A  hundred  farmers  present,  representing 
the  farming  of  25,000  acres,  passed  a 
resolution — 

"Thst,  in  tbe  oitinloD  ot  this  Confsrence,  it 
is  desirable,  ia  the  iDterati  of  mutera  and  men, 
that  the  practice  of  si^plyiDg  beer  and  cider 
to  men  in  the  harvest  field  enould  be  discon- 
tioued,  and  that  sll  vork  should  be  paid  for 
entirelf  in  money." 

The  Conference  wai  held  at  TeovU,  on 
the  1 1th  February.  Further  proof  of 
what  I  say  that  it  is  a  slander  to  say 
that  farmers  are  in  favour  of  the  system, 
will  be  found  in  the  journal  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society,  vol.  20,  p.  615. 
There  will  be  found  the  report  of  three 
well-known  agriculturists,  appointed 
judges  of  the  beet  cultivated  farm  of 
the  year,  and  these  practical  men,  after 
giving  carefnl  consideration  to  the  sub- 
ject, tecommend  that  farmers  should 
give  up  a  custom  which,  in  their  opinion, 
was  more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  in 
the  observance,  and  in  the  interest  of 
all  concerned  should  make  their  pay- 
ments entirely  in  money.  I  am  happy 
to  say  the  custom  is  by  no  means  general 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.  It  is 
almost  unknown  in  the  West  and  North 
of  Scotland,  and  it  is  far  from  being 
general  in  Ireland.     Even  in  Norfulk, 
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and  other  counties  where  the  oustam  ob- 
tains, it  IB  far  from  being  uniyersal,  and 
the  payment  of  a  lump  sum  in  lieu  of 
drink  is  oftea  Bubstituted.  I  may  fur- 
tbor  support  my  caae  with  the  opiuion  ol 
one  who  was  long  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  whose  opinion  ia  relation 
to  a^oultural  subjects  is  entitled  to 
great  respect,  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read. 
He  said — 

"  The  leMon  why  I  did  not  give  my  labourerB 
beer  at  hartbet  time  vaa  because  I  did  not  viah 
it  to  be  said  that  I  encouraged  men  and  taught 
hoja  to  drink.  I  give  them  mone;  in  lieii  of 
beer  or  cider." 

I  know  that  objection  to  the  clause  will 
be  raised.  I  know  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Oenoral  will  say  that 
I  have  raised  the  question  in  the  very 
worst  form ;  but  I  say  I  have  raised  it 
in  tbe  most  direct  and  only  form  Icould — 
I  put  it  in  a  definite  way.  This  House 
has  giveu  a  decision  on  the  subject ;  but 
it  was  then  put  iu  a  negative  form  only, 
and  I  say  it  should  be  put  in  a  positive 
form,  and  I  trust  the  House  will  decide 
iu  the  way  I  suggest.  The  Attorney 
General  will,  I  know,  raise  a  number  of 
other  objections 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABR  Wedsteb)  (Islo  of  Wight) : 
The  hon.  Member  is  referring  to  a  prt- 
rate  conversation. 

Mb.  KELLY:  I  am  sorry  that  I 
mentioned  this,  and  I  will  say  no  more 
about  it  except  this.  If  it  should  be  said 
that  tbe  Bill  as  it  now  stands  would 
prevent  that  which  I  seek  to  prevent 
by  my  clause,  I  can  only  say  that  it 
is  difficult  to  find  it  out,  and  I  can  see 
no  harm  iu  putting  iu  so  many  words  as 
will  make  plain  to  farmers  the  penalties 
tbey  incur  if  they  supply  men  with 
drink.  I  do  not  address  the  House  as 
an  advocate  of  tempersncs,  but  I  do 
ask  the  House  to  consider  the  full  effect 
of  forcing  drink  upon  the  labouring 
classes,  inducing  men,  and  even  mere 
boys,  to  contract  habits  of  intemperance. 

New  Clause  (to  be  inserted  after 
Clause  3)— 

(Wagea  not  to  be  in  intoiieating  liquor.) 

"  No  WTvant  in  husbandry  shall  be  paid  anf 
part  of  hii  wages  in  intoxTcntiog  liquor,  and 
Buy  employer  or  agent  of  the  employer  o!  such 
servant  paying  or  agreeing  so  to  pay  any  port 
of  such  wages  shall  be  liable  to  the  penalties 
imposed  by  Section  9  of  the  principal  Act,  as  it 
he  had  been  guilty  of  such  an  ofTenca  as  in  that 
section  mentionea,"— (ifr.  Kelly,) 
—brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

8iB  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  If  it 
should  become  a  practice  to  referto  pre- 
liminary and  pnvate  conversations,  it 
will  be  impossible  to  discuss  any  matter 
before  it  becomes  the  subject  of  de- 
bate. I  regret  that  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber should  have  thought  it  right  to 
advert  to  what  took  place  in  private 
conversation.  It  is  impossible  toaccept 
tbe  clause  he  has  proposed.  The  deci- 
sion of  the  House  has  been  already 
inserted  in  tbe  Bill,  and  the  section 
will  make  it  clear,  and  to  pick  out  one 
particular  industry  in  this  way  will  add 
nothing  to  its  force.  By  Clause  2  of 
tbe  Truck  Act  of  1831,  any  contract  by 
which  wages  are  to  be  partly  paid  in 
liquor  is  made  illegal.  But  this  did  not 
extend  to  servanls  in  husbandry;  and 
by  a  clause  in  tbe  present  Bill  this 
clause  of  the  principal  Act  is  made  ap- 
plicable to  all  workmen  as  defined  by  the 
Employers'  and  Workmen  Acts,  and 
that  brings  within  the  Truck  Act  ser- 
vants in  husbandry,  the  consequence 
being  that  the  oombiaed  effect  of  the 
Truck  Act  and  this  Bill  when  passed 
will  be  that  no  contract  can  be  made  by 
which  a  servant  shall  be  partly  paid  in 
liquor  under  penalties  set  forth.  Instead 
of  dealing  with  all  trades,  the  hon. 
Member  would  pick  out  one  trade  for 
special  legislation-  He  does  not  deal  with 
the  question  of  cautraot,  or  the  penal- 
ties for  entering  into  one,  but  simply 
lays  down  an  absolute  proposition  tbat 
if  a  man  has  had  beer  supplied  him,  the 
master  shall  not  take  payment  for  that 
beer  from  his  wages.  The  House,  by 
decision  in  Committee,  has  prooeedod  on 
the  basis  that  there  should  be  no  con- 
tract by  which  wages  should  be  paid  in 
liquor,  and  it  would  serve  no  useful  pur- 
pose, and  prove  mischievous  to  tack  on 
this  clause.  I  hope  the  House  will 
reject  it  without  proloncred  discussion. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  also  trust  tbe  House  will  reject  the 
clause.  It  does  not  touch  the  evil  the 
hon.  Member  has  pointed  out.  Where 
the  farmer  gives  anyything  in  addi- 
tion to  wages,  it  does  not  touch  that 
at  all.  As  tbe  Bill  stauda,  it  will, 
as  the  Attorney  General  says,  apply  to 
all  industries,  and  prevent  beer  oeing 
given  as  part  wages,  and  tbis  clause 
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woqU   only  brinK  oontaEion  into  the 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  nigatived. 

t&s..  A.  E.  PEASE  (Yorkl :  The 
clause  which  I  shall  ask  the  House  to 
insert,  after  Clause  6,  has  referenoe  to 
the  appointment  of  a  medioal  man  to 
mines.  'IhspTacticeatpresent,  in  mining 
districts,  is  for  the  owners  to  contribule 
towards  the  pajrment  of  a  medioal 
offioer,  and  mo  workmen  contribute 
another  part  which  is  deducted  from 
their  wages,  and  in  return  they  are 
entitled  to  the  serrices  of  this  medioal 
officer.  The  clause  which  I 
House  to  insert  proposes  to  give  the 
initiatire  in  the  appointment  of  the 
medical  man  to  the  owners  of  the  mine, 
but  provides  also  that  in  case  the  men 
shall  not  be  satisfied  with  the  appoint- 
ment so  made,  they  shall  have  power  to 
appoint  another  man  such  as  they  desire. 
I  see  there  is  an  Amendment  standing 
next  to  mine  on  the  Paper  that  seeks  to 
give  the  initiative  to  the  workmen, 
instead  of  the  employer  or  mine  owner. 
An  ot^ection  to  this,  in  the  first  place,  is, 
that  the  mine  owner  must  have  a  medical 
oflicer  in  attendance  on  the  miners  em- 
ployed, and  if  he  has  not  the  initiative 
in  the  appointment,  it  would  in  many 
instances  DO  difficult  to  make  an  arrange- 
ment while  the  workmen  are  deba^ngor 
disputing  as  to  who  should  be  appointed. 
Another  objection  to  giving  the  men  the 
initiative  is,  that  at  present  there  are,  in 
many  cases,  hospitals  in  connection  with 
the  mines  supported  by  firms  in  combi- 
nation, and  a  medical  officer  from  the 
hospital  is  attached  to  the  mine,  and  if 
the  workmen  were  to  appoint  the  doctor, 
it  would  tend  to  bring  into  the  mining 
district  an  unnecessary  number  of  medical 
practitioners,  instead  of  one  well- 
qualified  man  from  the  hospital.  The 
preeent  system  works  very  well,  I  be- 
ueve  the  Amendment  I  propose  will 
maintain  that  system,  but  wilt  also  bring 
in  ample  protection  for  the  miners.  I 
trust  the  House  will  accept  the  clause  I 

Clause(ta  be  inserted  after  Clause  6) — 
{Appointment  of  medical  mui.) 

"  The  medical  maa  appointed  to  attend  on 
the  workmen  of  any  mine  shall  he  appointed  by 
the  owoen  of  inch  mine,  but,  in  ca«e  of  an; 
diuaUsfaction  aa  to  the  medical  man  eo  appoictea 
a  aocond  medical  man  ahall  be  appointed  by 
the  majority  of  the  workmen  who  take  part  in 
luch  appointmsnt,  and  the  moneyi  deducted 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


from  the  « 

attendanoe  « _-  ^--   _.-   - 

medioal  men  as  the  said  workmen  may  select," 

■{Mr.  AlfrtS  Petu,) 
— hrouskt  ap,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  said  Clause  be  now  road  n 
second  time." 

Thb  ATTOENET  general  (Sip 
BicHAKD  Webstbk)  (Isle  of  Wight) ; 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  be  induced  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  these  medical 
clauses.  The  more  we  hear  on  the  sub- 
ject and  the  more  Ilearn  tromcommuDi' 
cations  made  tome,  the  more  impossible 
it  appears  that  we  can  make  any  altera* 
tion  without  a  very  great  deal  of  dis- 
cussion not  germane  to  a  Truck  Bill. 
This  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  an  instance.  He  proposes  after  a  man 
has  been  appointed  by  the  owner,  that, 
in  case  of  any  dissatisfaction,  a  second 
man  shall  be  appointed  by  those  die- 
satisfiad.  But,  first  of  all,  what  is  to  be 
understood  by  dissatisfaction  ?  How  ia 
it  to  be  expressed  and  by  how  many 
men  f  We  have  not  attempted  to  deal 
with  this  question  from  any  partioular 
point  of  view ;  we  have  adopted  tho 
system  as  it  exists,  and  if  we  attempt  to 
alter  it  now  I  fear  that  in  this  partioular 
we  shall  make  the  Bill  unworkable.  In 
the  interest  of  the  Bill  which  has  now 
reached  a  stage  when  we  miy  hope  it 
will  be  finally  disposed  of,  I  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  who  have 
put  down  clauses  dealing  with  medical 
assistance  not  to  attempt  to  codify  the 
regulations  that  should  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with,  if  necessary,  independently. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) ; 
I  would  join  in  an  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  insist  on  bis  Amend- 
ment.  Great  pains  were  taken  to  ascer- 
tain the  views  of  the  men,  and  more  and 
more  our  inquiries  were  pressed  they 
disclosed  great  differences  of  opinion. 
After  all,  the  matter  forms  no  part  or 
parcel  of  n  Truck  Bill,  and  need  not  be 
dealt  with  here. 

Me.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.) :  I  trust  the  House  will  not 
give  heed  to  the  preposterous  proposal 
of  the  Attorney  General  and  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  that  we 
should  relinquish  any  attempt  to  deal 
with  this  important  matter  as  it  it  were 
foreign  to  a  Truck  Bill.  Let  me  recall 
the  intention  of  the  Bill;  it  is  to  amend 
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the  Truck  Act  of  1831.  The  struotare  of 
the  Act  of  1831  is  exceedingly  simple ; 
it  provides,  first,  that  wages  Bhall  be 
paid  ia  coin  of  the  Bealm,  and  then', 
to  that  mle,  it  makes  two  or  three 
specific  exceptions — that  is  to  sa;,  that 
part  of  the  wages  may  be  withheld  for 
two  or  three  specified  purposes,  and 
one  of  these  specified  purposes  is  medi- 
cal attendance.  The  complaint  of  the 
workmen  is  that  the  sums  so  deducted 
are  not  properly  controlled  by  them, 
and  not  properly  applied.  Now,  I  ask 
tiie  Hoase  how  is  it  possible  that  any 
point  oan  be  more  strictly  germane  to 
the  Babject  before  ua  than  theso  deduc- 
tions for  medical  attendance  ;  how  is  it 
possible  that  any  Bill  that  could  be  de- 
Tiaed  iroiild  more  properly  deal  with  the 
subject  than  a  Truck  Bill?  Itislamant- 
abla  that  there  should  be  this  aaziety 
to  press  on  for  the  sake  of  passing  a 
skeleton  Bill  that  will  contain  next  to 
nothing  fiir  the  benefit  of  the  workmen 
of  the  country.  Why,  after  sitting  up 
night  after  night,  should  we  shelve  a 
substantial  grievance  that  workmen 
complain  of?  The  GFovernment  have 
received  ample  acknowledgment  from 
the  hon.  Uember  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  for  their  courtesy  in  regard 
to  this  Bill ;  for  my  part  I  trust  they 
may  drop  a  little  of  the  vacillation  and 
indifference  with  which  they  have 
met  every  useful  and  practical  sug- 
gestion, now  that  we  have  reached 
this  point,  upon  which  with  very  little 
discussion  we  might  agree.  The  Inspec- 
tor, who  some  months  ago  reported  on 
this  subject,  said  that  the  men  did  not 
object  to  the  amount  of  the  deductions 
for  the  purpose,  which  was  usually  5d. 
a- week ;  but  they  did  object  to  the  de- 
ductions being  made  over  to  the  em- 
ployers without  the  men  having  any 
infiuencB  whatever  in  the  appointment 
of  the  medical  man,  who  was  solely  the 
nominee  of  the  employer.  They  contend 
they  should  have  a  voice  in  the  disposal 
of  the  fund  provided  by  themselves,  and 
where  is  the  difficulty  in  carrying  out 
their  desire?  Why  should  it  not  be 
done  if  the  Qovernment  are  serious  is 
proposing  by  this  Bill  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  workmen  ?  Before  I 
say  more,  Sir,  I  wish  to  obtoiu  your 
ruling  on  a  point  of  Order.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tork  (Mr.  A.  E.  Pease) 

Sroposes  this  clause,  and  it  ts  imme- 
iately   followed   by  the  Notice  of  a 


clause  I  wish  to  propose  myself.  He 
proposes  that  the  medical  man  shall,  in 
the  first  instance,  be  appointed  by  the 
owners ;  I  that  the  appointment  shall  be 
by  the  men,  or  by  the  men  in  conjunction 
with  the  owners.  Am  I  right  in  sup- 
posing that  if  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  should  be  negatived, 
that  will  not  exclude  the  ^moving  of 
mine  ? 

Ua.  SPEAICEB :  If  the  clause  now 
before  the  House  is  negatived,  that  will 
not  prevent  the  hon.  Member  from 
moving  that  of  which  he  has  given 
Notice. 

Question  put,  and  negativei. 

Ma.  DONALD  OBAWFORD :  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have 
said  already,  and  move  the  new  clause 
in  reference  to  deductions  for  medical 
attendance. 

Clause  (to  be  inserted  afterOlanse?)— 
(Appointmsnt  of  medical  uuui.) 

"  Where  mj  deduotion  ii  nude  for  medical 
atteDdance  or  medi<dne  from  the  wages  of 
workmen  in  the  employment  of  any  employer, 
BQch  workmen  may  itflm  time  to  time  bj  a 
majority  of  tbeir  number  appoint  a  person, 
being:  a  legally  qualiSed  medical  practitioner, 
to  be  their  medical  attendant  and  to  supply 
them  with  medicine,  and  such  dedactiona  sbaU 
be  paid  to  the  person  ao  appainted. 

"  Provided  that  it  ihaO  be  lavliil  for  locb 
workmen,  by  a  majority  of  their  number,  to 
make  on  agreement  with  the  employer  that,  in 
consideration  of  his  contributing  a  certain 
amount  or  proportion  of  the  remuneration  of 
the  medical  attendant,  he  ahalE  have  a  voice 


—brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Olause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  This  is 
rather  an  Important  matter  to  a  large 
number  of  miners,  and  I  hope  the  Qo- 
vernment will  allow  it  to  be  a  matter 
germane  to  the  Bill.  Workmen  com- 
plain very  much  of  being  compelled  to 
nave  a  sum  deducted  from  their  wages 
and  of  having  no  voice  at  all  in  the  ex- 
penditare.  The  medical  man  might 
neglect  his  duty  and  send  an  unqualified 
assistant ;  but  the  men  would  have  to 
go  on  paying  in  the  same  way,  not 
having  in  return  the  attendance  of  a 
duly  qualified  medical  practitioner,  but 
the  attendance  of  a  young  student  who, 
by  experiments  on  the  bodies  of  the 
miners,  guned  information  for  practice 
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upon  other  people.  As  the  miners  pay 
for  a  medical  man  they  ought  to  hare 
the  right  of  determiniug  nho  should 
attend  them,  and  of  dismieaing  that 
attendant  if  [he  did  not  do  hie  work 
properly.  I  think  the  proposal  in  the 
clause  is  a  wise  one.  Where  the  entire 
sum  is  paid  by  the  men  the  men  ehould 
have  toe  right  of  eppointmeDt ;  but 
where  the  master  pays  part  oi  the 
cfaai^,  then  the  master  should  hare  a 
proportionate  voice  in  determining  the 
appointment.  The  clause  is  reasonable, 
and  would  do  no  harm  to  any  medical 
practitioner,  while  it  would  remedy  a 
great  grievaQce  of  the  men  who,  paying 
for  duly  qualified  medical  aisistance,  do 
not  get  it — but  the  attendance  of  a  per- 
son in  whom  they  hare  no  confidence. 

Mu.  BEADLADGH  (Northampton) : 
Again  I  ask  the  House  not  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  these  medical  clauses ; 
the  same  objections  apply  to  both.  It  is 
not  quite  correct  to  say  that  there  is 
general  complaint  of  the  medical  attend- 
ance; on  the  contraiy,  complaints  are 
few  and  far  between,  and  most  of  them 
are  such  as  the  men  by  their  own  orga- 
nization can  redress. 

Mb.  R.  PEE8T0N  BEUCB  (Fife- 
shire,  W.):  I  joininsnyingthatthiBis  a 
matter  in  which  serious  £fficulties  do 
arise  between  employers  and  men  in 
collieries.  Also,  I  must  say  that  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  be  just,  if  these 
medical  men  are  to  be  paid  out  of  deduc- 
tions made  from  the  wages  of  the  men, 
that  the  men  should  not  have  a  voice  in 
appointing  the  medical  man  who  is  to 
attend  them.  There  seems  to  me  only 
two  alternatives  in  the  matter;  either 
jOQ  must  make  it  illegal  to  hare  these 
deductions  at  all,  and  leave  the  miners  to 
shift  for  themselves  in  regard  to  medical 
attendance  like  other  persons 

Mb.  BaADLAUGH :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  explain  ?  Under 
the  principal  Act,  no  deductions  can  be 
made,  except  on  agreement  signed  by 
the  men. 

Mb.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE:  Ko 
doubt  that  is  true;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
acknowledge  that  where  a  system  of 
deductions  has  once  been  introduced,  it  is 
exceedingly  hard  for  the  men  to  get 
rid  of  it,  and  especially  for  a  minority 
among  the  men  to  give  effect  to  thoir 
dissatisfaction  with  the  existing  arrange- 
ment. Therefore  I  shall  continue  what 
J)r.  Clark 


I  was  saying,  there  are  only  two  alter- 
natives, either  to  prohibit  deductions 
altogether,  and  leave  the  men  to  shift 
for  themselves,  in  regard  to  their  medical 
attendance,  a  change  that  might  answer 
very  well  in  populous  places,  where  there 
are  numerous  doctors  in  the  neighbour- 
hood; but  possibly  would  not  bo  so 
salisfaetory  in  sparsely  populated  die- 
tiicte  ;  or  else  the  difficulty  can  only  be 
met  in  one  other  way — that  is,  by  giving 
the  men  a  recognized  voice  in  the  selec- 
tion of  their  medical  attendant.  This 
lust  is  the  principle  upon  which  the 
clause  is  framed,  and  I  shall  cordially 
support  it  if  it  is  carried  to  a  Division. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid):  I  do 
not  agree  at  all  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  I 
think  this  clause  comes  very  we!l  into  tho 
discussion  of  a  Truck  Bill,  and  I  also 
disagree  with  hia  statement  that  com- 
plaints are  few  and  far  between,  for 
they  are  very  numerous  in  Lanarkshire. 
As  proof,  I  may  refer  to  a  case  that 
recently  occurred.  Some  three  months 
ago  the  workmen  at  a  colliery  being  dis- 
satisfied with  their  medical  attendant, 
held  a  meeting  and  decided  by  majority 
that  another  medical  man  ought  to  be 
substituted.  The  manager  resisted  thia 
decision,  and  invited  a  ballot  which  the 
men  accepted,  with  the  result  that  there 
was  a  majority  of  five  to  one  in  favour 
of  the  change.  But  the  reply  of  the 
manager  Tvas,  that  any  man  who  refused 
to  pay  for  Ihe  old  medical  officer  could 
leave  his  employment.  This  was  reported 
to  the  Home  Office,  and  the  reply  was 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  ban  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances and  found  there  was  "no  ground 
for  his  interference."  This  was  conclu- 
sive. But  we  wish  to  give  him  ground 
for  interference  in  connection  with  an 
important  question.  I  think  the  clause 
is  most  appropriate  to  the  Bill,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  inserted. 

Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
strictures  upon  the  method  in  which 
medical  work  is  done  by  members  of  my 
own  profession.  I  think  the  tendency 
to  allow  work  to  be  done  by  unquali- 
fied assistants  is  rapidly  dying  out, 
and  I  know  that  many  assistants,  far 
frombeingignorant  experimentalists,  are 
often  very 'skilful  surgeons.  They  do 
their  work  thoroughly,  and  have  no 
necessity  to  make  experiments  upon  the 
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bodies  of  tlie  miners  whom  the;  attend. 
At  the  aame  time,  I  think  the  clause 
contains  a  principle  the  Hauae  ought  to 
recognize,  I  do  not  see  why  a  miner  who 
contributes  to  the  payment  of  bis  doctor 
should  not  hare  an  equal  voice  in  hie 
choice  or  dismissal,  as  any  Member  of 
this  House  has  in  regard  to  his  medical 
attendant.  I  think  there  is  a  little  too 
much  tendency  on  the  part  of  mine 
owners  to  regard  the  doclor  aa  part  and 
parcel  of  their  establishment  and  belong- 
ing to  the  mine.  This  tendency  ought  to 
be  resisted,  therefore  I  prefer  this  clause 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York 
[Ur.  A.  E.  Pease).  We  want  the  medical 
man  to  have  the  confidence  of  the  work- 
men, for  then  the  work  will  be  done  better, 
and  will  give  more  satisfaction.  On  this 
account  I  think  this  clause  is  likely  to  be 
useful;  it  will  conduce  to  better  work  by 
virtue  of  establishing  more  cordial  re- 
lations between  the  medical  man  and 
the  workmen. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  I 
think  nothing  of  the  argument  that 
these  agreements  can  only  be  made  in 
writing  according  to  the  principal  Act ; 
the  question  is,  is  the  Amendment  of 
any  value?  Thehon.  Memberfor  Notth- 
East  Lanark  (Mr.  Donald  Crawford)  has 
proposed  Amendments  not  only  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill,  but  in  the  now 
Mines  Hegulatton  Bill,  and  I  must  say 
that  it  has  struck  me,  I  am  sure  it  has 
not  been  done  intentionally — that  he  has 
not  been  treated  with  the  courtesy  and 
attention  be  deserves.  My  hon.  Friend 
represents  a  great  Scotch  mining  consti- 
tuency, and  1  speak  within  my  own  ex- 
perience when  I  say  he  probably  knows 
more  about  these  matters,  and  has  giveu 
more  time  and  attention  to  them  than 
any  other  Member  of  this  House,  and  I 
do  not  exclude  the  Labour  Bepresenta- 
tives.  Yet  he  was  never  invited  to  the 
conferences  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  upon  this  Bill  and  the  Mines 
Bill 

MK.BBADLAUQH;  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  pardon  me  ;  but  I  think  there 
must  be  some  mistake.  I  have  met  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  consultation  with  the 
Attorney  General  myself. 

Ma.  HALDANE;  He  has  not  received 
that  attention  from  the  Government  he 
is  fairly  entitled  to  upon  this  and  the 
other  Bill. 

Sib  HIOHARD  WEBSTER:  Allow 
me  to  say  that,  tar  from  there  being  any 


want  of  attention  to  the  experience  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Lanark,  be  has 
himself  attended  the  conferences. 

Ma.  HALDANE:  The  hon.  Member 
has  repeatedly  proposed  Amendments 
on  this  and  other  Bills,  and,  I  repeat, 
has  not  received  the  attention  he  is  en- 
titled to  from  his  position  by  being  in- 
vited to  these  conferences.  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  the  clause,  for  it  seema 
to  me  a  right  and  proper  one,  and  also 
because  it  is  supported  by  Members 
whom  I  consider  the  best  authorities  on 
the  question. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) ;  I 
represent  a  good  many  miners,  and  I 
employ  a  good  many  more  In  the  mining 
districts  of  West  Cumberland  and  North 
Lancashire,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  no  grievance  whatever  arising  out  of 
the  appointment  of  medical  men.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  any  need  to  legislate 
on  this  subject,  which  had  much  better 
be  left  to  be  settled,  as  it  now  is,  between 
theemployers  andthemen.  If  any  change 
is  made,  and  you  wish  to  insert  it  in  the 
Bill,  it  would  be  much  better  to  make 
the  change  in  the  direction  of  the  custom 
we  have  in  West  Cumberland  and  North 
Lancashire,  where  we  allow  each  man  to 
choose  his  own  medical  adviser,  we  col- 
lect the  money,  and  pay  to  each  qualified 
medical  adviser  the  amount  he  claims 
for  attendance.  But  it  would  be  wiser, 
I  think,  to  leave  matters  as  they  are, 
and  not  attempt  to  iutroduce  a  clause  on 
the  subject. 

Mb,  a.  E.  pease  (York) :  I  regret 
that  the  Government  will  not  take  this 
opportunity  of  regulating  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  medical  adviser  and  pro- 
tecting the  workmen  from  grievances 
that  do  arise  iu  regard  to  these  deduc- 
tions from  their  wages.  At  the  same 
time,  I  have  great  objeotiou  to  the  pro- 

Sosal  of  my  hon.  Fnend  (Mr.  Donald 
rawford),  because  it  would  throw  into 
confusion  the  whole  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  strike  a  serious  blow  at  the 
system  of  miners'  hospitals  that  exists 
in  the  North.  I  wish  my  hon.  Friend  had 
put  his  Amendment  in  a  different  form  ; 
in  the  form  in  which  it  now  stands,  I 
must,  if  he  goes  to  a  Division,  oppose  it. 
Me.  chance  {Kilkenny,  S.j:  The 
hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness 
tells  us  he  employs  a  good  many  more 
miners  than  he  represents,  a  statement 
with  which  we  have  no  desire  to  disagree. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  bon.  Member 
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for  Noithamptoa  (Mr.  Bradlaugb)  that 
an  agreement  in  writing  must  be  entered 
into  by  the  workmen  before  deductions 
for  the  payment  for  medical  attendance 
con  be  peimittod.  But  I  do  not  think 
anything  of  that.  I  think  the  whole 
principle  of  the>  Truck  Act  baa  been— 
that  contracts  that  have  tbe  result  of 
compelling  workmen  to  accept  payment 
otberwiee  than  by  money  should  be  pre- 
vented. No  doubt,  exoeptiona  have  been 
made ;  but  the  question  is,  ia  it  proper 
there  should  be  sncfa  7  It  is  difficult  to 
defend  them  on  principle.  No  doubt, 
it  is  desirable  that,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, a  man  should  have  the  advantage 
of  medical  attendance  by  this  moans ; 
but  it  seema  to  me  an  extraordinary  sys- 
tem that  enables  the  master  to  dictate 
to  a  man  the  precise  medical  man  he 
shall  employ.  I  do  not  see  haw  you 
can  defend  tbe  system,  or,  if  you  allow 
it  at  all,  why  it  should  not  be  extended 
to  dictation  as  to  where  a  man  should 
buy  his  boots,  his  clothes,  or  food. 
Now,  workmen  do  not  require  to  be 
told  where  they  can  best  invest  their 
money,  and  I  do  not  see  why  there 
■bould  be  this  grandmotherly  system 
by  which  a  man  accepts  what  the 
master  thinks  fit  for  him.  I  can  con- 
oeive  that,  from  the  master's  point  of 
view,  it  might  be  desirable  he  should 
retain  this  patronage;  but  that  is  not 
the  principle  of  a  Truck  Act.  This  Bill 
extends  tbe  principle  to  Ireland ;  and, 
therefore,  I  have  a  right  to  speak  upon 
it.  I  confess  I  do  not  know  in  Ireland 
any  case  where  employers  do  dictate  in 
this  matter,  and  I  nave  no  desire  to  see 
such  a  system  introduced  under  the 
name  of  an  Act  intended  to  prevent 
these  improper  contracts.  It  is  a  dis- 
tinct falsification  of  the  whole  principle 
of  the  Act,  and  I  trust  the  House  will 
pass  this  necessary  and  proper  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  [Falkirk,  &o.) :  I  do 
not  think  there  would  be  any  difficulty 
in  carrying  into  effect,  under  the  pro- 
posed Amendment,  if  accepted,  the 
system  referred  to  by  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Barrow.  I  think  the  clause  ought 
to  be  accepted.  I  know  that  in  Lanark 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  that  tbe  work- 
men ought,  at  least,  to  have  a  share  in 
the  decision  who  is  to  be  their  medical 
attendant,  and  any  objection  that  could 
pMsibly  arise,  is  removed  by  the 
Frovim  that  in  oasee  where  employers 


supplement  tbe  fund,  they  shall  have  a 
proportionate  infiuence  in  the  decision. 

Me.  DONALD  CRAWFORD— [Cr»« 
of  "Spoken!"]:  Will  the  House  in- 
dulge me  with  a  word  or  two  of  expla* 
nation  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Haddiug- 
ton  (Mr.  Haldane)  has  made  a  personal 
reference  to  me  in  kindly  terms.  I  wish 
to  explain  that  on  this  BQl  I  have  had 
conferences  with  the  Attorney  General  in 
his  room,  and  have,  no  ooinplaint  to 
make.  I  presume  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  neither  1  nor  any 
other  Members  representing  mining 
constituencies  were  invited  to  attend 
those  miniature  Parliaments  summoned 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  reference  to 
the  Mines  Regulation  Bill.  As  the  opi- 
nion of  these  miniature  Parliaments  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Rouse  as  if  it  carried  great  weight,  it 
ia  perhaps  unfortunate  that  a  Member 
like  myself,  probably  representing  tbe 
largest  mining  constituency,  should  not 
beadmitted.  ButtbatwiUnot.Iamsure, 
detract  from  the  influence  of  arguments 
here  which  will  be  considered  on  their 
own  merits.  This  Amendment  is,  I  be- 
lieve, one  that  employers  throughout  the 
country  will  not  object  to.  I  am  sorry 
the  hon. Member  for  the  Toffn  District  of 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillnyn)  is  not  here;  he 
would  have  explained  how  necessary 
such  a  clanae  is  is  South  Wales.  I 
hope  the  Houae  will  accept  the  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  AViirf;— Ayes  65;  Noes 
115:  Majority  60.— (Div.  last,  No.  306.) 
[1.5  A.H.J 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox) :  I  rise  to  move  a  clause  for  the 

STobibition  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
rink.  Under  a  former  Amendment  it 
was  proposed  that  no  employer  should 
liave  the  power  to  sell  drink,  food,  or 
clothing,  out  that  was  opposed  on  the 
ground  that  it  introduced  unnecessary 
interference  with  the  action  of  an  em- 
ployer who,  being  proprietor  of  a  store, 
might  undertake  the  sale  of  goods 
to  the  workmen.  It  was  felt  that  the 
sale  of  food  and  clothing  was  not 
likely  to  lead  to  abuse.  But  there 
is  a  distinction  in  tbe  case  of  in- 
toxicating drink,  a  distinction  that  the 
Bill  recognizes  in  the  clause  dealing 
with  servants  in  husbandry.  The  object 
of  the  clause  I  propose  is  to  protect  tha 
workmen  against  \ix9  infiiteqce  of  the 
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master  vbicli  might  be  exercised  to  effect 
Bale  of  drink,  upon  which  we  know 
profita  are  larger  than  on  anything  else. 
It  is  open  to  the  workmen  to  obtain  hie 
spirituous  liquors  whenever  he  thinke 
fit,  but  this  provides  that  the  employer 
shall  not  contract  for  the  sale  to  him.  It 
might  be  said  that  this  is  on  interference 
TTith  &eedom  of  contract ;  but  then  the 
whole  essence  and  principle  of  the  Bill 
is  that  interference  to  some  extent  is 
necessary,  and  I  hope  the  clause  will 
commend  itself  as  quite  in  accordance 
with  the  principle  of  the  BilL 

Clause  (to  be  inserted  after  Clause  8) — 
(Prohibition  of  Bale  of  intozioating  drink.) 
"  No  intoiicftting  drink  ahull  be  sold  by  any 
employer  or  agent  of  any  eniployer  to  a  work- 
msD  ia  the  employment  of  luoli  employer. 
ErBTy  sale  made  in  contmventian  of  this  aeo- 
tion  ihall  be  illegul  and  void,  whilst  every 
employer  who  by  himself  or  his  agent  acts  in 
ooDttavention  of  this  section  shall  bo  liable  to 
tha  penalties  impoaed  by  Section  nine  of  the 
principal  Act,  as  if  be  had  been  Kuilty  of  such 
an  offence  aa  in  that  section  mentioned," — [Mr. 
CaldweU,) 
—brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Hotiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Olausa  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

He.  BEADLiTTGH  (Northampton) : 
I  must  ask  the  House  to  reject  this 
clause,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  is  no 
part  of  a  Track  Act  at  all.  The  objeit 
of  the  Truck  Act  is  to  insure  that  the 
wages  agreed  upon  to  be  paid  shall  be 
paid  in  money,  and  not  to  regulate  other 
transactions  between  employer  and  em- 
ployed. 

Mb.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) ;  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
consent  to  read  this  clause  a  second  time. 
It  would  be  attended  with  great  injustice 
towards  Uie  farmers  of  Herefordshire, 
and  an  interference  with  those  private 
arrangements  by  whiob  employers  under- 
take to  supply  their  workmen  with  cider, 
by  which  the  latter  ere  supplied  with  a 
wholesome  drink  and  are  not  tempted  to 
go  to  the  public-house.  This  clause 
would  affect  not  farmers  only,  but 
others,  as  a  publican  holding  a  few 
acres  of  land  could  not  sell  a  glass  of 
beer  to  his  workmen,  and  I  would 
point  out  it  would  prevent  a  brewer 
selling  a  moderate  quantity  of  beer  to  a 
man  in  his  employ ;  it  would  prevent  a 
grocer  selling  a  bottle  of  wine  to  one  of 
his  men.  In  a  ^reat  many  other  instances 


it  would  be  an  uaconscionablo  interfer- 
ence  with  the  rights  of  trade,  and  on 
behalf  of  my  Hereford  constituents  X 
protest  against  it. 

Qaestion  put,  and  nsgativtd. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFOKD{Lanark, 
N.E.) :  The  clause  I  now  propose  is  to 
provide  that  the  workmen  shall  have 
some  control  over  the  deductions  that 
ara  made  from  their  wages.  At  present, 
the  employer  has  the  power  to  make 
deductions  for  certain  purposes,  but  the 
workmen  complain  that  they  do  not 
know  what  becomes  of  the  deductions  so 
made ;  whether  the  whole  of  the  fund  is 
employed  or  not.  After  the  Truck  Com- 
mission reported  in  1872,  a  Bill  was  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Secretary  Bruce,  now 
Lord  Aberdare,  dealing  with  the  subject, 
and  this  question  of  audit  formed  a 
leading  clause  in  that  Bill.  I  may  say 
I  have  altered  this  clause  considerably 
from  the  shape  it  had  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee,  when  it  was  opposed  by 
hon.  Members  who,  I  am  sure,  were  most 
anxious  to  do  everything  that  was  jusk 
and  fair  towards  the  workmen.  It  was 
then  pointed  oat  that  the  olansQ  might 
cover  deductions  for  defective  workman- 
ship, as  to  which  it  would  be  impossible 
to  go  back  for  an  audit.  My  clause  is 
now  directed  strictly  towards  deductions 
made  for  medical  attendance,  education, 
and  other  matters  proper  to  a  Truck  Bill. 
I  think  the  Attorney  General  stated  iu 
Committee  that  he  would  be  prepared  to 
accept  a  clause  ot  this  kind,  and  I  trust 
it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  more. 

Clause  (to  be  inserted  after  Clause  8)— 
(Audit  of  dednction.) 

"  Where  deductions  are  made  from  the  wltgei 
of  any  workman  foe  the  education  of  children 
or  in  respect  of  medicine,  medical  attendance, 
or  tools,  once  at  least  in  even'  year  the  employer 
or  employer's  a^ent  who  make^  sach  deduDtiona 
ahalL  make  out  a  correct  account  of  the  receipts 
and  expenditure  in  respect  of  such  deductions, 
andsnbmit  the  same  to  be  audited  by  two  auditors 
appointed  by  the  said  workmen,  and  shall  pro- 
duce to  the  auditors  all  such  books,  vouchers, 
and  documents,  and  afford  them  all  such 
facilities  as  are  required  (or  such  audit."— (Mr. 
DaaaJd  Craiv/ord,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  T0MLIN90N  (Preston):  The 
House  will,  I  hope,  see  that  this  is  quite 
impraaticable.     When   the   deductions 
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are  made  from  the  vages,  then  is  the 
time  for  the  workman  to  aacertain  the 
correctneaa  of  the  deductioua.  Oae  of 
the  subjects  for  which  this  elaborate 
audit  is  to  be  provided  ia  the  dedactione 
for  education  of  childreu,  and  that 
clearly  ia  a  serrice  no  emploj'er  would 
undertake,  ezcspt  he  were  actuated  by 
a  desire  to  benefit  his  workmen,  and  it 
would  be  an  outrageoua  thing  to  put 
the  employer  to  the  cost  of  keeping 
elaborate  books  of  account  for  the 
eatiefaction  of  auditora.  What  would 
be  the  consequence?  Suppose  the 
auditors,  who  may  be  any  persona  the 
workmen  ohooae  ta  appoint,  come  to 
the  ooQcIusioD  that  all  the  deductions 
are  not  accounted  for,  the  employer  will 
be  surcharged  with  the  amount,  and  the 
door  is  opeued  for  interminable  disputes. 
I  really  cannot  imagine  that  any  em- 

Sloyer  would  undertake  to  make  these 
eductions  on  each  terms,  and  the  caaae 
of  education  would  be  greatly  injured. 

Mr.  3.  B.  BALFOTJK  (Clackmannan, 
&c.)  :  I  understand  the  objection  is,  that 
the  workman  should  make  his  objection 
at  the  time  the  deductions  are  made 
from  his  wages,  if  ha  has  got  anything 
to  oay.  But  at  that  time  a  workman 
would  not  be  in  a  position  to  enter  into 
a  question  of  accompting  with  his 
master.  As  giving  the  men  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  how  the  fund  ia  disposed 
of,  the  clause  seems  to  me,  on  its  merits, 
a  reasonable  proposal. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicHAOD  Webstee)  (lale  of  Wight) : 
When  the  Audit  Clause  waa  proposed 
in  Committee,  it  assumed  a  very  diS'eront 
shape,  and  I  then  aaid  I  would  endea- 
vour to  see  if  I  could  get  a  form  of 
words  to  meet  the  objections  raised  to 
the  clause  aa  it  then  stood.  It  is  repre- 
sented to  me — I  do  not  say  that  my  own 
opinion  is  worth  anything — that  the 
effect  would  be  the  keeping  open  the 
accounts  for  the  period  of  a  year,  and 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  this.  The 
matter  ought  to  be  arranged,  as  between 
master  and  workmen,  to  have  a  proper 
inijuiry,  in  the  ordinary  course,  without 
a  statutory  provision.  It  seems  unnces- 
sary  that  there  should  bo  legislation  for 
the  purpose  of  an  audit,  and  that  is  why 
I  have  not  put  down  words  for  such  a 
clause. 

Ma.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston) :  May  I  aak  you.  Sir,  if  this 
clause  should  be  defeated,  what  will  be 
i/r.  TouiHiwn 


my  position  in  reference  to  an  Amend- 
ment that  stands  in  my  name  at  the 
foot  of  the  page  ?  It  contains  the  same 
principle  embodied  in  the  clauso  now 
under  consideration  ;  but  it  covers  more 
ground,  and  is  more  comprehensive. 
What  will  be  my  position,  it  this  clause 
is  rdected  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Tho whole  principlo 
ia  involved  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-Eost  Lanark ; 
and  if  that  falls,  then  the  Amendment 
of  the  lion.  Gentleman  will  fall  with  it. 

Mb.  CREMIJR:  I  do  not  know  if 
the  Attorney  General  is  aware  that,  in 
many  instances,  workmen  have  had 
reason  to  mistrust  the  mode  in  which 
these  funds  have  been  distributed.  The 
olanae  I  have  put  upon  the  Paper  is 
intended  to  compel  employers  who  now 
withhold  accounts,  to  which  clearly 
workmen  have  a  right,  to  submit  to  an 
annual  audit.  I  hope,  if  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Govemmeut  object  to 
the  principle  contained  in  the  clause 
now  under  consideration,  and  in  the  still 
more  comprehensive  clause  of  which  I 
have  given  Notice,  they  will  take  care 
that  eome  clause  is  drafl:ed  and  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  which  shall  give  to  workmen 
eome  protection  againat  dishonest  em- 
ployers. I  use  the  word  advisedly. 
The  majority  are  animated  by  the  best 
of  motives  towards  their  workmen ;  but 
there  are  others  of  whom  that  cannot  be 
said,  and  the  course  pursued  tends  to 
encourage  those  who  deduct  amounts 
from  wages,  small  or  large,  and  never, 
under  any  circumatances,  reader  an 
account  to  the  workmen  of  the  amount 
received,  and  how  it  ia  disposed  of.  It 
is  shameful  that  this  practice  should  be 
allowed  to  continue.  I  hope,  in  the 
interest  of  the  working  classes— a  large 
number  of  whom  are  compelled  to  suffer 
under  this  disadvantage — that  the  At- 
torney General,  if  he  will  not  accept 
either  of  these  clauses,  will  insert  some 
provision  to  prevent  these  fraudulent 
practices  on  the  part  of  unprincipled 
employers. 

Me.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Eife- 
shire,  W.) :  I  must  ask  leave  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
nepr  General  that  if  his  objection  to 
this  clause  is  merely  that  it  would  keep 
accounts  open  for  a  whole  year,  I  think 
he  has  omitted  to  notice  the  words  ''once 
at  least  in  every  year."  Therefore, 
arrangements  could  be  made   for  tho 
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employer  to  mate  up  tlie  accoants  as 
often  as  lio  desired.  I  cannot  also  help 
re  marking  upon  the  extraordinar;  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Uember 
for  Preston  (Ur.  Tomlinsoa).  Let  the 
House  consider  what  these  deductiuus 
are.  A  oertain  eaok  is  taken  from  the 
wages  of  each  man ;  a  fund  is  thereby 
created  to  be  applied  to  certain  pur- 
posea.  The  hon.  aed  learned  Member 
ibr  Preston  save  it  is  outrageous  that 
the  workman  snould  ask  for  an  account 
showiog  how  the  money  has  been  spent. 
Seeing  that  the  fund  is  created  out  of 
money  taken  from  their  wages,  it  seems 
to  me  eminently  reasonable  that  a  clear 
account  should  be  giren  them  showing 
how  it  is  used.  I  believe  that  in  almost 
every  case  the  fund  is  properly  applied  ; 
bat  the  very  fact  that  no  clear  account 
is  given  to  the  men  gives  rise  to  doubts 
in  their  minds  which  are  very  disagree- 
able, and  tend  to  embitter  relations  be- 
tween employers  and  employed.  For 
these  reasons,  I  think  this  clause  is 
decidedly  needed  and  perfectly  just. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Wliile  I  am  not  quite  free  from  nesita- 
tion  in  reference  to  the  matter,  I  think, 
on  the  balance,  I  will  venture  to  ask 
tlie  House  to  accept  this  clause.  The 
employers  take  the  money  in  the  shape 
of  deductions,  and  I  fancy  there  can  be 
no  reasonable  objection  to  giving  on 
account  of  its  appUcation. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Fumess) :  I 
see  no  objection  to  this  olauee.  The 
objects  for  which  the  deductions  ore 
made  are  extremely  simple. 

OoLOMEi.  BLT7NDELL  (Lonoashire, 
S.W.,  Ince) :  The  question  is,  whether 
it  is  necessary?  Sometimes  there  are 
stoppages  from  the  workmen's  wages  at 
the  end  of  their  time  of  payment  which 
do  not  create  any  fund  at  all.  If  a 
fund  is  created  and  remains  in  the  hand 
of  the  employer,  it  would  be  a  proper 
thing,  no  doubt,  that  it  should  be  ex- 
amined by  a  chartered  accountant  once 
a  year. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  WiU  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  permit  me  to  point 
out  uiat  payments  to  a  permanent  relief 
fund  would  be  stated  under  that  bead  ? 

Question  put,  and  t^retd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  OBEMEB  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
eton) :   The  clause  does  not  cover  the 

VOL.  OOOXVn.      ^TSIBO  »ZEIB8.] 


entire  ground.  The  one  wliich  I  drafted 
— and  I  trust  the  House  will  not  think 
me  egotistical  in  saying  so — goes  a  great 
deal  further.  I  propose  to  introduce, 
after  the  word  "tools,"  the  words  "or 
any  other  purposes."  Ae  it  reads  at 
present,  the  clause  does  not  provide  for 
auditing  the  deductions  from  wages  for 
a  provident  fund. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3  of  the 
Clause,  after  the  word  "  tools,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  any  other  purpose." — 
(Jfr.  Cremer.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  BRADLAUGH:  I  cannot  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to  that ;  it  raises  the 
whole  question  of  deductions  for  fines 
and  other  contentious  matters. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  CBEUER  :  Very  well ;  in  Hen 
of  the  words  I  moved  to  insert,  I  will 
substitute  "or  provident  fund,"  to  fol- 
low after  the  word  "  tools," 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"  tools,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  provi* 
dent  fund." — (ifr.  Crtmtr.) 


Ma.  T0MLIN80N :  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  not  agree  to  those  words. 

Ma.  CREMER:  Why? 

Me.  TOULINSON:  Because  if  an 
employer  seeks  to  give  &cilitiea  to  his 
workmen  to  invest  their  money  in  a 
provident  society  by  undertaking  the 
task  of  collecting  it  and  paying  it  over, 
it  is  rather  hard  to  call  on  him  to  be 
compelled  to  keep  an  account  in  a 
separate  book  and  take  the  trouble  of 
having  it  audited. 

ME.BBADLACJQH:  It  is  impossible 
to  accept  these  words.  There  are  some 
provident  funds— of  which  we  have  had 
evidence — in  which,  in  consideration  of 
the  sum  paid,  the  employer  accepts  the 
responsibility  of  paying  sums  in  case  of 
accident  or  death.  There  are  others  in 
which  the  whole  fund  is  controlled  by  a 
joint  committee,  of  which  the  employer 
may  not  even  be  a  member.  I  trust  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  OHANOS  (Kilkenny,  S.):  May 
I  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  diat 
he  has  omitted  the  word  "  or,"  in  a  pre- 
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vioaalirie,  aod,  therefore,  it  is  Decessary 
■ometbing  should  be  inserted. 

Hk.  SPEAKER:  It  ie  quite  immB- 
teriol  whether  the  word  "  or  "  stands  in 
or  not. 

Ub.  0.  v.  MORGAN  (Battersea) :  I 
am  satiaSed,  from  mr  experience,  that 
most  emplc^ere  would  be  only  too  glad 
to  give  information  in  these  matters. 
It  is  certainly  desirable  that  in  all  theee 
thiDge  the  greatest  confidence  possible 
ebould  exist  between  masters  and  men. 
I,  therefore,  hope  mj  hon.  Friend  will 
go  to  a  Dirisian  on  his  proposal. 

Mb.  BUBT  (Morpeth):  The  difficulty 
that  I  have  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment is  that  in  many  cases  the  money 
is  kept  at  the  request  and  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  working  clagaes;  and,  there- 
fore, it  seems  rather  stem  to  request  the 
employer  to  do  this,  and  to  put  him 
unaer  the  obligation  of  issuing  a  balance 
sheet.  Balance  eheeta  are  issued  by 
the  men  themselvea.  Perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  will  make  hie  Amendment  apply 
only  to  cases  where  the  working  men  do 
not  issue  balance  sheets.  If  he  does 
that  I  will  support  him. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  36;  Noes 
107:  Majority?!.— (Div.  Liet,No.  307.) 
[1.40  A.M.J 

Amendment  tufaiivti. 

Clause  addtd  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OBEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  have  to  propose  another  clause ; 
but  I  suppose  it  is  in  vain,  asl  can  hardly 
hope  to  induce  the  House  to  accept  it.  I 
doubt  Tery  much  if  any  clause  is  likely 
to  meet  with  acceptance  under  the 
peculiar  conditions  in  which  we  seem  to 
be  placed ;  but  I  submit  that  this  is  a 
most  important  clause.  It  providesthat 
where  deductions  are  made  from  the 
wi^es  of  any  working  man  for  con- 
tributions  towards  any  provident  or  other 
taiii,  any  such  workman  who  has  con- 
tributed to  such  fund  for  any  period  not 
less  than  three  calendar  months  shall  be 
entitled  at  the  expiration  of  the  hiring 
to  a  fair  compensation  from  the  funds  to 
which  he  has  contributed.  I  pointed  out 
on  a  former  occasion  that  it  not  unfre- 
quently  happens  that  a  workman  sub- 
scribes for  SIX,  12,  or  16  months,  or  two, 
three,  orfour  years  to  a  fund  out  of  which 
he  receives  not  one  farthing,  and  then, 
either  from  slackness  of  trade  or  sqme 
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other  cause,  he  is  dischaived,  and 
rendered  no  longer  entitled  to  any 
benefit  from  the  fund.  The  principle 
embodied  in  this  clause  is,  I  believe,  re- 
cognized by  some  honourable  employera 
here  and  there,  and  I  think  the  London 
and  North-Western  Railway  Company 
grant  their  emphyi*  soma  oompeneation 
when  they  are  discharged  under  the  cir- 
cumstances referred  to  in  this  clause. 


honourably-minded  Members  of  thia 
House.  Without  any  further  obser- 
vation— for  I  have  not  the  slightest  de- 
sire to  delay  the  progress  of  this  Bill — I 
beg  to  more  the  clause  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

Clause— 
(Workman  to  have  the  right  of  oompen^tion 

froia  foade  to  vhioh  he  has  oontribated.) 

"Whenever  deductions  axe  made  from  the 
wages  of  any  workman  for  contribution  towards 
any  provident  or  any  other  fund,  any  inch 
workman  who  haa  contributed  to  saoh  fond  for 
any  period  not  leu  than  three  calendar  months 
■hall  be  entiUed  at  the  expiration  of  the 
hiring  to  a  fair  compeniation  from  the  funds  to 
which  he  has  coatnbated,  the  amonot  of  com- 
pensatioii  to  he  dstormiDed  by  the  employer  or  his 
agent  and  the  workman  claiming  oompeDeation. 

"In  any  case  whare  the  employer  or  his 
agent  and  the  workman  claiming  compenMtiaii 
under  this  Clause  are  annhle  to  agree  upon  the 
amount  to  be  paid  for  compensation,  the  dis- 
putants may  select  one  or  moreperaons  to  act  as 
arbitrators;  and  the  deoJtion  of  Uie  persons  so 
eeleoted  shall  be  final  and  binding  upon  the  dia- 
putanta," — {Mr.  Crtmtr,) 
— brought  ufi,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Olauee  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb. BRADLAUG-H  (Northampton): 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  the  House  to 
accept  this  clause,  and  it  would  not  have 
been  moved  by  anyone  having  any 
knowledge  of  working  men'e  oluba. 
The  bulk  of  the  funds  in  many  asso- 
ciations pass  Into  the  bands  of  persons 
who  are  neither  the  employers  nor  em- 
ployed, and  to  propose  to  get  them 
back  from  the  employers  who  have  no 
control  even  of  the  moneys  is  to  make  a 
proposition  which  is  an  absurdity. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dividsd  .-—Ayes  !8 ;  Noes, 
U 1 :  Majority  93.— (Dit.  List,  No.  308.) 
[1.65  A.1I.] 

Dk.  CLARK  (Caithness} :  I  will  b« 
very  brief  in  moving  the  nsit  Am«n4- 
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ment.  A  very  aenona  eril  in  the  North 
of  Scotland — in  the  finite  pavement 
and  ilate  qnarries — is  the  habit  of  pajing 
the  men  only  once  in  ever;  three  months, 
and  having  a  month  after  that  to  make 
up  the  books,  eo  that  a  man  must  be 
four  monthe  in  the  employment  before 
he  gets  hia  first  wages.  The  managers 
of  the  quarries  are  not  paid  any  wages. 
They  are  paid  by  being  allowed  to  keep 
stores,  to  which  the  men  are  compelled 
to  go  and  buy  on  oredit.  This  clause 
does  not  touch  any  oaeea  where  the  men 
are  employed  by  contract;  but  where 
they  are  employed  by  the  week  they  will 
get  their  money  at  the  end  of  the  second 
week.  The  House  has  already  decided 
in  faTonr  of  a  clause  exactly  similar  in 
the  ease  of  Ireland,  only  providing  that 
the  payments  shall  be  weekly.  This 
makes  the  payments  fortnightly,  or  less 
than  that  if  they  like  to  make  it  so  by 
contract.  I  beg  to  move  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Workman  in  Sootch  quirriM  to  be  paid  fort- 
nightly.) 

"  When  a  workman  ia  am^tlojed  in  tbe  >late, 
pavement,  oi  gnuiite  quamaa  of  Scotland  for 
wagM  oslcnlated  by  time,  tlw  period  of  tbe  pay- 
ment of  incti  wage*  sbtul  be  fortniKhtly,  or  at 
Euch  leu  ioterraU  of  tims  as  may  be  provided 
by  the  contract.'* 

Clause  (Workmen  in  SootDh  quarries 
to  be  paid  fortnightly,)— (Br.  CTar*,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  praposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  House  will 
be  inclined  to  follow  in  relation  to  Scot- 
land what  the^  hare  done  in  regard  to 
Ireland.  CertainIy,thehabitofdeferring 
payment  of  wages  constitutes  a  great 
enl  in  Scotland.  I  have  here  an  instance 
in  which  payment  of  wages  has  been 
deferred  for  32  weeks.  If  the  House  is 
disposed  to  aooept  the  olause  I  shall  not 
oppose  it. 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Clause  adddi. 

Amendments  made. 

Mb.  0.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon), 
in  moving  an  Amendment  in  Clause  4, 
page  2,  line  10,  to  leave  out  "  not  being 
intoxtoatiDg,"said:  Some  hon.  Members 
may  be  present  to-night  who  were  not 
here  on  the  oocaaion  on  which  the  three 
wtttds  I  ask  you  now  to  take  away  item 
his  dauae  were  added  to  it.     They 


were  carried  by  a  very  narrow  majority, 
there  being  112  for  their  inclusion  in 
the  Bill,  and  101  against.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  these  words 
forming  part  of  the  clause  will  up- 
set— I  think  I  may  say  in  a  very 
vexatious  manner — long-standing  cus- 
toms between  farmers  and  their  men. 
We  have  heard  to-night,  from,  I  think, 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Camber- 
well  (Mr.  Kelly),  that  farmers  are  in 
the  habit  of  giving  their  men  35<. 
a-week,  and  then  taking  away  Ss.  for 
beer ;  and  should  such  a  remark  have 
made  any  impression  on  hon.  Members 
I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  no  experience 
— I  am  sorry  to  say — of  agricultnral 
labourers  getting  2Sf.  a-week,  or  any- 
thing like  it.  My  experience  among 
farmers  and  labourers  is  large,  and  I 
certainly  have  had  no  experiecce  of  cases 
in  which  farmers  have  tried  by  any 
means  we  can  imagine  to  take  away  any 
portion  of  a  labourer's  wages,  after  once 
he  has  contracted  with  him  to  give  him 
a  certain  amount.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  the  intention  of  the  Truck 
Act  was  to  prevent  employers  of  labour 
from  chesting  their  men,  as  it  were,  out 
of  the  wages  which  they  had  contracted 
to  give  them ;  but  this  olause,  as  now 
drawn,  would  prevent  the  labourers  in  tbe 
Eastern  Counties  from  getting  an  occa- 
sional pint  of  beer  for  extra  work.  And 
I  can  assure  hon.  Members  that  up  to 
the  present  they  have  not  succeeded  in 
making  these  men  think  that  an  occa- 
sional extra  pint  of  beer,  when  tbe  work 
baa  been  very  hard  or  the  day  hot,  does 
them  any  harm.  I  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  hon.  Members  who  advocate 
temperance  principles  going  down  to 
the  Eastern  Counties  to  make  as  many 
converts  as  possible ;  but  I  do  object  to 
their  making  use  of  a  Bill  of  this  aortas 
a  peg  on  which  to  hang  those  principles. 
Noouedislikea  intemperance  amongfarm 
labourers  more  than  I  do,  but  I  assure 
hon.  Members  that  the  words  I  ask  to 
have  omitted  from  the  clause  have  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  tbe  Truck 
Act ;  and  as  I  understand  matters  in  the 
Eastern  Counties,  if  they  are  not 
omitted  tbe  result  would  be,  not  that 
the  men  would  have  leas  beer,  but  that 
they  would  be  driven  to  the  public-house 
for  it,  and  have  to  carry  it  about  in  the 
hot  sun  with  them  all  day  long,  instead 
of  getting  it  fresh  and  cool  from  the 
farmers'  cellars.    I  maintain,  Sir,  it  ia 
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much  better  for  the  men  to  hare  their 
beerfreah  and  coal.  What  would  hoa. 
Members  think  if  they  had  to  cany 
their  beer  about  with  them  during  their 
shooting  on  a  hot  autumnal  day?  Would 
they  like  tbat  ?  [CW«»  of  "  Divide ! "] 
I  shall  be  only  too  happy  to  let  the 
Diviaion  take  place.  I  hare  no  wish  to 
unduly  detain  the  House ;  but  I  do  moat 
earnestly  resent  what  I  consider  is  a 
gross  libel  on  the  farmers  of  England — 
namely,  the  assertion  that  they  try  to 
force  beer  or  any  other  intoiicating 
drink  nhatever  upon  their  tmployit.  I 
am  sure  no  one  can  produce  any 
dence  that  such  a  thing  has  been  do 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BtOBABD  W«b8teb)  (IbIb  of  Wight) : 
I  should  not  have  intervened  in  this 
debate,  except  that  I  mean  to  give  a  vote 
to-night  which  I  think  is  contradictory 
to  my  vote  on  the  laat  occasion.  When 
this  clause  was  moved  by  the  hoa.  Mem- 
ber who  represents  one  of  the  Divisions 
of  OornwaU  (Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AcUnd).  I 
stated  that  Idid  notthink  the  House  then 
had  sufficient  information  to  enable  hon. 
Members  to  give  a  decision  upon  it.  I, 
therefore,  voted  against  the  insertion  of 
thewords.  Since  then  I  have  received  from 
all  parts  of  the  country  a  very  large  mass 
of  information  which  satisfies  me  ^at  the 
words  will  not  have  the  effect  attributed 
to  them.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Maldoo  Divi- 
BJon  of  Essex  (Mr.  C.  W.  Gray)  what 
thia  clause  does.  Originally,  under  the 
Tmok  Act,  all  contracts  except  those  paid 
in  money  were  illegal.  It  was  then 
pointed  out  to  ua  that  in  regard  to  ser- 
vices  in  husbandry  it  was  customary  to 
provide  the  men  with  cottages  and 
other  things.  This,  too,  raised  the 
question  of  intoxicating  liquors.  As  the 
clause  now  stands  you  can  contract  to 
give  the  labourera  wages  and  food,  and 
a  cottage  if  you  please,  but  not  intoxi- 
cating liquors.  The  only  thing  pro- 
hibited is  a  contract  whereoy  as  part  of 
the  remuneration  for  service  intoxicating 
liquors  are  to  be  given.  The  clause  does 
not  prevent  a  workman  going  to  bis 
master  and  making  arrangements  for 
fresh  and  coo!  beer  to  be  sent  out  to 
him;  it  onlypreventsthe  masterforcing 
on  the  labourer  a  contract  whereby,  as 
part  of  remuneration  for  his  services,  he 
is  to  receive  intoxicating  liquors.  We 
want  to  do  thia.  Supposing  a  farmer 
Bays— '■!  will  give  you  I4f.  a>w6ek  ftud 
Mr,  C.  W,  &ras 


aquartofbeer  a-day;"  and  the  labourer 
replies— "I  do  not  want  the  beer,"  we 
want  the  man  to  be  able  to  say  he  will 
have  more  than  ]4«.  a-week,  and  not 
allow  the  master  to  say — "If  you  do  not 
take  the  beer  you  shall  only  have  t4t. 
a-week."  We  do  not  want  to  prevent 
the  workman  obtaining  from  his  master 
intoxicating  liquor;  that  would  be  a 
separate  contract.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  mischief  alleged  by  my  hou.  Friend 
behind  me  does  not  exist. 

Mb.  EADCUFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.) :  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  intervene 
In  this  debate,  becauselmuat  differ  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General,  who,  in  my  humble 
judgment,  has  given  very  insufficient 
reasons  for  his  ohange  of  opinion.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  told  ua 
that  he  wlbhea  to  prevent  the  employer 
of  labour  saying.to  a  man — "I  will  give 
you  so  much  as  w^es,  say,  14«,  a-week, 
and  so  much  drink ;  but  if  you  will  not 
have  the  drink,  I  will  not  give  you 
any  more  money."  He  wishes  the  la- 
bourer to  be  able  to  aay — "  No ;  I  will 
have  15f.  a-week  vrithout  the  drink." 
He  thinks  that  tbia  clause  will  enable 
the  labourer  to  get  that  ld«.  from  the 
farmer.  Will  he  allow  me  to  point  out 
that  it  will  not  prevent  the  farmer  saying 
— "WelLl  will  have  In  your  place  some 
person  who  will  take  H«.  a-week  with 
the  drink."  The  supply  of  labour  de- 
pends on  the  dem.and  for  it ;  and  whe- 
ther a  labourer  can  make  a  good  bar- 
gain with  a  farmer  or  not  depends,  not 
upon  this  drink  question,  but  whether 
there  are  more  or  fewer  labourers  ask- 
ing for  employment  in  thedistriot.  This 
BiU  does  not  touch  that  at  all.  I  object 
to  the  introduction  of  these  three  words 
on  the  very  grounds  alleged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bred- 
laugh),  who  has  told  us  to-day,  in  regard 
to  every  Amendment  which  he  has  asked 
the  House  to  reject,  that  he  does  so 
because  they  form  no  fiart  neoeesarily 
of  a  Track  Bill.  Is  tlua  then  a  case,  I 
ask  him,  of  truck,  or  is  it  not?  Sir, 
I  snbmit  that  it  ia  not  a  case  of 
trnck — it  is  simply  a  case  of  temperance. 
Section  4  excepts  &om  the  operation  of 
the  Truck  Act  persons  engaged  in  hua- 
bandry;  and  if  farmers,  ioetead  of  pro- 
ducing— aa  in  the  diab'ict  in  whicb  I 
farm  —  cider,  produced,  say,  barley- 
water,  there  would  be  no  question  audi 
as  is  t^Bed  by  these  three  words.    It  it 
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simply  because  cider  is  sappoeed  to  be 
iotoxicatinp  that  these  words  hare  been 
inserted  in  this  clause.  It  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  I  apeak  for  a  con- 
aiderame  interest.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  has  told 
us  he  has  changed  his  opinions,  bsoause 
he  has  received  a  number  of  letters  ex- 
pressing certain  views  on  the  subject  in 
agreement  with  those  which  he  now 
holds.  But  he  did  not  show  us  those 
letters;  he  did  not  tell  us  who  Ms  corre- 
spondents were.  But,  Sir,  I  am  able  to 
give  the  House  some  information  on  this 
subject  recently  obtained  from  the  best 
sources.  I  spoke  only  last  Tuesday 
at  a  meeting  composed  of  farmers  and 
labourers,  and  I  mentioned  to  them 
what  had  been  done  by  the  House 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  a 
general  opinion  was  expressed  that 
it  was  against  the  interest  of  the 
farming  community.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Amendment  will  be  sup- 
ported by  hon.  Uembers  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to-day.  When  they  go 
down  to  the  countn'  they  sometimes 
pose  as  the  friends  of  the  farmers,  and 
say  that  the  agricultural  interest  is  the 
cause  of  the  Oonserrative  Party.  Kow, 
the  real  desire  of  hon.  Oentlemon  oppo- 
site in  regard  to  this  clause  is  not  to 
prevent  any  evil  arising  from  truck,  but 
to  smuggle  into  the  Bill  something  that 
may  assist  in  promoting  another  cause, 
which  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
truck,  and  with  the  merits  of  which  we 
are  not  now  concerned.  I  am  sorry  at 
this  time  of  the  morning  to  detain  the 
House ;  but  the  persons  on  whose  behalf 
I  speak,  thouj^h  they  are  not  Bishops, 
or  Bishops'  daughters,  happen  to  be 
agricultnral  labourers  who,  for  hundreds 
of  years,  have  been  aooustomed  to  this 
system— [_Zauy A fw]— they  and  their  pre- 
decessors, and  find  it  suits  them.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  cannot,  I  think, 
know  the  full  extent  of  the  interests  in- 
volved. I  wonder  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Launceston  (Mr.  0.  T.  D.  Acland) 
could  tell  us  the  quantity  of  orcharding 
that  exists  in  his  county,  and  in  the  five 
principal  cider  counties?  It  ts  really 
much  more  extensive  than  people  snp- 

fioae.  From  the  Agricultural  Beturns  for 
aat  year  the  total  area  under  orcharding 
in  those  counties  appears  to  be  112,000 
acres.  The  fruit  in  these  orchards  is 
chiefly  older  fruit.  Xhen  most  of  the 
farmers  hare  mills,  large  cellars — [An 


hon.  Meubeb:  And  buyere.J  Yes,  they 
have  buyers  as  well ;  and  it  la  to  prevent 
them  from,  having  buyers  in  future  for 
the  produce  of  their  orchards  that  these 
three  words  I  wish  struck  out  have  bean 
inserted.  All  this  represents  a  large 
amount  of  capital  invested,  and  a  large 
amount  of  trade  carried  on ;  and  the 
result  of  inserting  these  three  words, 
which  I  now  ask  the  House  to  omit,  will 
be  to  interfere  with  this  trade  without 
any  previous  intimation  whatever  to  the 
persons  engaged  in  it.  I  will  venture  to 
give  the  House  the  opinion,  not  of 
anonymous  letter  writers,  but  of  a  per- 
son who,  I  think,  is  a  competent  judge 
of  the  matter — my  own  fiatin  baHifi' — a 
thoroughly  practical  man,  who  belongs 
to  a  class  that  ought  to  secure  attention 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  he  has 
risen  to  his  present  responsible  positioa 
from  that  of  plough-boy 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  dealing  very  irrelevantly  with  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  BADOLIFFE  COOKE:  I  only 
proposed,  Sir,  to  give  the  opinion,  with 
which  I  will  conclude,  of  a  competent 
person  familiar  with  the  cider  districts  of 
Herefordshire,  and  I  hope  that  may  ha 
considered  germane  to  the  subject.  I  in- 
formed him  in  outline  of  what  had  been 
done  in  this  Bill;  and  his  answer  was— 
' '  They  send  a'most  anyone  to  Parliament, 
don't  they.  Sir,  now?"  I  then  stated 
to  him  the  action  of  the  House  as  affect- 
ing the  cider  trade,  on  which  I  give  his 
opinion  in  his  own  homely  language — 
"It's  the  biggest  foolishness  as  ever  was. 
One  would  think  they  was  folks  as  never 
know'd  the  nature  of  life."  In  this 
opinion  I  concur. 

Question  put< 

The  House  divtdtd  .'—Ayes  78 ;  Noes 
47:  Majority  31.— (Div.  List,  Ho.  309.) 
[2.35  A.if.] 

Me.  E.  PRESTON  BETJOE  (Pjfe- 
shire,  W.) :  I  propose  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  hare  given  No- 
tice as  far  as  the  word  "made."  If 
the  House  desires  it,  I  will  state  the 
abject. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  CUnss  7,  page  2,  line  37,  to  Issve  ont  from 
"  vages  "  to  end  of  Clause,  and  insart— "  Pol 
educatioD,  tnv  workmaii  Mnding  his  child  to  any 
State  inspected  achool  ehall  be  entitled  to  have 
the  achool  feei  ol  his  child  paid  therefrom,  at 
the  Bame  late  and  to  the  vune  extent  as  the 
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other  Torkmsn  from  whoM  wages  lach  deduc  - 
lion  ii  mftde."— (*r.  It.  Frtilon  Hruu.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
propoaed  to  tie  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Glauee." 


Me.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.):  I  cannot  help  thinking 
there  is  a  little  ambiguity  in  the  Amend- 
inent  as  nov  proposed,  though  I  am 
sure  it  is  not  intended.  If  the  Amend- 
ment is  accepted,  there  will  be  no  seou- 
ritj,  BO  far  as  I  see,  that  a  workman  is 
entitled  to  seod  his  child  to  any  school  of 
his  own  selection. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicitABD  Wkbstbb)  (lale  of  Wight) 
The  words  "selected  by  the  parent     are 
in  the  clause  already, 

Mb.    DONALD    CRAWFORD 
thought  it  was  proposed  to  leave  that 
part  out. 

Question  put,  and  nigativtd;  words  l*ft 
out. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  pro- 
posed words  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  think 
it  will  be  necessary  to  add  the  words 
"selected  by  the  parent  or  guardian" 
in  the  proposed  Amendment,  after  the 
words  "  State-inspected  schools." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
proposed  Amendment,  br  adding,  after 
the  word  "school,"  in  the  second  line, 
the  words  "selected  by  the  parent  or 
guardian."— (J/r.  AUoriuy  O&tural) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD:  Then 
it  is  just  as  well  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this. 

teordi 

Question,  "  That  the  Amendment,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinaon) 
being  out  of  Order,  the  second  of  the 
two  following  Amendments  will,  I  think, 
best  cany  out  the  wishes  of  those  who 
desire  the  Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ainslib  (Lan> 
coshire,  N.,  Lonsdale)  the  following 
Amendment  made:— Clause  8,  page  3, 
at   end,    add — "Except  by  agreement 
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not  forming  part  of  the  condition  of 
hiring." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Atiobhet  Qssc- 
Ki.L  the  following  Amendment  made : — 
In  Clause  1 1,  page  3,  line  30,  after  the 


word  "  employer,    to  odd  the  words  " 
agent,  as  toe  case  may  be." 

Sohednle. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnby  0bne< 
RAL,  the  following  Amendment  made  : — 
In  page  6,  line  3,  at  beginning  of  tine, 
insert — 

12  Qeo.  1,  c.  34. 

"An  Aot  to  prsTeot  nolAwfal oombioationi 
of  workmen  emploj-ed  in  tlis  woollen  mann- 
fBctarea,  and  for  bolter  pajmsnt  of  thnr 
wages." 

Section  tbree,  and  so  moob  of  Motion  eight 

as  appliea  to  aeotion  thrae. 

22  Qto.  i,  0.  27. 

"An  Act,  the  title  of  which  begins  with'  Ad 
Act  for  the  more  effectiukl  preTenting  of  frauds,' 
and  ends  with  the  words  'and  for  the  better 
payment  of  thnr  wages.' " 
So  much  of  section  twelve  as  appliea  to  any 
enactment  repealed  bj  this  Act. 

30  Qeo.  2,  a.  12. 

"An  Act,  the  title  of  which  begins  with  the 

words  'An  Act  to  amend  an  Act,'  and  ends 

with  the  words  '  payment  of   the  workmen's 

wages  in  an;  other  manner  than  in  money.'  " 

Sections  two  and  three. 

67  Geo.  3,  o.  116. 

"  An  Act,  the  title  of  which  begins  with  the 

words  '  An  Act  to  extend  the  proTiaiona  of  an 

Aot,'  and  ends  with  the  woras   '  articles   of 

The  whole  Act. 

67  Oeo.  3,  0.  122. 

"  An  Act,  the  title  of  which  begins  with  the 

worda'An  Act  to  extend  the  proviaiona,*  and 

ends  with  the  words  '  eitendine  the  provisions 

of  the  said  Acts  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.' " 

The  whole  Act. 

'ago  0,  line  i,  after  "jory,"  insert  "indn' 


Schedule,  as  amended,  agrtii  to, 

Mr.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) : 
I  hope  the  House  will  now  allow  the 
third  reading  to  he  taken. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  the  third 
time." — (Jfr.  Bradiaugk.) 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston):  I  object  to  that,  and  propose  to 
defer  the  third  reading  to  Monday. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH:  If  the  hen 
Member  opposes  it  I  will  not  press  the 
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Motion;  bat  I  am  gorrylie  carries  Ms 
oppositioa  to  that  extent 

Uotioa,  b;  leave,  vilMrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  tMrd  tima  upon 
Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


LOCAI.  aOTEBmCBNT  BO UlfD ABIES  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sitohie,  Bill  for  appoint 
iDg  CommissioaerB  to  iaquire  and  report  u 
to  the  Bonad&ries  of  certaia  ftreas  of  Local 
GoTemmsnt  in  Bngland,  nrdcrti  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr.  Long. 
BiHprumtti,  and  nad  the  firxt  time.  [Bill  324.] 


.hd) 


aUPBEUS  OODET  0^  JODIOATUBB  (l 

iiCEKDUKRX  eiU.. 

On    Motion   of   Mr.   Arthnr    Balfour,    Bill 

to  anend  "The  SnpreEae  Court  of  Judicature 

Act  (Ireland),  1877,"  lo  for  aa  islatea  (o  certain 

Judgea,  and  to  the  office  of  the  Accountant 

Ctenersl,  oritrtd   to   be   brought  in    hj  Mr. 

Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland. 

Billpr«Mii<(rf,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  33S.] 

ICABBIAOES  COITFIBUATIOIT  (AKTWZBP) 

BILL. 
On  Motion   of    Mr.  Jame*   Stuart,   Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Marriage*  solemnized  at  Ant- 
werp, ordtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James 
Ktuiirt,  Mr.  Seiton,  end  Mr.  Picton. 
Bill/reMnfffl,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  326,] 

BAKKBUPTOX  (dISOHAKOB  AND  OLOBUBK) 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Altomey  Qeneral,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  diaoharge 
of  Bankrupts  and  the  closure  of  Bankruptcy 
proceedings,  ordtrid  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneral,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  and 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms. 
Billj>r(wn(«<f,  and  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill  337.] 


PTTBLIC  PARKS  AND  WOEKS  (METBO- 
POLIS)  (PENSIONS). 
Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  payment,  out  of  monej^  to  be  pro- 
Tided  by  Parliament,  of  a  portion  of 
an;  pension  that  may  be  awaraed  to  any 
officer  transferred  from  Uie  serricea  of 
the  Oommissioners  of  Works  to  the 
Hetropolitan  Board  of  Works  under  any 
Act  of  the  prosent  Session  for  the  transfer 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and 
the  maintenance  of  certain  Public  Parks 
and  Works  in  the  If  etropolis  (Oueen'a 
JUeomnundation  signified),  upon  Monday 
next. 

Uonm  adjoomed  at  ten  minutea 

baforo  Three  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


MINDTES.]— PoBUO  Biixb— .FtVtf  Suding— 
Water  Oompaniae  (Regulation  of  Fowert]  * 
(172). 

Thtrd  Stading  —  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  (164),  andpouiif. 

Photibiohai.  Obdbk  'SuAA—Seeimd  Stadiug— 
Public  Health  (Scotluid]  (Cowdenbeath 
Water)  •  (154)  ;  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
(Dontocher  and  Dalmair  Water)  •  (167) ; 
Looal'.GovenimeQt  (No.  "!)*  (166). 

C«)nini'f(«— Pier  and  Harbour  (No.  2)«  (137); 
Gas  and  Water'  (131). 

ARMY  (BB-ORaANlZATION). 

POSIPOHEMEHI  OF  UOTIOM. 

Tee  Eabl  of  WEMY8S,  vho  had  on 
the  Paper  the  following  Notice  of 
Motion : — 

"  That  the  itatement  regarding  Army  organi- 
■ation  reoentJy  made  by  Major  General  Bra^en- 
bury  by  authority  of  uie  ^retary  of  State  for 
War,  at  the  Royal  United  Service  Institution, 
be  laid  upon  the  Table." 
said,  that  this  was  an  important  ques- 
tion, and  he  felt  anxious  to  bring  it 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House ; 
but  it,  unfortunately,  stood  before  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill,  upon  which  a  desire  prevailed  that 
there  should  be  a  full  discussion,  and, 
no  doubt,  his  noble  Friend  who  was  not 
long  ago  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
(Earl  Spencer)  would  be  glad  to  show  in 
what  particulars  this  Bill  differed  from 
the  Coercion  Act  which  he  so  ably 
ftdministered,  consequently  ho  would 
postpone  bis  Motion  till  Friday. 

ORIUINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IBE< 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  164.) 

{Th>  Lord  Atlitourne.) 

THIRD   BBADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 

Movtd,  "ThattheBillbenowreada*." 
~{Tkt  Lord  AiMoiirn«.) 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
that  the  Garernment  had  assured  them 
that  there  were  criminal  conspiracies 
and  intimidations  and  dangerous  asso- 
ciations in  Ireland  with  which  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  not  able  to  cope,  and  asked 
for  farther  powers.  The  House  must 
either   grant    the    GoTemment    those 
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the  Opposition  (Earl  (iranville)  was  the 
only  person  who  had  taken  up  a  line  of 
opposition  to  the  measure,  and  the  line 
so  taken  up  was  one  of  Indirect  rather 
than  direct  opposition.  In  his  speech 
the  other  night  the  noble  Earl  said  that 
as  he  had  but  little  support  in  that 
House,  he  did  not  think  it  ndvisable  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  did 
not  propose  any  Amendment.  The  noble 
Earl  chiefly  limited  himself  to  the  general 
statement  that  a  sufficient  case  had  not 
been  made  out  for  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  noble  Earl  had  Tsry  little 
support  in  this  House  on  the  Bill. 
When  the  noble  Earl  and  his  OolleagQes 
executedaiight-about-CEice  upon  the  Irish 
Question,  and  adopted  acoarso  diametri- 
cally contrary  to  the  course  they  had 
previously  pursued,  the  snormons  ma- 
jority of  die  Liberal  Peers  did  not  follov 
them ;  but  that  was  no  reason  at  all  why 
an  important  measure  of  this  sort  should 
be  passed  over  without  full  and  adequate 
disonssion.  That  course  was  neither 
consonant  with  the  dignity  of  the  House 
nor  consistent  with  the  public  interest. 
The  public  interest  demanded  that  when 
measures  of  this  sort  were  proposed  the 
reasons  for  opposing  or  supporting  them 
should  be  fully  stated  in  both  Houses  of 
Fsrliament.  Turning  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  measure,  he  would  ask  theii 
Lordships  whether  it  was  correct  to  say 
that  a  sufficient  case  had  not  been  made 
out  for  the  Bill  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
the  necessity  for  the  measure  sbonld 
depend  on  whether  there  had  been  a 
hundred  crimes  more  or  less  in  any  par- 
ticular set  of  months ;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  consider  much  more  the 
nature  of  the  crimes  committed  than 
mere  statistics,  and  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible for  the  ordinary  law  to  detect  and 
punish  those  crimes.  Was  it,  then,  or 
was  it  not  the  fact  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
1  was  widely  disieminated  in  Ire- 
:,  that  Boycotting  was  prevalent  to 
a  large  extent,  and  that  juries  were 
deterred  from  doing  their  duty?  He 
found  in  a  morning  paper  that  at  the 
Kerry  Assizes  juries  had  refused  to  oon- 
vict  on  what  the  learned  Judge  held  to 
be  clear  evidence.  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien, 
in  granting  an  application  by  the  Crown 
to  postpone  the  trial  of  the  prisoners  I 
nntil  the  next  Assices,  said  that  he  had 
never  known  such  unfaithfulness  to  duty 
Tkf  £arl  of  Camptriown 
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and  that,  so  tar  as  the  protection  of  life 
and  property  was  concerned,  the  law  was 
at  an  end.  Kerry  was,  he  imagined, 
just  one  of  the  districts  contemplated  by 
the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  points 
he  had  put,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  lately  been 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether^ 
in  bis  opinion,  it  could  be  stated  with 
truth  that  a  snffioient  case  had  not 
been  made  out  for  granting  extraordi- 
nary powers  to  the  Qovsmment  in  such 
a  district  as  the  County  of  Kerry  ?  It 
had  been  etatod  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  and  in  the  country  that  the 
Government  were  takingaway  the  liber- 
ties of  Ireland.  Such  a  statement  was 
absolutely  incorrect  and  contrary  to  the 
truth,  and  conveyed  a  false  impression 
to  the  minds  of  those  who  heard  it. 
With  the  general  liberties  of  Ireland  the 
Bill  had  nothing  whatever  to  do.  Al- 
though the  noble  Earl  had  limited  him- 
self on  the  second  reading  to  a  general 
statement  with  regard  t«  the  Bill,  when  the 
Committee  stage  was  reached  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor,  fortunately,  as  he  thought,  took  a 
difierent  course.  Great  advantage,  he 
thought,  accrued  from  that  disonssion, 
seeing  that  the  questions  involved  in  the 
Bill  were  chiefly  legal  questions,  and  the 
legal  opinions  to  be  had  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  were  such  as  were  not  to 
be  aad  in  any  other  Assembly  in  the 
world.  The  noble  and  leamedLord(Lord 
Herschell)  had  brought  forward  oertaia 
pointe  and  suggested  certain  Amend- 
ments. In  the  first  place,  he  urged  that 
a  proper  appeal  hadT  not  been  given  ia 
this  Bill ;  but  the  answer  to  that  was  that 
the  appeal  afforded  was  the  appeal  given 
by  the  regular  law  of  Ir^nd — precisely 
the  same  appeal  given  by  the  Act  of 
1882.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  also 
raised  a  point  with  regard  to  Sub-section 
2  of  Section  1,  and  said  that  he  agreed 
that  it  was  desirable  that  those  who  con- 
spired rnminaliy  should  be  tried;  but 
he  took  exception  to  the  word  "  induce," 
A  most  complete  answer,  he  thought, 
was  given  to  that  point,  and  it  was 
shown  that  "inducing"  a  person  to  do 
anything  wrong  was  one  of  the  very 
worst  forms  of  compulsion.  With  re- 
gard to  what  passed  in  Committee,  he 
would  like  to  make  one  remark.  Objec- 
tion was  taken  to  the  power  given  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  proclaim  associations, 
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but  the  asevei  seemed  conoInslTe  that 
the  names  of  these  associations  should 
be  videlv  knovn,  in  order  to  prevent 
persons  joiniog  them,  and  thus  render- 
ing themselves  liable  to  punishment. 
Ha  noticed  that  during  the  whole  dis- 
GDBsion  in  Committee  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  was  on 
one  side  and  all  the  remaining  legal 
opinion  in  the  House  on  the  other.  He 
was  particularlr  anxious  to  hear  what 
argument  vould  be  raised  before  their 
Lordships  as  to  new  crimes  created  by 
the  Act.  So  much  had  been  said  on  this 
point  by  unlearned  persons  elsewhere 
that  he  was  anxious  to  hear  from  some 
noble  and  learned  Lords  what  new 
crimes  would  be  created.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  had  heard  nothing 
whatever  with  regard  to  any  new  oriraefl, 
except  in  so  far  as  unlawful  associations 
were  concerned.  He  should  like  to  know 
from  noble  Lords  who  were  prepared  to 
take  upon  themselves  the  responsibility 
of  rejeating  this  Bill  what  other  policy 
they  had.  The  noble  Earl  the  late 
Foreign  Secretary  had  contended,  with 
some  justice,  that  the  Opposition  were 
not  bound  to  formulate  any  policy,  and 
they  were,  therefore,  compelled  to  con- 
jecture for  thenuelTea  what  that  pobcy 
would  be.  Two  years  ago  not  a  aiogle 
noble  Lord  in  the  late  Ministry  of  Ur. 
Gladstone  was  in  favour  of  a  separate 
Parliament  and  Qovernment  for  Ireland. 
What  was  the  reason  for  those  noble 
Lords  thus  turning  completely  round  1 
The  reason  why  most  of  them  accepted 
a  Home  Bale  policy  was,  he  believed, 
because  Mr.  Qiadstono  adopted  it.  He 
said  moat  of  them ;  but  not  all,  for  he 
wished  to  make  a  prominent  exception  of 
the  noble  Earl  who  was  lately  Viceroy 
of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer).  There  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  noble  Lords 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  would 
accept  any  policy  with  regard  to  Ireland 
that  Ur.  Gladstone  might  think  fit  to 
propose.  To  the  noble  Earl  the  late 
Viceroy  they  had  a  right  to  make  a 
speoial  personal  appeal.  Never  was  a 
man  more  loyally  supported  by  noble 
Lords  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House ; 
and,  however  much  theymight  now  differ 
from  him,  they  considered  that  his  con- 
duct as  Viceroy  did  honour  to  himself 
and  the  Liberal  Party.  They  had  fol- 
lowed him  faithfully  and  loyally;  but 
irhen  he  turned  completely  round,  al- 


though they  believed  thoroughly  in  the 
conscientiousneHs  of  his  motive,  yet 
they  oould  not  but  feel  a  painful  im- 
pression with  regard  to  hie  judgment, 
and  they  had  a  nght  to  ask  him  how  he 
knew  that  his  judgment  now  was  right, 
when  he  formerly  led  them  in  an  en* 
tirely  different  direction  ?  The  course 
recommended  by  the  Home  Eule  Party 
was  avowedly  experimental ;  but  such 
an  experiment  had  never  before  been 
tried  in  Ireland.  Had  the  noble  Lord 
satisfied  himself  that  Ur.  Pamell  knew 
what  he  wanted,  how  far  he  was  pre- 
pared to  go,  and  what  power  he  had  to 
carry  out  any  engagement  he  made  P 
WitJi  regard  to  the  land,  could  the  noble 
Lord  tell  them  positively  whether,  if 
there  was  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  and 
Government  for  Ireland,  the  control  of 
the  land  was  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
Irish  Parliament  ?  Becent  utterances 
of  Leaders  of  the  Home  Sule  Party  had 
made  him  doubt  whether  the  opinions 
entertained  by  them  some  months  ago 
on  the  Laud  Qnestion  were  entertained 
now.  He  desired  to  call  attention  to 
the  different  manner  in  which  this  Bill 
had  been  represented  is  Parliament  on 
the  one  hand,  and  in  the  country  on  the 
other.  In  the  country  it  was  repre- 
sented that  the  measure  was  to  apply  to 
the  whole  of  !beland,  whereas,  in  fact, 
it  would  only  apply  to  the  districts  in 
the  country  which  were  specially  pro- 
claimed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
measure  had  been  stigmatized  through- 
out the  country  as  a  Coercion  Bill, 
whereas  it  merely  relieved  j  urymen  from 
the  peril  they  now  had  to  encounter  if 
they  did  their  duty  in  the  jury-box,  and 
restored, freedom  of  action  to  tenants 
and  others  engaged  in  agriculture.  It 
had  been  objected  that  this  Bill  was  not 
congenial  to  the  people  of  Ireland ;  but 
what  was  meant  was  that  it  was  not 
congenial  to  Messrs.  Pamell,  William 
O'Brien,  and  Davitt.  Another  objection 
had  been  raised  to  the  measure  on  ac- 
count of  its  permanent  character;  but,  in 
bis  view,  the  permanent  character  of  the 
Bill  was  its  greatest  merit.  The  real 
cause  of  the  failure  of  other  so-called 
coercive  measures  had  been  their  tem- 
porary character,  which  had  offered  an 
inducement  to  evil-doers  to  wait  for  a 
happy  future  when  they  might  renew 
their  criminal  courses.  It  was  the  tem- 
porary character  of  former  measures  of 
the  kind  that  had  enabled  the  Irish 
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for  the  purpose  wbicli  it  i'b  iDtended  to 
effect,  and  I  can  only  express  a  hope 
that  they  may  be  sufficient  to  put  au  end 
to  a  state  of  things  which  cannot  safely  be 
permitted  to  continue.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  that  the  measure  is 
entitled  to  yonr  Lordships'  support. 
The  noble  Earl  who  leads  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  is,  however,  of  a 
different  opinion.  Not  only  has  he  criti- 
cized some  parts  of  the  present  measure, 
but  he  is  of  opinion  that  no  measure  of 
represBion,ofvhatever  description,  ought 
to  be  passed.  The  noble  Earl  said 
that  it  was  not  because  he  had  been  a 
party  to  similar  measures,  if  they  were 
similar,  in  recent  times,  that  ho  should 
be  justified  in  supporting  the  present 
Bill  at  a  different  lime  and  under  diffe- 
rent circumstances.     He  illustrated  that 


Party  to  make  overtures  first  to  one  side 
of  the  House  and  then  to  the  other 
with  considerable  success.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  CfoTernment  had  made  out 
their  case.  It  was  abundantly  clear,  from 
the  statement*  which  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  that  Boycotting  and  other 
malpractices  were  still  prevalent  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  jurors  would  not  do  their 
duty.  In  these  circumstances  he  could 
not  take  upon  himself  the  responsibility 
of  declining  to  support  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  which  the  Qovernmeat  be- 
lieved to  be  necessary  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 

After  a  pause, 

The  Eael  at  8ELB0ENE  said :  My 
Lords,  Ihedhoped  that  some  noble  Lord 
sitting  upon  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
would  have  risen  to  address  the  House, 
because  it  appears  f<i  me  that  as  often 
as  this  subjoot  is  discussed  there  is 
more  and  more  reason  why  those  who 
oppose  this  measure  should  fully  explain 
the  grounds  of  the  position  which  they 
have  taken  up.  However,  it  would 
appear  that  either  the  noble  Lords  who 
Bit  upon  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
desire  more  of  us  to  be  heard  in  sup- 
port of  this  Bill  before  they  trust 
themselves  to  give  any  reply  to  UB,  or 
else  they  have  no  reply  to  give  to  the 
arguments    which   have  already   been 

fut  forward  in  support  of  our  view. 
am  glad  that  upon  this  occasion 
we  sbdl  have  an  opportunity  of 
stating  our  case  in  the  hearing  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  eit  upon  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  of  hearing  what 
they  may  have  to  say  in  reply.  In 
opinion — it  may  he  an  old-foshioned  one 
— both  public  and  private  liberty  every- 
where— in  all  countries  governed  by  the 
British  Crown,  and  certainly  not  least  in 
Ireland  —  depend  upon  the  authority  of 
the  Courts  of  Justice  and  upon  the  main- 
tenance of  the  supremacy  of  the  law.  I 
therefore  look  upon  this  measure,  which 
has  for  its  object  the  maintenance  of  the 
supremacy  of  the  law  in  Ireland,  as 
one  rendered  necessary  by  the  circum 
stances  of  that  country.  It  has  been 
brought  in,  as  I  understand,  for  that 
object  atone,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pressing crime,  and  crime  alone,  and  I 
think  it  has  been  brought  in  under 
circamstanoes  which  made  its  introduc- 
tion necessary.  It  seems  to  me  that  its 
provisiouBare,  on  the  whole,  well  adapted 
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proposition  by  an  example  derived  from 
bis  own  experience,  There  was  a  time 
when,  in  deference  to  what  he  thought 
a  moral  necessity,  arising  out  of  a  state 
of  opinion  in  society  more  powerful  than 
law,  he  advised  a  friend  to  fight  a  duel ; 
but,  if  a  similar  case  were  now  to  arise, 
he  would  not  give  similar  advice.  Whe- 
ther I  should  have  thought  my  noble 
Friend  right  formerly,  or  not,  I  will  not 
undertake  to  say ;  but  he  would  certainly 
be  right  now  in  giving  different  advice, 
more  in  accordance  with  law  and  sound 
morality,  and  in  a  better  state  of  general 
opinion  upon  the  subject.  My  noblo 
Friend's  present  change  seems  to  be 
rather  in  the  contrary  direction  ;  and  I 
fail  to  perceive  the  analogy ;  although  I 
certainly  agree  with  him,  that  it  does 
not  follow  that  because  a  thing  has  been 
done  before  it  should  necessarily  be  re- 
peated under  different  circumstances. 

Now,  what  are  the  circumstances 
indicated  towards  the  close  of  my 
noble  Friend's  speech,  which  appear 
to  him  to  make  all  the  difference 
in  this  respect  ?  I  made  a  note 
of  them  at  the  time,  and  I  have 
verified  it  by  looking  since  at  the  report 
of  bis  speech.  My  noble  Friend's  first 
reason  was  that  an  enlarged  franchise 
has  been  given  to  Ireland.  Is  that  any 
reason  whatever  why  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  Bhould  not  be  asserted  ?  His 
seoond  reason  wsb  that  five-sixths  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  against  the  mea- 
snre.  I  am  very  sorry  it  should  be  so; 
but  if  five-sixths  of  the  Irish  Members 
are  for  overthrowing  the  snpremacy  of 
the  law  in  Ireland,  then  I  say  that  if 
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lain  ID  any  way  or  oa 
ited  with  this  Empire, 


Ireland  is  to 
any  terms  co 

and  ir  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain 
is  to  have  any  reaponsibility  whatever  oi 
any  authority  whatever  about  Ireland, 
neither  five-sixthe  nor  oven  the  unani- 
mous voice  of  all  the  Irish  Uembere 
should  induoe  as  to  abandon  the 
supremacy  of  the  law  and  say  that 
disorder  shall  prevail  in  Ireland  be- 
cause the  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland 
wish  it.  The  next  reaaon  was  Mr. 
Knipe's  difference  from  hia  Colleagues 
on  tlie  Oowper  Commission.  My  noble 
Friend,  to  do  him  justice,  did  not  say 
much  about  that ;  and  I  will  not  trespass 
upon  your  Lordships'  time  by  saying  a 
word  about  it.  Then  my  noble  Friend 
spoke  of  the  sympathies  ofinilUoasofEng- 
lishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Welshmen — I 
own  I  could  not  help  thinking  when  I 
heard  those  words  that  a  little  time  ago 
that  triseotion  of  Qreat  Britain  would 
not  have  issued  from  the  lips  of  my 
noble  Friend.  I  thought  I  could 
trace  that  division  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Wales  into  separate  nationalities 
not  altogether  to  my  noble  Friend,  but 
to  a  source  for  which  I  do  not  hold  him 
responsible.  There  are,  said  my  noble 
Friend,  the  sympathies  of  millions  of 
Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Welsh- 
men, all  condemning  repression,  as 
injurious  and  ineffective.  Well,  now, 
I  concede  this  at  onoe  to  my  noble 
Friend,  that  if  he  could  prove  that 
a  measure  of  repression  —  that  is, 
repression  of  crime,  as  I  understand 
it — must  necessarily  be  ineffectual,  his 
whole  case  would  be  good.  We  ought 
not  to  pass  a  measure  which  would  do 
no  good,  by  whatever  name  you  may  call 
it.  If  it  will  not  answer  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  passed,  those  who  uiink  so 
have  a  right  to  oppose  it.  But  on  that 
point  I  entirely  differ  from  my  noble 
Friends ;  and  I  think  that  our  whole 
experience,  under  circumstances  less 
favourable,  sustains  my  opinion. 

Now,  I  really  want  to  know  what  is 
the  meaning  of  this  contention,  that 
we  are  sot  to  introduce  or  pass  any 
measure  of  repression,  as  it  is  called. 
Does  it  mean  that  the  law  at  present  is 
sufficiently  miuntained;  that  it  is  strong 
enough ;  that  the  jury  system  works  as 
it  ought  to  work ;  that  the  powers  of 
combination  against  the  law  are  feeble  ; 
that  the  means  for  the  detection  of  crime 
are  sufficient  to  restrain  it — in  short,  that 


the  law  and  the  Courts  and  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Government  in  Ireland  have 
already  all  the  strength  which  they 
want?  It  is  possible,  though  it  is 
very  unlikely,  that  this  may  be  the 
opinion  of  my  noble  Friend.  But  all  I 
can  say  is  that  if  it  be  his  opinion, 
not  merely  from  reckoning  up  the 
figures  and  statistics,  not  merely  by  a 
comparison  of  crime  at  one  period  of 
so  many  months  with  crime  in  another 
period  of  so  many  months,  I  come  to  an 
opposite  conclusion.  I  take  a  far  broader 
view  of  the  facts  which  everybody  knows; 
and  I  believe  it  cannot  be  said  with  truth 
— I  hardly  think  it  can  be  said  with  sin- 
cerity— that  the  state  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, the  power  to  enforceit,  the  working 
of  the  jury  system,  the  fear  of  punish- 
ment by  those  who  commit  outrage,  are 
such  at  this  moment  that  no  further 
strengthening  of  the  law  is  required. 
You  have  in  Ireland  an  organization— 
the  National  League — which  the  highest 
authorities  of  the  law  in  that  country 
have  declared  to  be  criminal ;  you  have 
branches  of  the  National  League  all 
over  the  country  setting  up  Courts,  call- 
ing upon  people  to  attend  them,  over- 
ruling men's  freedom  of  action,  and 
reversing  the  decisions  of  the  Courts 
of  Law.  I  have  in  my  mind  the  case 
of  two  brothers,  of  wbioh  the  particu- 
lars are  contained  in  the  evidence  nf 
the  Cowper  Commission,  which  I  think 
I  recollect  accurately  enough  to  be  able 
to  summarize  it.  Five  or  six  years  ago 
they  bought  a  farm  and  entered  into 
possession,  but  permitted  the  former 
possessor  or  some  of  his  family  for  some 
time  to  ocoupy  a  farmhouse  not  wanted 
for  themselves.  About  four  or  five  years 
after  they  wanted  the  house,  but  were 
obliged  to  go  to  law  to  get  it.  They  got 
a  decision,  first  from  one  Court,  and  then 
&om  one  of  thehighest  Courts  in  Dublin ; 
bntthe  League  Court  afterwards  sat  upon 
the  case,  called  the  brothers  to  appear  and 
to  justify  their  conduct  in  presuming  to 
occupy  the  land  which  they  had  bought 
and  going  to  law  to  get  possession  of 
the  house,  and  the  League  Court  not 
only  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Courts 
of  Law,  but  ordered  the  purchasers  to 
pay  £100  by  way  of  damages  to  the 
other  party.  That  sort  of  thing,  with 
all  kinds  of  variations,  is  notoriously 
going  on  all  over  Ireland.  Hy  noble 
Friend  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land (Earl  Spencer)  knows  it  as  well  as 
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any  person.  But  the  attempt  to  fiubsti- 
tute  a  different  sort  of  law  is  not  all.  You 
have  the  Flan  of  Gampai^,  which  deals 
vith  the  rights  of  landlords  and  tenants, 
and  uses  inflaence  of  every  Goit  which 
can  be  brought  to  bear  upon  tenants  to 
pay  no  rente,  or  only  suoh  as  the  League 
thinta  right,  setting  at  defiance  the 
laws  of  the  land  and  making  war 
upon  private  rights,  and  that  whe- 
ther people  are  willing  to  pay  or 
not,  and,  after  preveatinr  payment 
where  the  people  would  othsrwise  be 
willing  to  pay,  taking  the  money  from 
the  tenants,  not  to  take  care  of  it  for 
them,  not  to  k»ep  it  in  reaervp  to  pay 
the  landlord,  but  to  use  it  for  their  own 
purposes,  and  undertaking  to  hold  the 
tenants  harmless  as  well  as  they  can. 
Uy  Lords,  that  is  a  'F»hmg»ri<:ht.  Now, 
are  we  to  allow  such  a  state  of  things  to 
go  on  without  inquiring  whether  the 
law  can  be  made  stronger  7  Under  the 
aamo  influence  intimidation  is  urganized 
to  overpower  the  exercise  of  free  will  in 
all  the  relations  of  life,  putting  men 
under  all  conceivable  personal  and  social 
penalties,  with  the  danger  of  even 
worse  outrage  behind  if  they  do  not  sub- 
mit to  the  League's  orders.  Under  these 
circumstances,  a  more  complete  subver- 
sion of  law  and  order  it  is  impossible 
to  conceive;  and  so  far  as  the  actual  state 
of  things  goes,  it  not  only  justifles  such 
a  measure  as  this,  but  entitles  eveiy 
honest  man  to  rail  it,  not  a  measure  of 
repression,  but  a  measure  for  the  protec- 
tionofmen's  rights, properties,  and  liber- 
ties. Until  I  hear  it  distinctly  stated,  I 
will  not  believe  that  my  noble  Friends, 
however  they  may  quarrel  with  me  aa 
totheBtatieticsofthecrime,  willsaythat 
this  is  a  satisfactory  state  of  the  law  in 
Ireland. 

Well,  what  else  do  they  mean  ?  I 
suppose  they  mean  what  the  noble 
Eu-1  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  here,  as 
well  as  elsewhere,  has  called  an  alterna- 
tive between  coercion  and  conciliation. 
I  should  like  to  analyze  that  idea.  I 
will  postpone  the  word  "coercion."  But 
what  do  they  mean  by  "conciliation?" 
The  same  question  was  asked  by  the 
noble  Duke  and  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
sat  neit  to  me ;  but  in  the  exercise  of 
their  unquestionable  discretion  my  noble 
Friendsthought  it  not  necessary  to  give 
an  answer.  One  can,  therefore,  only  con- 
jecture for  oneself  what  sort  of  concilia- 
tion is  meant,  by  such  lights  as  we  may 
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gather  out-of-(Ioora.  That  in  some  sense 
or  other  it  means  Home  Bule  we  all 
Iniow.  Formerly,  it  was  said  by  the  man 
who  is  now  the  foremost  advocate  of 
that  idea,  that  until  he  knew  precisely 
what  the  thing  was  he  could  form  no 
opinion  of  it.  Of  course,  we  all  know 
what  the  scheme  of  last  year  was.  I  do 
not  want  to  press  my  noble  Friends  to 
tell  ns  what  modifications  may  or  may 
not  be  in  their  minda  aa  to  that  echome. 
But,  then,  I  think  I  may  say,  in  the 
absence  of  that  information,  that  my  own 
impression  ia,  that  whatever  modifications 
have  been  in  any  way  indicated  make 
the  scheme  worse,  and  not  in  any  respect 
better,  than  it  was  before.  Much  worse ; 
first  df  all,  because  there  were  some 
redeeming  points  in  the  scheme,  such  as 
the  intention  to  withdraw  the  power  of 
dealing  absolutely  with  the  owners  of 
land  in  Ireland  from  the  new  Irish  Par- 
liament. That  seems  to  be  no  longer  part 
of  the  scheme ;  and  therefore  I  must  sup- 
pose that  the  new  Irish  Parliament,  if  it 
were  created,  would  be  entrusted  vrith 
the  whole  power  over  the  owners  of 
landed  property  in  Ireland.  Then  the 
relations  which  this  country  might  stand 
in  to  that  Parliament  appear  to  be  at 
present  altogether  unsettled  in  the 
minds  of  the  advocates  of  the  scheme, 
though  nothing  can  be  more  important; 
and  the  tendency  seems  to  be  to  try  to 
find  out  how  much  power  the  Irish 
Members  may  have  in  the  British  Parlia< 
ment,  notwithstanding  the  uncontrolled 

fewer  which  they  are  to  have  in  Ireland, 
do  not  know  whether  these  things  are 
more  than  chimeras ;  but  they  have  been 
put  floating  in  the  air,  and  do  not  seem 
to  conduce  to  a  more  encouraging  view 
of  the  alternative  which  is  called  con- 
ciliation. And  the  breaking  up  of  other 
parts  of  Uie  United  Kingdom  is  an 
idea  which  also  seems  to  advance. 
We  were  told,  so  lately  as  Saturday, 
that  it  may  be  necessary  to  develop 
the  idea  of  other  nationalities.  We 
are  continually  told,  in  a  tone  nhich 
I  can  hardly  describe  by  any  other  word 
than  menace,  that  if  things  are  not 
quickly  settled  in  the  way  which  the 
speaker  recommends,  we  uiall  have  to 
pay  for  it,  in  this  and  in  other  directions, 
and  that  our  resistance  is  to  be  held 
accountable  for  all  those  developments. 
I  cannot  think  that  the  indefinite  ex- 
pansion of  these  ideas  improves  the 
prospect.    But  let  me  for  a  moment  put 
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Ireland,  to  lead  to  the  oonclusioa  that 
they  vould  immediateljr  desire  to  do 
that  which  we  desire  to  do  now— to 
restore  the  supremacy  of  the  law,  to 
maintaiii  private  rif^hts,  to  respect  titles 
to  property,  to  muutain  the  authority 
of  the  Courts  P  Why,  their  whole  or- 
ganization has  been  against  those 
private  rights,  and  their  whole  motive 
power  seems  to  be  to  drive  away 
what  is  called  landlordism,  to  put  an 
end  to  the  paymeut  of  rent,  to  take  the 
property  of  the  landlords  and  give  it  to 
others.  How  can  you  possibly  suppose 
that  the  enpremaoy  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land could  be  at  once  restored  by  giving 
over  the  absolute  power  of  governing 
Ireland  to  those  whose  organization  has 
been  directed  against  that  object  ?  Sup- 
pose you  were  sanguine  enough  to  enter- 
tain that  hope,  what  is  to  be  done  in 
the  meantime?  Are  you  to  have  no 
law  in  the  meantime,  except  the  law  of 
the  National  League  ?  Are  you  not  to 
have  the  means  of  punishing  or  repress- 
ing crime,  of  stopping  intimidation,  pro- 
tecting  the  people  in  the  enjoyment  of 
their  lives,  rights,  and  liberties  ?  Why, 
the  most  sanguine  men,  who  may  most  de- 
voutly believo  in  their  hearts  that  some 
measure  of  Home  Bule  will  be  carried 
within  the  next  three  or  four  years,  do 
they  sincerely  mean  to  say  that,  besides 
all  the  uncertainties  as  to  wl.at  sort  of 
rule  there  is  then  to  be  in  Ireland,  you 
are  to  have  no  effective  law  there  until 
that  time  ?  I  have  said  so  much  about 
this  idea  of  conciliation,  interpreting  it, 
as  I  do,  to  mean  Home  Bule ;  because, 
if  it  means  anything  else,  then  I  say  we 
are  all  quite  as  much  for  conciliation  as 
the  noble  Earl;  quite  as  much — 1  do 
not  say  more,  because  I  give  him  credit 
for  perfect  sincerity,  and  a  real,  honest 
desire  to  do  what  is  best  for  Ireland. 
For  many  years  we  have  shown  the  sin- 
cerity of  our  desire  to  do  everything  in 
reason,  and  perhaps  more  than  was  in 
reason,  for  the  conciliation  of  Ireland. 
B  ut  if  conciliation  means  only  Home  Rule, 
then  it  is  a  little  strange  that  there 
should  be  no  law  in  the  meantime,  or 
no  measures  to  strengthen  the  law,  if 
the  law  is  not  able  now  to  assert  itself. 

I  refer  now  to  the  cuckoo  cry — I  hope  I 
may  be  excused  for  using  the  expression 
— of  coercion  against  conciliation.  I  have 
said  enough  about  conciliation.  Now, 
what  is  really  meant  by  coercion  ?  Who 
are  they  to  whom  it  will  apply— the 
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that  on  one  side.  We  are  always  being 
told — and  we  were  told,  in  a  kind  of 
ultimatum,  a  few  days  ago—that  what- 
ever is  done  must  be  in  accordance  with 
the  desires  of  the  Itepresentatives  of 
Ireland.  And  this  proposition  was 
accompanied  with  another,  to  the  effect 
that  the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament was  to  be  maintained.  I  con- 
fess that  I  cannot  reconcile  those  two 
ideas,  that  the  wishes  of  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  Ireland  are  to  be  granted, 
and  that  the  authority  of  the  British 
Parliament  is  to  be  maintained ;  though, 
of  course,  their  author  must  have  per- 
suaded himself  that  they  can  stand  to- 
gether, because  he  has  said  so.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  Bepresentatives  of 
Ireland  do  desire ;  buti  know  whatthey 
have  often  said  they  desire,  and  that 
would  go  veryfar  beyond  the  limits  even 
of  the  measure  of  last  year.  It  was 
said  that  thay  were  wonderful  in  their 
moderation  when^they  accepted  the  mea- 
sure of  last  year.  When  I  first  read 
that  in  one  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  many 
writings  on  this  subject,  I  wondered,  not 
at  the  moderation  of  the  Irish  Members, 
but  at  the  condition  of  mind  which  could 
see  in  their  taking  so  large  an  instal- 
ment of  their  aims,  without  pledging 
themselves  never  to  ask  for  more,  any 
proof  of  moderation  at  all.  Nobody 
conld  espect  anything  else,  than  that  so 
large  a  measure,  coming  from  a  British 
Minister,  would  be  accepted  with  the 
greatest  possible  satisfaction ;  but  it 
does  not  follow  from  that  that  they 
would  want  nothing  more.  I  can  only 
judge  of  that  by  supposing  the  case  my 
own.  If  I  were  one  of  an  Irish  majority 
in  Parliament,  who  were  told  that  the 
relations  of  Qreat  Britain  to  Ireland 
ought  to  he  determined  on  the  principle 
of  giving  to  Ireland  whatever  she  asked 
for  by  the  mouths  of  five-sixths  of  her 
Bepresentatives,  I  should  certainly  ask, 
in  an  Irish  Parliament,  for  as  much 
more  as  the  general  voice  of  that  Par- 
liament could  be  induced  to  demand, 
and  I  should  certainly,  on  the  same 
principle,  expect  to  get  it.  But,  then,  I 
come  back  to  the  question.  What  is  to 
become  of  the  maintenance  of  the  law  ? 
Is  there  anything  to  make  one  suppose 
that  this  sort  of  conciliation,  giving 
them  whatever  they  choose  to  ask  for  ; 
is  there  anything  in  the  history  and 
proceedings  of  those  who  would  thus  be 
invested  with  the  power  of  governing 
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obserrers  of  lav  or  the  breakers  of  it  ? 
Are  they  thoee  who  commit  crimes  or 
thoae  who  suffer  from  them?  Those 
who  oommit  crimes.  Are  they  those  who 
respect  other  men's  liberties,  or  those 
who  tyrannize  over  them  ?  Those  who 
tyrannize  over  them.  It  you  call  the 
repression  of  these  thiogs  by  the  name 
of  ooordon,  then  I  say  that  coeroion  ia 
merely  another  name  for  fforemment, 
for  the  Criminal  Law  of  any  kind,  for  the 
existing  Criminal  Law ;  and  those  wh3 
say  you  shall  not  have  ooeroiou  are 
really  contending  for  this— that  where 
people  choose  to  disobey  the  laws,  they 
shall  not  be  compelled  to  obey  them  ;  that 
where  they  choose  to  resist  the  law 
they  shall  not  be  compelled  to  yield; 
that  where  people  organise  conspiracies 
against  the  law,  the  law  ought  not  to 
be  maintained  against  them.  There- 
fore, I  say  you  may  call  it  coercion  if 
you  please;  but  it  is  no  more  coercion 
than  the  administration  of  the  CrimiDal 
Law  is  coercion  in  England ;  and  if  the 
ordinary  administration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  were  as  easy  as  it  is  in  England, 
and  if  juries  were  as  free  from  intimi- 
dation and  influence  there  as  here,  you 
would  have  all  you  want  without  new 
legislation.  But  to  stigmatize  the  repres- 
sion of  crime  and  the  enforcement  of  the 
ordinary  law  as  coercion  is  even  less 
reasonable  than  to  say  that  Home  Bule 
is  the  only  possible  kind  of  conciliation. 
I  will  now  considerthe  objections  that 
have  been  made  to  the  Bill.  I  hare  told 
your  Lordships  what  I  believe  its  pur- 
pose to  be,  and  what  I  believe  may  be 
expected  to  be  its  effect ;  but  my  noble 
Fnend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
here  has  criticized  some  points  in  it ; 
and  I  must  say  that  both  he  and  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Her- 
Bchell)  have  presented  their  criticisms 
in  a  manner  to  which  no  exception  can 
be  taken,  and  which  I  should  like  to 
hold  up  for  imitation  to  all  others  who 
criticize  it,  in  whatever  other  place. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  he 
defied  anyone  to  say  that  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  are  justified  by  tbe  Act  of 
1683.  I  accept  that  challenge;  I  say 
so.  I  do  not,  of  course,  mean,  that 
no  distinctions  can  be  pointed  out,  nor 
do  I  overlook  them  as  matters  for  legi- 
timate examination.  ButI  say  that,  look- 
ing at  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  its  objects,  its 
purposes,  its  general  provisions,  they 
2^  Earl  of  Silbonu 


are  justified  by  the  Act  of  18!j2,  and,  to 
a  very  great  extent,  they  are  on  all-fours 
with  that  Act.  The  principal  difference 
is,  that  the  Act  of  1683  contaiaed  many 
more  severe  and  more  exceptional  provi- 
sions, which  are  not  in  this  Bill.  Thepartof 
the  BUI  which,  if  I  mistake  not,  was  mars 
pertinaciously  contested  in  "  another 
place  "  than  any  other,  was  that  which 
refers  to  the  inquiry  into  crime  when  no 

?erson  ia  charged  before  a  magistrate, 
he  whole  substance  of  that  is  similar 
to  what  was  in  the  Bill  of  1882.  Then 
the  claueesrelating  to  intimidation,  whieh 
Ithink  arethemostimportantpartBof  tlie 
Bill,  are  exactly  similar  to  those  of  the  Act 
of  1 682,  and  those  who  were  responsible 
for  that  Act  would  have  done  better  if 
they  had  said,  everywhere,  that  they 
did  not  object  to  those  clauses  now. 
The  clauses  relating  to  juries  and  Tenue 
in  the  Bill  before  your  Lordahips  aro 
similar  to  those  of  the  Act  of  18S2.  And 
I  am  bold  enough  to  say  the  same,  in 
substance,  of  all  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  OS  to  summary  jurisdiction.  If  all 
this  had  been  fairly  acknowledged,  and 
if  objections  had  been  made  to  the  Bill 
by  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Act  of  1882  in  the  same  tone  and  spirit, 
and  to  the  same  partial  and  limited  ex- 
tent only,  which  we  have  heard  from  the 
Front  Bench  here,  those  objections — 
though  we  might  still  have  thought 
them  unfounded — would,  at  least,  have 
been  entitled  to  more  consideration  than 
they  are  now.  But  we  all  know  how 
different  from  this  the  oharacter  of  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  has  been.  There 
are,  I  admit,  some  points  of  difference, 
besides  the  omission  of  the  most  strin- 
gent provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882. 
My  noble  Friend  (Earl  Qranville]  has 
criticized  them  all — the  1st  sub-section 
of  Clause  2  ;  Olausea  6  and  7  ;  and  the 
permanence  of  the  present  measure. 
The  firet  of  these  has,  in  my  judgmsnt, 
been  very  much  exaggerated, an  d  becomes 
very  insignificant  when  it  is  closely  exa- 
mined. I  refer  to  Section  1  of  Clause  2, 
which  deals  with  criminal  conspiracies, 
for  certain  purposes,  now  punishable 
by  law.  The  Act  of  1882  also  made 
it  an  offence,  and  punishable  by  sum- 
mary jurisdiction,  to  take  part  in  the 
proceedings  of  an  unlawful  association  ; 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  any 
offence  which  oomes  within  the  let 
sub-section  of  Clause  2  which  did  not 
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I  utterly  deny  that  tbere  is  any  fouiida< 
tioD  for  these  statements.  I  deny  that 
any  mau  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Wales 
ia  free  to  combine  with  others  in  io< 
ducing  other  persons  to  do  any  of  the 
things  mentioned  in  this  sub-section,  in 
any  way  which  the  sub-section  would 
prohibit  in  Ireland.  It  ie  difficult  to 
understand  how  any  rational  man  could 
call  it  a  "right"  of  Englishmen  to  enter 
into  a  oriminal  conspiracy  now  punish- 
able by  law.  Unless  the  criminal  on- 
spiraey  is  one  now  punishable  by  law, 
the  sub-section  takes  no  effect  at  all.  I 
can  quite  understand  the  more  reasonable 
arguments  offered  liere  iu  Committee. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Hor- 
Bchell),  when  the  Bill  had  reached  that 
stage,  admitted  that  the  clause  did  not 
make  anything  a  criminal  conspiracy 
which  was  now  lawful;  he  only  said  that 
he  did  not  like  the  tribunal.    That  was  a 

[lerfectly  fair  argument  for  my  noble  and 
earned  Friend  to  use,  although  I  think 
it  is  open  to  a  satisfactory  answer.  To 
my  mind  it  is  quite  obvious ,  that  if  the 
offence  is  not  already  punishable  by  law 
it  does  not  come  within  the  clause.  In- 
deed, everyone  who  reads  these  words 
with  the  eyes  of  common  sense — and  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Qranville)  has  plenty 
of  common  sense,  if  he  were  only  at  liberty 
to  use  it — must  perceive  that  there  is  noe 
the  slightest  ground  for  the  argument 
advanced  by  the  late  Prime  Minister 
Either  I  am  wrong,  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord HersohelI)is  wrong, 
or  else  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has 
made  some  great  mistake. 

But  my  noble  Friend  says  that  this 
is  condemned  ia  principle  by  the  Act 
of  1875.  I  nnderstood  him  to  refer 
to  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Cunspiraoy 
and  Protection  of  ftoperty  Act  of 
1875,  which  relates  to  matters  oonoern- 
ing  trade.  But  the  I8th  section  of  the 
present  Bill  expressly  saves  all  cases 
which  come  within  that  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  nothing  which  is  lawful  under 
that  Statute  will  be  unlawful  under  the 
present  Bill.  The  3rd  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1675  is  irrelevant  to  the  present 
question,  and  the  argument,  that  some- 
thitig  similar  ought  to  have  been  intro- 
daoA  into  this  Bill,  is  wholly  faUacious ; 
OS  the  least  consideration  of  the  terms  of 
that  clause,  and  of  the  reasons  for  its 
enactment,  is  enough  to  show.  It  is  in 
these  words — 


also  come  within  the  Act  of  1882.  The 
"  unlawful  asBooiations  "  of  the  Act  of 
1882  were  all  criminal  conspiracies, 
though  the  word  was  not  the  same.  They 
were  not  only  associations  "formed  for 
the  commission  of  crimes,"  or  "carry- 
ing on  operations  for  or  by  the  commis- 
sion of  crimes;"  but  also  associations 
"  for  encouraging  or  aiding  persons  to 
commit  crimes;"  the  word  "crime" 
being  defined,  as  including  all  offences 
against  the  Act  itself,  and  all  crimes 
punishable  on  indictment  by  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  or  by  any 
greater  punishment  That  definition 
covered,  in  substance  though  not  in 
terms,  everything  that  is  important  in 
the  1st  sub-section  of  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Clause  of  the  present  Bill. 
To  be  a  member  of,  or  to  take  part  in 
the  operations  of  any  "unlawful  associa- 
tion, as  so  defined,  was  an  offence 
against  the  Act  of  1B82,  punishable  by 
summary  jurisdiction.  To  obstruct, 
prevent,  or  defeat  the  course  of  public 
justice;  or,  in  the  words  of  the  Ist  sub- 
section of  Clause  2  of  the  present  Bill, 
"to  interfere  with  the  administration  of 
the  law  " — is,  under  a  Statute  of  1851, 
punishable  on  indictment  by  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.  And  so  are 
acts  done,  not  directly  to  compel,  but 

"  With  a  viaw  to  compel  any  other  paraon  to 
abetain  from  doing,  or  to  do,  niiy  act  which 
iuoh  other  persott  has  a  legal  right  to  do  or  ab- 
stain fiom  doing," 

which  are  made  penal,  and  are  dis- 
tinguished from  the  use  of  violence  or 
intimidation,  by  the  "  Conspiracy  and 
Protection  of  Property  Act  "^  of  1875. 

This  Bub-eectioQ  has,  nevertheless, 
been  criticized  by  my  noble  Friend.  Eind 
by  a  great  man  in  "  another  place,"  on 

Gounds  which  I  make  bold  to  call  abso- 
tely  unfounded,  both  as  to  law  andas  to 
fact.    My  noble  Friend  said — 

*'  The  Bill  impoies  on  the  breach  of  a  eiTiI 
obligation  the  penaltiea  of  a  criminal  offence. 
It  raadcn  etininal  the  eierciae  of  a  man's  un- 
doubted right  to  deal  with  whom  ho  pleases." 

And  the  late  Prime  Minister,  in  "  another 
place,"  said — 

"The  words  are  proper  to  describe  what  we 
know  as  exclusive  dealing,  which  ia  no  orime  in 
onr  law.  Every  man  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Wales  ia  fred  to  induce  as  much  as  he  liltea,  and 
to  eomblne  with  others  in  inducing,  other  per- 
son* to  do  tbeao  things.  These  are  rights  of 
Englishmen  which  yon  are  going  to  deny  to 
Irishman." 
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upon  those  who  wish  to  stand  apoii  the  old 
waya  snd  adhers  to  those  methods  of  routine 
which  bare  been  so  ott«ii  tried  aod  have  bi> 
often  failed." 

But  bu  there  been  no  bitteraeas  and 
acrimon;  of  attack  an7where  else  ?  My 
noble  Fiiend,  of  conrso,  is  not  reepon- 
Biblo  far  it.  But  eome  men  have  the 
misfortune  to  act  in  intimate  conjunction 
with  those  who  do  not  see  these  things 
with  their  eyos,  or  speak  of  them  as 
(hey  speak.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  authora  of  the  Act  of  1882 
would  have  done  well,  if  atl  of  them 
from  first  to  last  had  acted  and  apokea 
in  the  same  spirit  aa  my  noble  Friend. 
If  they  thought  fit  to  oppose  this 
meaBure  they  should,  at  feast,  have 
done  so  without  hittemesa  and  acrimony 
of  attack  in  Parliament,  or  in  the 
country.  There  were  other  things,  my 
Lords,  which  I  heard  with  great  satis- 
faction from  my  noble  Friends.  I  heard 
what  sounded  to  mo  like  a  very  un- 
equirocal  condemnation  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  from  my  noble  Friend  the 
Earl  of  Boaebery.  So,  again,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Heraohelt) 
spoke  in  strong  terms  in  condemnation 
of  Boyootting,  when  he  aaid  that  he 
thought  Boycotting  extremely  cruel,  and 
objected  to  such  action  wherever  it  was 
and  might  he  found;  and  I  hare  no 
doubt  all  my  noble  Friends  agree  with 
him.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  what  has 
Mr.  Gladstone  said  ?  What  would  be 
the  natural  interpretation  of  such  Ian- 
ruege  as  this?  Speaking  on  Hay  11, 
he  said  the  Bill  was  invidious,  because 
"  it  pretends  to  be  for  one  purpose, 
while  it  is  really  framed  for  another 
purpose."  Who,  I  should  like  to  know, 
has  a  right  to  say  that?  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  single  word  in  the  Bill,  or  of 
any  single  fact  outside  the  Bill,  which 
affords  for  such  language,  coming  from 
such  a  man,  the  slightest  justification, 
or  even  excuse. 

"  It  pretends  to  be  a  Bill  against  crime,  and 
it  it  re&lly  a  Bill  against  combination  and  ex- 
cIusiTe  dealing — which  may  be  very  bod  things, 
bat  thoy  are  the  only  weapona  of  selE-defence 
balongiDB  to  a  poor  and  diaheartenod  people. 
It  it  a  Bill  aimed  against  acta  *hich  ore  not 
crimsB.    It  ii  a  Bill  for  the  creatioo  of  new 


{LORDS}     Amenimmt  {Ireland)  Sill.     1124 

went  on  to  justify  obstruction,  because, 
as  he  said — 


"  Yon  determine,  under  the  name  of  crime, 
to  proseoote  what  ia  not  crime.  ...  to  invade 
Tery  aerioualy  the  liberties  a(  the  people,  and 
take  from  thorn,  under  the  name  of  crime. 
methods  of  action  which,  though  not  to  bs  desired 
in  a  healthy  atute  of  society,  may,  when  Bociely 
ia  in  an  unhealthy  state,  be  the  only  available 
remedies  at  the  command  of  the  people." 

Then,  on  another  occasion,  at  Swansea, 
on  June  4,  Ifr.  Gladstone  made  another 
speech,  in  which  he  said — 

iDsition  a|^ 

teurable  to  strengthen  the 
law  against  crime,  and  not  because  it  ia  merely 
directed  against  crime,  but  beoause  it  ia  directed 
against  those  combinatioiu,  which,  in  thia  coun- 
try, are  known  as  trades  unions.  It  is  an 
attempt  to  strike  down  combinations,  not  when 
they  pass  into  crime." 

This  was  said  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  ex- 
pressly provides  that  nothing  which  is 
legal  under  the  Trade  Unions  Acta  shall 
be  illegal  under  this  Bill.  And,  speak- 
ing at  the  National  Liberal  Club  as  late 
as  Saturday  last,  Mr.  Gladstone  said — 
Coercion  Bill  has  been  passed  of  a 
character  that  we  think  eotirely  novel,  bring- 
the  category  of  crime  Uiinga  that 
heretofore  have  never  been  crimes  at  all,  carry- 
~  i^  awav  the  rigbta  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
>  judicial  trial,  and  providing  that  they  shall 
be  disposed  of  in  a  private  chamber  ot  the 
Viceroy  or  the  Ubief  Secretary." 

It  is  marvelloua  to  me  how  a  man  like 
Mr.  Gladstone  can  have  persuaded  him- 
self of  these  things,  for  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  that  he  could  say  them  if  he 
had  not  perauaded  himself  of  them.  I 
say,  on  the  other  hand,  that  for  not  one 
of  these  statements  is  there  the  slightest 
foundation,  in  fact  or  in  law.  And  I 
have  some  right  to  ask  him  why  he 
has  not  thought  it  right  to  condemn 
those  things  which  are  againat  the  law 
— the  Flan  of  Campaiga,  Boycotting, 
and  other  things — in  terms  at  least  as 
strong  as  those  in  which  he  denounces 
what  he  ima^nes  to  he  the  faults  of  the 
Bill  ?  He  might  properly  say — "  I  sup- 
port the  Bill  as  far  as  it  goes  against 
crime,  but  I  criticize  and  oppose  certain 
parts  of  it  which  go  too  far."  It  was 
open  to  the  author  of  the  Act  of  1882  to 
take  that  course.  He  might  have  b*^ 
content  with  saying,  as  he  did  ss' 

for  the  Bill  is  not  made  < 
he  might  have  said,  "I  have 


In  all  that  there  is  not  a  word  of  con- 
demnation of  Boycotting ;  and  it  could 
not  fail  to  be  interpreted  by  those  who 

heard  it  aa  a  defence  of  Boycotting.  He  j  remedy."    But  it  was  not  for  h 
27a  Mrl  ef  Selbonu 
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out  some  loss  of  the  great  pofiition 
which  he  had  prerioudlv  occupied,  to  try 
Kai  run  down  the  Bill  by  this  aort  of 
violence,  by  unepario^  and  iDdisorimi- 
note,  and,  I  had  almost  said,  unsorupu- 
lous  vituperation,  when  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty,  in  the  responsible  podtton 
which  he  formerly  occupied  aa  a  Minister 
of  the  Orown,  to  provide  tor  the  accom- 
plishment of  the  same  purposes  in  part 
by  the  same,  and  iu  part  oy  stronger, 
means.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  subject  of 
regret  to  me  that  I  am  compelled  to 
differ  from  so  many  of  my  nolile  Friends; 
but  most  of  all  am  I  sorry  to  differ  from 
the  great  man  to  whose  service  I  have 
devoted  many  of  the  best  years  of  my 
life.  My  separation  from  him  will  be  a 
bitter  thing  to  me  to  the  end  of  my 
days  ;  but  before  all  regard  for  persons, 
before  all  regard  for  friends,  betore  all 
regard  for  mysalf,  must  be  the  regard  I 
have  for  my  country,  for  law  and  justice, 
for  private  liber^  and  public  honour. 

Easl  SPENCER:  Uy  Lords,  as  I 
have  been  appealed  to  with  regard  to 
this  BiU,  I  tiiink  it  my  duty  to  rise  to 
make  a  few  observatione.  The  eloquent 
words  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  has  jnst  sat  down  show  how  pain- 
ful  it  is  to  him  to  differ  from  the  great 
statesman  with  wham  he  has  acted  for 
so  many  years,  as  well  aa  from  noble 
Friends  in  this  House,  and  I  can  assure 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  it  is 
equally  painfnl  to  ub  to  find  ourselves 
in  opposition  to  him.  But  I  may  say 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  two 
Bpeeches  we  have  heard  to-night  from 
the  noble  Earl  who  opened  the  debate, 
and  from  the  noble  and  learned  Esrl, 
we  have  received  more  bitter  attacks 
from  our  noble  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House  than  we  have  done  from  our 
opponents  opposite.  I  am  naturally  re- 
luctant to  rise  to  cross  awords  with  old 
friends,  but  I  have  felt  that  I  ought  not 
to  shrink  tram  my  duty  if  challenged  on 
any  particular  points.  I  will  first  refer 
to  what  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  called  the  vacuity  on  this  Bench  the 
other  night.  I  can  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  neglect  to  be  in  our  placei 
was  nnintentiouBl  on  our  parts.  Our 
absence  was  entirely  due  to  the  necessary 
function  of  dinner,  and  we  expected  to 
find  the  House  sitting  on  our  return. 
I  may,  however,  say  that  we  are  nol 
mom^iolists  her?  in  the  way  of  speeches, 


and  at  the  time  in  question  I  believe 
there  were  only  IS  Members  of  the 
House  present  on  the  other  side.  I  do  ' 
not  like  to  refer  to  personal  matters,  hut 
I  mnst  say  a  few  words  after  what  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  first  said  with 
regard  to  myself.  He  spoke  in  too 
flattering  terms  of  the  way  iu  which  I 
carried  out  my  duty  as  Viceroy  of  Ire- 
land during  three  momentous  years.  I 
acknowledge  with  gratitude  the  loyalty 
and  kindness  which  I  received  while  ful- 
filtingthatverydifficulttask.  IgratefHiUy 
acknowledge  the  support  I  received  in  the 
performance  of  uij  duty,  not  only  from 
this,  but  on  many  occasions,  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  endeavoured 
to  do  my  duty  in  trying  to  enforce  the  law 
Parliament  had  put  in  my  hands  with 
moderation,  but  with  firmness.  I  have 
nothing  on  my  conscience  to  reproach 
myself  with  as  regards  my  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland,  and  though 
I  fully  admit  that  I  do  not  hold  the  same 
viewson  many  points  now  that  I  did  then, 
I  shall  never.regret  the  part  I  took  then 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  lean 
quite  understand  that  my  noble  Friends 
behindme  should  mistrust  my  judgment; 
I  cannot  expect  them  to  follow  ma  now 
as  they  did  formerly ;  but  I  do  claim 
for  myself,  and  your  Lordships  on  many 
occasions  have  admitted,  that  any 
change  I  have  made  in  my  views  I  had 
a  perfect  right  to  make  according  to  my 
conscience,  which  I  feel  is  clear  upon 
this  last  matter,  as  it  is  upon  my  ad- 
ministration  of  justice  in  Ireland.  But 
though  I  may  have  changed  my  views 
with  regard  to  Home  Rule,  I  have  never 
changed  on  this  point — that  I  consider 
it  now  as  essenti^  as  ever  to  maintain 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  to  maintain, 
in  the  words  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  the  supremacy  of  the  law  aad  the 
dignity  of  the  Courts  of  Justice  of  the 
country.  That  I  maintain  now  as  much 
as  I  ever  did.  I  have  the  same  horror 
of  crime  and  outrage,  I  dislike  Boy- 
cotting as  much  as  I  did  when  I  ad- 
ministered justice  in  Ireland.  I  have 
never  shruuk  from  saying  that,  nor  from 
declaring  against  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
I  have  done  it  elsewhere  and  I  have 
done  it  here.  I  hold  those  views  as 
strongly  now  aa  ever  before ;  but  I  daim 
to  myself  to  say  how  they  can  be  carried 
out.  I  maintain  that  past  experience  in 
Ireland  shows  thatwe  shall  not  gain  what 
2  0  2 
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we  want— the  pe&ce  and  prosperity  of 
Ireland  ;  that  we  shall  never  win  oyer 
.  the  people  of  Ireland  in  support  of  law 
and  order  by  a  repetition  oi  those  Acts 
which  have  bo  often  been  passed,  and 
which  have  never  sucoeeded.  What 
have  they  done  P  They  have  for  a  time 
restored  law  and  order  to  the  country ; 
they  have  no  doabt  generally  done  that ; 
but  have  they  left  behind  them  an  im- 
proved feeling  in  the  Irish  people  ?  My 
belief  is  that  every  one  of  these  Acts 
has  increased  the  irritation  of  the  Irish 
people  against  the  English  government. 
Your  Lordships  have  said  that  when  I 
left  Ireland  law  and  order  had  been 
restored  and  the  supremacy  of  the  law 
was  maintained.  But  was  the  feeling 
of  the  people  towards  the  Qovemment 
of  the  country  at  all  better?  I  believe 
at  that  time  there  was  hardly  a 
municipality  outaide  Ulster  where  the 
majority  was  not  prone  to  move 
resolutions  hostile  to  the  Government. 
The  Government  had  no  support  from 
any  part  of  the  country  except  from  the 
minority  representine  the  landlords  and 
some  part  of  the  middle  classes.  That 
was  the  state  of  thinEs  when  I  left  Ire- 
land. My  noble  Friend  has  been  charged 
with  saying  that  because  of  the  new 
franchise  we  have  not  found  it  de- 
sirable to  maintain  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. I  deny  that  he  said  this;  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  this — that  the  use 
to  which  the  new  franchise  has  been 
put  shows  that  the  Irish  people  hold 
most  determined  opinions  on  the  subject 
of  EnffUsh  rule.  We  were  prepared  to 
find  that  those  in  favour  of  Home  Kule 
were  in  a  majorify ;  but  we  were  not 
prepared  for  the  extreme  weakness  of 
the  opposition.  I  could  give  instance 
after  instance  where  in  the  case  of  con- 
tested elections  In  Ireland  the  National 
majority  was  some  4,000  or  5,000,  and 
the  minority  was  only  some  4O0  or  500. 
Thb  MAaauEfis  of  SALISBURY : 
That  was  because  the  people  were  afraid 
to  vote  against  the  National  Party. 

Earl  BPENGER:  The  noble 
liarquess  says  that  the  people  were 
afraid.  In  that  case,  how  does  he 
account  fur  the  universal  expression  of 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  National  Party 
on  the  part  of  the  i>eople  at  the  elections 
thronghout  Ireland?  Had  the  people 
been  afraid,  would  not  that  fear  have 
manifested  itself  in  some  way  or  another  7 


If  intimidation  had   been    universally 

Eractised  would  not  S'lroe  persons  who 
ad  been  intimidated  avail  themselves 
of  the  proceedings  that  were  open  to 
tham  under  the  Corrnpt  Practices  Act  P 
It  is  a  matter  of  fact  that  no  attempt 
wasmadetoshowthat  the  Irish  electors 
had  been  intimidated.  The  intimidation 
argument  is  one  which  I  am  afraid 
that  those  who  call  themselves  the 
Loyal  Party  in  Ireland  have  relied  upon 
too  long.  I  myself  and  others  believed 
in  that  argument  for  some  time;  but  we 
are  now  convinced  that  it  has  no  founda- 
tion in  fact.  I  now  approach  the 
general  aspect  of  the  case.  In  my 
opinion,  this  measure  differs  in  several 
important  partioulars  trom  the  mea- 
sures that  have  preceded  it,  and  par- 
ticularly from  tiie  Act  of  1662.  Thus 
this  measure  contains  for  the  first  time 
a  clause  dealing  with  conspiracy,  aa 
well  as  with  intimidation.  The  intro- 
duction of  such  clauses  makes  this  mea- 
sure very  different  from  its  predeoes- 
BOrs.  In  touching  upon  the  character 
of  the  tribunal  who  will  have  to  adminis- 
ter this  measure,  I  do  not  desire  to  say 
a  single  word  against  the  Resident 
Magistrates  of  Ireland,  who  constitute 
a  very  '  good  and  efficient  body,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  they  have  an  earnest 
desire  to  do  justice  between  man  and 
man ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  this  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  majority  of  these 
magistrates  who  will  have  to  administer 
this  measure  are  not  trained  lawyers. 
What  I  complain  of  is  that  these  un- 
trained lawyers  will  have  imposed  upon 
them  by  this  Bill  the  duty  of  determin- 
ing questions  relating  to  conspiracies 
which  are  of  such  a  difficult  and 
delicate  nature  that  they  would  puule 
most  lawyers  to  decide.  I  also  think 
that  the  powers  which  are  conferred 
by  the  measure  upon  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant are  of  a  very  dangerous  and 
far-reaching  kind.  The  point  I  desire 
to  make  is  that  whereas  under  the  Act 
of  1B62  the  question  whether  assoria* 
tions  were  or  were  not  illegal  had  to  be 
argued  out  in  public,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  present  Bill  the  matter  will 
have  to  be  determined  in  private  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  will  endeavour  faith- 
fully to  carry  out  his  responsible  duties ; 
but  neither  he  or  his  legal  advisers  are 
infallible,  and  I  object  to  the  graved^tiBS 
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of  a  legal  character  imposed  solely  upon 
the  Irish  GoTeminent.  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  your  Lordships  by  adverting  at 
length  to  the  anbject  of  the  permanency 
of  the  measure.  Although  I  regard  that 
as  a  very  important  matter  I  feel  that  it 
has  been  aumciently  dwelt  upon  by  my 
noble  Friends  near  me,  and  therefore 
I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  any  further  remarks  with  re- 
gard to  it.  It  baa  been  pointed  out  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  near  me 
that  the  Act  of  1882  veated  power  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  declare  a  meeting 
illegal,  and  he  argued  that  in  view  of 
that  fact  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
power  of  declaring  associations  illegal 
should  not  also  be  satrusted  to  him.  In 
my  judgment,  however,  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  difference  between  a  power  to 
declare  meetings  illegal  and  a  power  to 
declare  associations  illegal.  When  a 
meeting  is  declared  to  be  illegal,  all  that 
is  done  is  to  inform  people  that  the 
meeting  cannot  he  held  and  that  the 
people  must  not  proceed  to  the  place 
where  it  was  to  be  hold ;  whereas, 
when  an  association  ia  declared  to  be 
illegal,  all  its  machinery  is  thrown  out  of 
work  and  many  transactions  must  be  in- 
terfered with.  I  should  like  to  ask,  how- 
ever, whether  the  present  Irish  policy  of 
Her  Af^es^'s  Oovemment  is  likely  to 
succeed?  Is  the  Irish  Government  it- 
self stronger  than  those  which  have  gone 
before  7  Down  to  the  present  time  we 
have  not  had  much  proof  of  either  the 
consistency  or  the  firmness  of  the  noble 
Marquess's  Irish  policy.  We  have  had 
changes  mude  in  the^w«Dnn«/of  the  Irish 
OfBce.  The  Government  removed,  no 
doubt  by  promotion,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, Sir  Sobert  Hamilton.  I  always 
have  regretted  this — for  he  had  gained 
much  experience,  and  was  much  tiueted 
in  Ireland.  Kumour  says  that  his  suc- 
cessor, Sir  Bedevers  BuUer  (whose 
abilit^r  ^^^K@'>^r*>B^^}'of'^^'^''S'''^^^''P 
for  his  previous  want  of  official  ex- 
perience or  knowledge  of  Ireland),  is 


turn  to  the  criminal  legislation  ot  the 
Noble  Uarq^uess — be  has  one  policy  in 
lB6a,  another  in  1886,  and  another  in 
1887.  As  regards  remedial  measures, 
we  know  what  has  taken  place  with  re- 
spect to  the  Land  Bill  in  this  House,  in 
connection  with  which  Her  Uajesty's 
Government  most  certainly  did  not  show 
any  fixed  or  determined  policy.  They 
are  now  credited  with  great  changea  in 
their  Land  Measure  since  it  has  been  in 
"another  place."  I  do  not  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  experience  we  have  already 
had  of  the  past  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  very  encouraging  as  re- 
gards their  futurepolicy.  I  cannot  believe 
in  the  success  of  the  present  scheme  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  Ireland,  be- 
cause experience  leads  me  to  the  belief 
that  their  present  policy  will  fail  in 
winning  for  them  the  affections  of  the 
Irish  people  equally  with  ail  their  past 
efforts.  What  are  the  circumstances 
that  will  make  it  even  more  difficult 
than  before  for  the  noble  Marquess  to 
carry  out  his  policy  in  Ireland  ?  Not 
only  have  you  got  the  voice  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  almost  unanimous  in  de- 
manding a  National  Legislature  for  the 
country,  but  that  voice  is  supported  by 
great  numbers  of  Irishmen  in  America, 
and  by  a  large  portion  of  our  own  popu- 
lation. The  noble  Marquess  thinlcs  he 
ie  going  to  succeed  by  carrying  a  large 
Purchase  Act.  I  think  he  wm  be  de- 
ceived. He  will  find  great  difficulty  in 
carrying  such  an  Act;  but  if  he  does 
larry  it  he  will  find  in  Ireland  the  same 
strong  feeling  for  National  Govern- 
ment existing  which  has  prevailed 
there  since  1782,  wljich  was  defeated 
at  one  time,  but  which  has  always 
re-appeared  with  greater  strength,  and  I 
believe  that  will  be  one  of  the  causes 
which  will  prevent  the  noble  Marquess 
from  being  more  successful  than  tiiose 
who  preceded  him.  There  is  no  doubt 
a  deep  responsibility  on  any  person  who 
takes  up  a  positiou  of  opposition  to  the 
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why  we  oppose  the  measure.  I  ehall 
not  go  iatu  details.  Thii  is  not  the 
proper  time  for  douig  so.  There  are 
many  clauaee  in  the  Bill  to  which  I 
should  very  little  object ;  bat  there  are 
Bome  clauses  which,  eren  in  the  opinion 
of  those  who  would  not  adopt  a  policy 
of  Home  Sule  for  Ireland,  are  very 
dangerous.  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into 
the  whole  question  of  Home  Bule ;  but 
I  will  say  that  it  is  absurd  to  say  that 
we  have  no  alternative  policy ;  if  the 
Bills  of  last  year  are  dead  their  prin- 
ciples survive  and  are  alive  iu  the  oouutry. 
I  believe  that  that  policy  may  be  carried 
out  with  perfect  safety  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  that  is  the  alternative 
which  I  prefer  to  supporting  the  mea- 
sure which  is  before  your  Lordships. 

Thk  LOBD  CHANGEIXOE  (Lord 
Hauburt):  lly  Lords,  I  confess  I 
should  be  very  much  disappointed  if  the 

SDlioy  of  silence  indicated  by  the  noble 
lari  had  been  persevered  in  tu  the  end. 
I  think  we  have  had  some  valuable  ad- 
missions in  the  speeches  reluctantly 
extorted  from  noble  Lords  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench ;  but,  even  as  it  is, 
your  Lordships  must  be  disappointed 
with  what  they  have  said.  On  every 
platform,  at  every  meeting  where  this 
Bill  has  been  discussed  by  those  adverse 
to  the  present  government,  those  pre- 
sent were  assured  that  this  Bill  is  unex- 
ampled in  its  severity,  wholly  uolike 
Bills  before  it,  and  involving  principles 
never  before  adopted  in  the  legislation 
of  this  country.  We  are  assured  that 
this  is  an  attempt  to  put  down  lawful 
combinations  for  trade  and  industrial 
purposes,  which  have  always  been  re- 
spected in  legislation  of  this  cbaracter. 
I  can  understand  those  observations 
made  to  people  who  do  not  kuow  better . 
but  I  should  expect,  it  noble  Lords  in- 
tended to  rely  npon  propositions  of  that 
sort,  that  they  wotUd  oe  prepared  to 
debate  them  in  this  House.  The  noble 
Earl  who  last  addressed  your  Lordships 
has,  I  think,  a  little  misunderstood  the 
history  of  the  years  from  1680  to  the 
present  time.  It  is  not  for  the  idle  pur- 
pose of  accusing  noble  Lords  of  incon- 
sistency that  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
they  are  the  aathors  of  Bills  of  greater 
severity  than  the  measure  before  your 
Lordships.  Those  Bills  involved  the 
admission  by  the  Qovemment  of  the 
time  of  the  necessity  for  such  measures. 
Sari  Spitufr 


We  have  had  an  admission  to-night  that 
the  Government  of  1880,  when  it  came 
into  power,  were  most  reluctant  to  have 
recourse  to  coercive  legislation.  Tour 
Lordships  will  give  them  every  credit 
for  endeavouring  to  govern  Ireland 
without  repressive  legislation.  But  the 
experience  of  that  year,  and  what  fol- 
lowed in  IB81,  showed  that  it  was  im> 
possible  in  their  judgment  to  govern 
Ireland  without  additional  powers.  Then 
came  the  Act  of  1BS3.  I  am  surprised 
at  what  the  noble  Earl  said  of  that  Act, 
considering  what  it  contained.  I  believe 
the  noble  Ear]  is  mistaken  when  he  says 
there  was  no  such  definition  of  intimi- 
dation in  that  Act  as  is  contained  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  There  was  a 
definition  of  intimidation  in  that  Act 
which  differs  very  slightly  from  the 
definition  in  the  present  Bill. 

£abl  SPENOER  :  What  I  aUuded  to 
was  the  second  sub-section  with  regard 
to  conspiracy. 

Lord  HAL8BTIRT:  I  accept  at  once 
the  noble  Earl's  ezplaaation.  But, 
although  every  year  from  1881  to  18B5 
the  Oovernment  of  that  day  were  most 
anxious  to  avoid  coercive  legislation,  yet 
they  were  obliged  to  recur  to  it,  and  in 
18S5  it  is  admitted  that  they  contem- 
plated a  Coercion  Bill.  I  have  no  right 
to  say  what  were  the  exact  sectiona  it 
was  intended  to  reproduce.  But,  at  all 
events,  they  were  sections  which  were 
considered  necessary  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  When  was  it,  after 
1B85,  that  the  noble  Earl  changed  bis 
mind  and  thought  it  unnecessary  to 
obtain  any  additional  powers  to  re- 
inforce the  law  ?  If  there  be  any  soo- 
tion  in  the  present  Bill  to  which  he 
objects,  wby  does  he  not  urge  his  objec- 
tions ?  Are  we  to  be  met  in  this  HotLse, 
after  what  we  hear  on  platforms,  by  a 
silent  opposition,  while  noble  Lords 
give  us  no  assistance  ?  And  I  maintain 
that  we  are  entitled  to  claim  assislaooe 
from  them  upon  such  questions  as  this. 
I  deny  that  tbe  Courts  of  Law  in  Ire- 
land do  not  require  additional  strength. 
We  have  had  uncertain  utterances,  and 
a  very  uncertain  sound  according  to  the 
particular  audience  which  is  being  ad- 
dressed. Where  it  is  possible  to  appeal 
to  those  general  principles  of  lioerty 
which  are  never  more  respected  than  in 
your  Lordships'  House,  the  appeal  is 
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made  as  if  ths  only  coercion  eyer  exer- 
cised ^as  exercised  by  the  lai7  of  tbe 
]and ;  and  it  is  implied  that  this  is  a 
hypocritical  and  dianonest;  Bill,  not  in- 
tended to  maintain  law  and  protect  the 
innocent  and  industrious,  hut  to  crush 
the  already  oppresasd,  and  to  be  an  in- 
strument of  oppression  in  the  hands  of 
the  more  powerful  over  their  poorer 
neighbonrs.  Is  that  laoguage  which 
any  noble  Lords  will  adopt  ?  If  not,  I 
cannot  help  thinting  that  in  this  Koubo 
we  should  have  had  a  disclaimer  of  such 
language  with  the  indignation  which  it 
19  calculated  to  provoke.  I  say  such 
language  is  calculated  to  inflame  the 
minds  of  ignorant  men,  and  it  ought  not 
to  proceed  from  the  mouths  of  Members 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  The  Act  of  1 BB2 
was  almost  unexampled  iu  its  severity. 
Just  let  me  read  to  your  Lordships  one 
or  two  of  its  piovistons.  I  will  not 
suggest  that  noble  Lords  were  actuated 
by  any  such  motives  as  are  attributed  to 
U9,  for  I  believe  they  were  firmly  re- 
solved to  do  their  duty  as  responsible 
Ministers ;  but  they  knew  they  were  not 
able  to  govern  without  such  powers. 
Among  others  there  was  this  provision 
— that  no  man  in  a  proclaimed  district 
should  be  found  out  of  his  house  after 
sunset ;  if  he  was,  and  did  not  give  a 
satisfactory  account  of  himself,  he  could 
be  sent  to  prleon  by  summary  jurisdic- 
tion. Where  was  the  burning  indigna- 
tion which  is  now  felt  about  creating 
crimes  new  to  the  law  ?  Kot  only  was 
any  man  who  could  not  give  a  satisfac- 
tory account  of  himself  liable  to  be  sent 
to  prison ;  but  there  was  a  suspension  of 
the  jury  laws.  Under  certain  circum- 
stances a  person  could  be  tried  before 
three  Judges  appointed  by  the  Grown. 
Where  again,  I  ask,  is  the  sort  of  tone 
which  we  hear  with  reference  to  this 
comparatively  mild  measure  of  repres- 
sion ?  Is  it  right  for  those  who  brought 
forward  the  legislation  of  1882  now  not 
to  tell  us  where  uur  legislation  is  wrong, 
and  not  to  give  ut  that  assistance  which 
every  political  party  gives  to  its  oppo- 
nents? As  to  the  question  of  trade 
unions,  your  Lordships  should  remem- 
ber that  the  Act  of  1B76,  which  is  an 
Amendment  of  the  Trade  Union  Act, 
and  which  is  called  the  Conspiracy  and 
Froteotion  of  Property  Act,  contemplates 
summary  jurisdiction  and  18  months' 
imprisonment  in  the  case  of  an;  person 


who,  with  the  view  to  oompel— not  whs 
actually  compels,  but  who,  with  the  view 
to  compel— any  other  person  to  abstain 
from  doint  or  to  do  any  act  which  such 
person  had  a  right  to  do  or  abstain  from 
doing,  watches  and  besets  that  person. 
Is  there  any  violence  there,  or  anything 
which  necessarily  inflicts  suffering,  ex- 
cept in  the  way  one  is  familiar  with  in 
trade  unions?  And  yet  it  is  supposed 
that  wheretbe  system  undoubtedly  exists 
in  Ireland,  not  of  "wstching  and  beset- 
ting," but  of  outrages  at  night,  of  pre- 
ventingpeoplefollowingtheir  lawful  avo- 
cations, and  of  refusing  assistauce  to  the 
sick  and  burial  for  the  dead — that  in  such 
a  state  of  things  it  is  not  necessary  for 
the  law  to  intervene.  A  noble  Lord  on 
the  Opposition  side  asked  the  noble 
Lords  on  the  Front  Opposition  Benoh  to 
say  if  they  had  a  policy,  and  if  the 
G-ovemment  are  doing  wrong  how  the 
Qovemment  can  do  right?  I  observe  that 
the  noble  Earl  says  that  they  have  a 
policy  which,  if  adopted,  would  render 
the  Qovernment  policy  unnecessary. 
But  why  do  they  not  tell  us  what  it  is. 
Taunt  after  taunt  has  been  levelled 
against  the  noble  Lords  to  induce  them 
to  tell  us  what  this  policy  is,  but  we  oan 
get  nothing  from  them.  We  are  told 
in  somewhat  doubtful  and  hesitating 
phrases  that  if  the  two  Bills  are  dead 
their  policy  is  alive.  But  the  polipy 
represented  by  those  two  Bills  is  a  case 
of  *'  suspended  animation  "  whichlcan- 
not  comprehend.  Do  noble  Lords  oa 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  really  mean 
to  say  that  there  is  or  is  not  a  state  of 
crime  in  Ireland  justifying  a  Bill  of  this 
sort  ?  Will  they  tell  ua  that  they  think 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  Boycotting,  as 
the  oppression  of  the  subject,  oa  persons 
not  being  able  to  follow  their  lawful 
avocations?  If  they  admit  that  these 
things  exist,  then  I  would  ask  what  is 
to  become  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  the  meantime  ?  Are  the  lawless 
to  be  allowed  to  trample  on  those  who 
are  unable  to  resist,  and  is  the  village 
ruSlan  to  be  the  hero  of  the  situation 
and  do  what  he  pleases  P  Let  us  know 
what  their  proposals  are,  and  what  is 
the  degree  of  coercion  which  they  will 
not  denounce  all  over  the  country  as  an 
improper  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
liberty  of  the  sulnect.  What  liberties 
of  the  subject  will  this  Bill  interfere 
with?      Will  the  noble  Earl  on   ths 
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Front  BsDch  opposite  tell  ua  what 
honest  man  who  wishes  to  obey  the  law 
will  find  his  liberty  in  the  smsllest 
degree  controlled  by  any  part  of  this 
Bill  ?  I  oaoDot  help  thinking  that  an 
effort  has  been  made  to  smother  debate 
on  this  Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House  in 
order  that  it  might  be  said  that  the 
House  would  not  properly  and  fully 
consider  any  reasonable  criticism  that 
might  be  offered,  and  that  your  Lord- 
ships had  not  thought  it  right  to  discuss 
in  a  single  debate  a  measure  which 
deeply  atl'ects  the  liberties  of  the  Irish 
people,  whereas  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  months  bad  been  occupied  in  pass- 
ing it  through.  If  the  debates  on  the 
Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House  hare 
been  scant,  it  is  because  noble  Lards  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  who  are 
the  natural  and  just  critics  of  the  works 
of  the  Qoremment,  have  designedly 
abstained  from  criticizing  the  measure 
here  where  they  can  be  answered,  and 
have  allowed  it  to  be  criticized  on 
public  platforms  where  answers  coutd 
not  be  giren  with  effect,  because  the 
audiences  could  not  understand  them. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  not  risen  to  prolong  the  discus- 
sion, but  merely  to  ssy  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  my  noble  Friend  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  (Earl  Spencer).  My 
noble  Friend  has  certainly  not  heard  me 
say  one  bitter  word  against  him.  I  re- 
spect hitn  too  highly,  and  admire  his 
character  and  his  administration  too 
much  to  allow  me  to  do  so.  But  I  must 
say  that  he  has  no  tight  whatever  to 
complain  of  bitterness  on  the  part  of  the 
TJnionist  Liberals.  The  Liberal  Unionists 
have  been  the  butt  of  the  Leader  of  the 
so-called  Liberal  Party  for  many  months. 
I  point  to  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  as 
having  used  the  most  violent  language 
towards  all  who  have  opposed  him,  and 
especially  towards  Liberal  Unionists.  In 
a  speech  delivered  to  some  Nonconfor- 
mists, he  was  asked  why  it  was  that  this 
Bill  had  passed  by  such  large  majori- 
ties, and  his  answer  was— "It  is  due  to 
servile  support."  Could  more  violent  or 
more  offensive  language  be  used?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  sincere. 
I  do  not  doubt  that  be  believes  every 
word  he  says ;  but  his  mind  ia  passion- 
ately inflamed  on  the  subject,  and  he 
thinks  that  everyone  opposed  to  him 
must  either  be  a  high  Tory  or  have  cor- 
Zord  BiUthury 


rupt  motives,  and  he  points  to  Liberal 
Unioniste  as  the  cause  of  the  liberties  of 
Ireland  being  taken  away.  This  is  utter 
nonsense.  Can  anything  be  more  false? 
I  will  appeal  to  my  noble  Friend  not 
to  discourse  adequate  discussion  on 
this  measure.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  has  referred  to 
the  conspiracy  of  silence  on  the  part  of 
noble  Lords  on  the  Opposition  aide  of 
the  House.  At  all  events,  the  object  of 
those  noble  Lords  ia  not  to  encourage 
adequate  discussion.  I  wish  to  state  to 
the  House  what  has  happened  in  my 
own  case  in  reference  to  this  point.  I 
came  down  to  the  House  on  the  eecond 
reading,  and  the  first  thing  I  beard  was 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  leads  the  Opposition  that 
there  should  be  as  little  discussion  as 

Sossible  on  the  subject,  and  that  the 
ebate  was  to  be  allowed  to  collapae.  I 
confess  I  did  not  believe  it.  But  tho 
moment  I  heard  my  noble  Friend's 
speech  I  saw  the  rumour  was  true.  On 
the  following  evening,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  raised,  my  noble  Friend,  ia  a 
speech  which  seemed  to  be  carefully 
prepared,  said  that  when  he  came  back 
from  dinner  he  broke  his  nose  against 
the  door  of  the  House  coming  in,  ex- 
pecting the  debate  was  being  continued. 
I,  however,  wish  to  direct  your  Lord- 
ships attention  to  what  was  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  (the  £arl  of  Bosebery) 
when  the  debate  was  resumed.  In  the 
courae  of  his  speech,  the  noble  Earl  used 
these  words — 

"  We  oonBidered  that  the  Bill  hod  been  aaffi- 
cientlj  discassed  in  the  other  Houu,  and  vbeo 
it  came  to  tbu  House  we  resolTod,  for  more 
reasons  than  one,  to  conflnaaimelTeslo  aaimpls 
protest  delivered  h;  onr  Leaders  against  tba 
measure  as  it  standi." 

If  I  understand  these  words  aright,  the 
matter  was  clearly  planned.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  there  was  anything 
dishonourable  or  unfair  in  the  manceuvre; 
but  it  was  a  Party  manceuvre  for  some 
Party  purpose.  The  object  was  that 
noble  Lords  should  not  repeat  in  this 
House  those  claptrap  assertions  which 
can  be  made  outside  the  House;  but 
which,  if  made  in  this  House,  would 
meet  immediate  contradiction.  Their 
object  was  that  they  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  state  what  their  policy  waa. 
They  have  no  policy,  except  Iti^  a^tt^ 
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phrase  is.  I  say  that  for  the  OpposittoQ 
not  to  give  anj  iadication  of  their  policy 
JB  not  to  treat  the  country  with  fairnaas 
on  the  greatConstitutionalquestioD.  No 
wonder  my  noble  Friends  hesitate.  Their 
policy  varies  from  day  to  day.  llieir 
policy  varies  with  each  speech  Mr. 
Uladstone  makes.  It  has  been  an- 
nouDced  that  because  we  have  dared 
to  oppose  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's 
new-fangled  Constitution,  which,  the 
moment  it  appeared,  became  the  laugh- 
iug'-Btock  of  the  world,  new  questions 
will  be  raised  upon  un,  and  that  Home 
Bule  will  be  demanded  not  only  for 
Ireland,  but  for  Wales  and  for  Scot- 
land. Wull,  my  Lords,  these  are  in- 
convenient declarations  to  be  made 
here.  I  suppose  we  are  not  worthy  to 
have  Buoh  arguments  addressed  to  us. 
Wa  belong  not  to  the  masses,  but  to 
the  classes.  We  have  some  knowledge 
of  history  and  of  law,  and  are  not  likely 
to  listen  to  proposals  for  upsetting  a 
Constitution  wbioK  has  lasted  more  than 
1,000  years  for  one  devised  by  men 
Bitting  round  a  table  for  three  weeks. 
Last  year,  when  my  right  hon.  Friend 
used  this  phrase  of  the  masses  and  the 
classes,  I  did  not  deny  that  there  ware 
some  questions  on  which  the  masses 
could  be  better  trusted  than  the  classes. 
I  will  mention  slavery  as  an  instance. 
The  people  of  this  country  were  adverse 
to  slavery  before  the  higher  classes,  and 
they  were  also  infavourof  the  American 
Union.  That  also  was  a  popular  in- 
stinct, and  at  that  time  Mr.  Gladstone 
belonged  to  the  classes  and  not  to  the 
masses;  but  there  are  other  questions 
on  which  the  masses  are  noi  equally 
likely  to  be  right.  Pre-eminent  among 
these  must  be  the  question  of  a  new 
Constitution,  the  task  of  framing  which 
can  only  be  undertaken  by  men  of  the 
most  matured  judgment,  of  the  highest 
Bttunments,  by  men  who  have  not  heen 
Party  Leaders,  and  statesmen  in  that 
sense  of  the  word,  but  have  been  com- 
pelled, by  the  exigencies  of  their  fate 
and  the  circumstances  of  the  people  over 
whom  they  have  to  rule,  to  think  deeply 
about  what  powers  can  be  given  to  the 
central  government,  and  what  can  be 
distributed  amonr  the  masses  of  the 
iple.  A  more  difficult  duty  can  never 
undertaken  by  the  human  mind.  No 
^t,  men  of  the  classes  have  their  own 
*%nB  and  their  faults.    Leaders 
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of  political  Parties  in  this  country  aro 
not  free  from  their  own  special  lempta ' 
tions.  My  right  hon.  Friend  belongs  to 
one  of  these  classes.  He  belongs  to  the 
class  of  the  Party  Leader,  and  what  is 
one  of  the  temptations  of  the  Party 
Leader?  He  bates,  he  dislikes  inde- 
pendent truth.  He  discourages  it.  He 
denounces  it.  Hare  we  not  an  example 
of  this  in  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  Hon- 
comes  he  to  denounce  Judge  O'Brien  ? 
Because  Judge  O'Brien  is  a  man  inde- 
pendent of  Party,  and  speaks  the  truth, 
without  regard  to  Party.  Nothing  can 
he  more  painful  to  the  Party  Leader 
who  submits  to  the  temptation  of  his 
class  than  to  deal  with  such  a  man  as 
that.  I  deny  that  Judge  O'Brien's 
charge  was  a  moral  essay,  or  a  philan- 
thropic essay,  or  a  sermon,  or  any  other 
opprobrious  term  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  may  have  chosen  to  apply  to  it. 
Judge  O'Brien  was  talking  of  the  state 
of  crime  in  his  own  circuit,  and  was 
stating  what  everybody  knew  to  be  the 
truth — that  men  on  that  particular  cir- 
cuit are  under  such  terrorism  that  they 
cannot  go  into  the  Courts  of  Justice.  I 
say  that  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Spencer) 
has  no  right  to  complain  of  any  language 
which  we  have  heard.  He  and  his  col- 
leagues on  this  Bench  may  make  any 
plan  they  like  for  procuring  silence. 
Silence  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  have. 
At  every  meeting,  on  every  platform, 
and  in  every  portion  of  the  publio  Press 
we  shall  follow  their  example.  Wo 
shall  not  allow  the  Constitution  of  this 
country  to  be  destroyed  and  the  Hept- 
archy to  be  restored  in  a  moment  of  folly 
and 'confusion  without  a  thorough  de- 
fence of  the  old  Constitution  which  we 
see  in  danger. 

Earl  Obaitville  and  Lord  Dibmuah 
rising  together: — > 

Moved,  "That  the  Earl  Cranville  be 
now  heard," — {TA*MarqutuofS<flitbMry.) 

Motion  agretd  to. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
was  very  glad  when  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  got  up 
and  spoke.  I  was  rather  disposed  to 
believethatitwasintended  that  the  debate 
should  be  carried  on  exclusively  upon 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House.  Noble 
Lords  who  though  Liberal,  disagree 
with  us  on  this  question,  seemed  to 
assume  that  it  was  the  business  of  the 
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two  seotioDB  of  the  Liberal  Fattj  to 
undertake  the  whole  debate — that  it  is 
mj  duty  and  the  duty  of  the  three  or 
four  Doble  Lords  sitting  near  me  to 
declare  our  own  policy  in  every  poesible 
way  and  to  attack  the  Government, 
and  that  it  Ib  the  busineBS  of  them- 
selves  to  defend  it.  We  have  been 
told  that  I  advised  a  eyetem  of  silence 
in  this  House.  I  did  no  such  thing. 
I  defy  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
to  show  anything  of  the  sort.  What 
I  did  eay  waa  this.  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  state  very  early  that  we 
meant  to  confine  our  action  to  a  protest 
—that  we  did  not  mean  to  provide,  and 
that  ve  did  not  intend  to  propose, 
Amendments.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said—"  You  are  very  wrong  in 
proposing  Amendments."  Thisisavery 
extraordinary  proceeding,  that  it  should 
be  only  in  the  debate  on  the  third  read- 
ing that  the  Qovemment  should  give  the 
fllightest  intimation  that  they  would  be 
willing  to  accept  any  Amendment.  I 
entirely  agree  with  what  fell  from  my 
noble  Friend  the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland 
(Elarl  Spencer).  As  to  the  speech  which 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
has  made,  I  will  ask  the  House  to  bear 
with  me  while  I  tell  a  story  of  between 
30  and  40  years  ago.  At  that  time  the 
noble  Duke  was  supposed  to  be  a  great 
enemy  of  the  Conservative  Patty,  and  a 
rumour  was  spread  that  he  was  going  to 
make  a  crushing  attack  upon  the  Tate 
£arl  of  Derby.  There  was  great  excite- 
ment, and  we  all  came  down  to  this 
House  and  beard  a  maguificent  speech 
from  the  noble  Duke.  We  were  equally 
curious  to  know  what  the  Earl  of  Derby 
thought  of  it,  but  the  noble  Karl  unfor- 
tunately condensed  his  reply  into  the 
answer  which  was  given  by  a  navvy  who, 
when  asked  why  he  allowed  his  wife  to 
beat  him  so,  said — "  Well,  it  amuses 
her  and  it  does  not  hurt  me."  Al- 
though I  hare  not  the  physical  strength 
of  a  navvy,  or  the  intellectual  power  of 
the  late  Lord  Derby,  I  am  much 
in  the  same  position  in  reference  to 
my  nobltt  Fnend's  speech,  but  whe- 
ther it  is  attributable  to  my  obtuseness 
of  understanding  or  to  the  thickness  of 
m^  skin  I  really  do  not  feel  it.  Not- 
withstanding the  vigour  of  a  personal 
onslaught  of  which  he  does  not  appear 
to  be  aware,  I  am  convinced  that  my 
noble  Friend  is  one  of  the  best  of  per- 
£arl  £lraneith  ' 


Bonal  friends  and  one  of  the  most  tender- 
hearted of  men.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Selborne)  has  been 
a  little  hard  upon  us.  The  noble  £arl 
behind  me  (the  £arl  of  Oamperdown)  baa 
pointed  out  tbatwe have onlyoue lawyer 
in  this  House  on  our  side.  It  is  unfor- 
tunate that  that  lawyer  (Lord  Herschelt) 
is  unavoidably  prevented  from  being 
here  to-day.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Selbome)  came  down 
last  Thursday  to  make  a  speech  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  he  was 
prevented  from  delivering  it ;  and  al- 
though there  were  discussions  in  Com- 
mittee on  Friday,  he  kept  back  hisspeech 
tili  to-night.  With  regard  to  some  of 
his  criticisms,  I  wish  to  ask  him  what  he 
thinks  his  Leader  (Lord  Hartlngton) 
meant  when  he  said  that  there  were  new 
offences  created  by  the  Bill  7  The  noble 
Duke  hardly  ever  delivers  a  speech 
without  making  some  personal  remark 
against  Mr.  Gladstone. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL :  Political. 

£abl  GRANVILLE :  Some  personal 
remark.  Now,  although  Mr.  Gladstone 
may  sometimes  think  very  strongly  in 
regard  to  the  measures  and  the  policy 
of  his  adversaries,  it  appears  to  me  that 
he  has  during  the  last  year  carefully 
abstained  from  making  personal  attacks 
on  his  opponents.  In  regard  to  what 
has  been  stated  as  to  there  being  a 
settled  plan  on  our  part  to  hare  no  debate 
on  the  second  reading,  as  far  as  I  am 
coDcemed  I  repudiate  the  charge.  I 
honestly  assure  your  Lordships  that  I 
was  entirely  taken  by  surprise  when  on 
coming  back  to  the  House  I  found  the 
doors  closed  againtt  my  return.  I 
utterly  refuse  to  accept  the  propoaitioQ 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  we  are 
bound  to  produce  our  policy.  It  is 
well-known  that  our  policy  is  founded 
upon  those  general  prirciples  which 
were  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
though  OS  to  the  modification  and 
details  which  may  be  necessary,  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  (the  Earl  of 
Selbome)  admitted  that  we  are  not 
bound  to  go  into  them.  But  be- 
cause we  cannot  go  into  details  and 
modifications  of  a  possible  policy  we 
ought  not  to  be  accused  of  wishing  to 
smother  all  debate  on  the  Bill  in  this 
House. 

The  Marquess  of  SALisDDRy  and  Lord 
DusuiS  rising  together, 


>v  Google 


Criminal Zau>  {Jdlt  18,  1887}    Amtndmnt  {Xreland)  StU.   IU2 


1 


Movti,  "  That  tlie  Harqams  of  Salis- 
bury be  now  heard." — (TA*  £arl  Ortm- 

Motion  egrtei  to. 

The  prime  MINISTER  add  SE- 
CEBTARY  OF  STATE  fok  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS(TbeMarques8ofSALi8BUHY): 
My  Lords,  I  riee  with  some  anxiety  to 
makeafew  obeervatione,  becaueelheard 
justnowthesonndof  that  bell  whichringa 
80  pleaeantly  in  the  ears  of  nobl«  Lords 
opposite  and  indicates  to  them  that  the 
dinner  hour  has  approaahed.  loan  only 
hope  that  their  digestion  will  not  be 
impaired  if  I  detain  tbem  for  a  few 
minutes  while  I  venture  to  point  out 
that  noble  Lords  are  not  quite  so  unrea- 
sonable as  the  noble  Earl  thinks  us  in 
desiring  to  hear  the  opinions  of  noble 
Lords  opposite  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  I  understood  the  other  night 
that  the  noble  Earl's  Friends  did  not 
intend  to  take  part  in  this  debate. 
Had  that  intention  been  carried 
out,  I  confess  that  I  should  hare  re- 
garded it  as  a  great  misfortune,  and  I 
think  it  would  hardly  have  tended  to 
the  credit  of  this  House.  They  have 
however,  only  partly  repaired  the  evil. 
It  would  have  been  said  that  in  the 
House  where  there  was  only  one  man 
with  any  Irish  experience — namely,  Mr. 
Morley — who  conld  only  speak  with  a 
fitful  experience  of  a  few  months 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  Mr.Campbell- 
Bannerman. 

The  Maboukbs  or  SALISBURY :  Mr. 
Gampbell-Bannennan  had  scarcely  more. 
It  would  hare  been  said  that  in  that 
House  the  Bill  was  discussed  with 
great  volubility ;  but  in  this  House, 
where  we  have  several  Irish  Vice- 
roys, it  was  passed  in  absolute  silence. 
Then,  there  is  a  disticguished  Liberal 
lawyer  in  this  House  (Lord  Herschell), 
but  we  have  had  no  repetition,  no 
dissent  from  him  of  the  positive  legal 
assertions  which  have  been  made  by 
the  supporters  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  effect  and  bearing  of  the 
Bill.  Those  assertions  have  been  re- 
peated outside  the  walls  of  Parliament 
before  multitudes,  and  I  should  have 
liked  to  hear  an  answer  from  the  most 
distinguished  lawyer  in  the  Liberal 
■^-■rty.  I  admit  that  under  ordinaty 
'mstanoes  we  have  no  right  to  oaU 
••e  Opposition  for  an  alternative 
it  look  at  theunexampled  poei- 
"■'»e  Opposition  has  occupied 


during  tbe  discussion  of  this  Crimes 
Bill !  I  believe  there  is  no  precedent 
for  an  Opposition  refusing  increased 
powers  to  the  Executive  when  the  Execu- 
tive declare  that  it  is  necessary  that 
they  should  have  them,  save  with  this 
one  exception — where  the  Opposition 
is  prepared  to  challenge  the  tenure  of 
Office  by  those  who  hold  it,  and  sees  its 
way  to  carry  that  challenge  into  efl'ect. 
Undoubtedly  in  the  well-known  case  of 
Lord  George  Bentinck  powers  were 
refused,  but  they  were  refused  by  the 
same  action  and  the  same  vote  which 
dismissed  the  Government  from  Office. 
When 'an  Opposition,  without  seeing 
any  probability  of  defeating  a  measure, 
yet  continues  a  long,  turbulent,  rancor- 
ous, and  obstructive  oppisition  to  the 
demands  for  greater  powers  for  the 
Executive,  it  at  least  invests  us  with  a 
title  to  ask,  "What  is  the  alternative 
policy  you  would  propose  for  this 
policy  ?  "  My  Lords,  so  much  has  been 
said  of  the  Bill  and  said  by  such  dis- 
tinguished men  that  there  is  very  little 
left  for  me  to  say,  and  I  shall  not  detain 
you  long.  I  will  only  congratulate  my- 
self  with  the  hope  that  the  fiction  of  there 
being  any  new  crime  invented  by  this 
Bill  nas  been  laid  at  last  and  for  ever, 
and  I  trust  we  shall  not  hear  of  it  again 
from  any  speaker  who  wishes  to  retain 
his  self-respect.  We  have  now  the 
highest  legal  authority  for  what  I  should 
have  thought  was  absolutely  ctearto  any 
reader,  whether  endowed  with  learning 
or  not.  But  the  attempt  to  raise  a 
public  opinion  against  tlus  Bill  has 
been  conducted  by  methods  of  such 
extravagance  that  they  have  been  rarely 
met  with  in  our  political  history ;  and 
the  extent  to  which  the  aid  of  imagi- 
nation and  inventionhave  been  invoked, 
and  to  which  the  charges  brought 
against  the  Bill,  though  absolutely 
destitute  of  any  plausible  foundation  in 
fact,  have  been  repeated  from  one  plat* 
form  to  another,  has,  I  think,  very 
rarely  been  equalled.  I  heard  with 
some  surprise  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Bosebery),  who  is  not  now 
in  his  place,  tell  us  that  we  were  trying 
to  govern  by  a  stage  of  siege.  I  wonder 
if  the  noble  Earl  had  any  idea,  when  he 
used  the  expression,  what  a  stage  of 
siege  means. 

Eakl  SPENOEE:  As  my  noble 
Friend  is  not  here  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  speak  for  him.  When  he 
mode  use  of  that   ezpressiou,    he  wai 
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rsoommeiids.  The  noble  Earl  dvelt  mth 
great  energy  od  the  desperate  position 
we  are  in,  and  he  has  sereral  grounds 
of  unequal  force  lor  the  picture  he 
drew.  One  vas  that  we  have  promoted 
Sir  Eobart  Hamilton,  who  was  a 
Home  Huler.  Another  was  that  he 
traced  certain  inconsistency  in  the 
policy  I  have  frequently  adrocated 
in  this  House  ;  but  I  am  rather  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Earl  is  not 
afraid  to  fling  the  word  "inconsistency" 
at  his  political  opponents.  My  Lords, 
our  chances  of  carrying  out  the  task  we 
hare  undertaken  will  depend  on  matters 
much  more  considerable  than  the  merits 
of  any  particular  officer  or  the  consis- 
tenoy  oi  any  particular  Minister.  I 
have  no  doubt  we  hare  a  difficult  task 
before  us;  but,  as  I  have  always  said, 
the  difficulty  is  here.  If  Eagland  means 
this  work  to  be  done,  it  can  be  done,  and 
done  with  ease.  "If  England  to  her- 
self do  prove  but  true,"  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  polijy  she  has  approved,  and 
which  has  the  approval  of  the  majority 
of  the  Hepresentatives  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  can  be  easily  carried  out. 
If  they  adhere  with  coneistency  to  the 
views  they  have  adopted,  and  determine 
that  that  policy  shall  succeed,  it  will 
succeed ;  and  our  duty,  at  all  events,  is 
steadily  to  take  all  the  steps  that  are 
necessary  to  lead  to  that  auccesa— to  ask 
Parliament  to  consent  to  all  measures, 
whether  of  relief  or  of  criminal  pro- 
vision, which  are  required  for  that  great 
task,  and,  whether  we  succeed  or  fail,  to 
trust  to  God  for  the  issue. 

The  Eakl  of  WEMT8S  said,  he 
heartily  supported  the  Bill.  He  should 
not  have  taken  part  in  the  debate  were 
it  not  that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Bosebery)  had  referred  to  him  the 
other  night  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
He  had  said  "the  noble  Earl  on  the 
Gross  Benches  tosses  his  head."  Yes ; 
the  noble  Earl  in  question  did  toss 
his  head,  and  would  toll  his  nobis 
Friend  the  reason  why.  He  tossed  his 
head  when  the  noble  Earl  favoured  their 
Lordships  with  the  alliteration  which  he 
had  first  used  in  the  Provinces,  and  out 
of  which  he  was  endeavouring  to  make 
political  capital.  "  I  am  for  conciliation ; 
you  are  for  coercion."  Now,  what 
was  this  alliteration  intended  for  but  to 


quoting  from  Lord  Carnarvon,  the  noble 
Marquess's  own  Viceroy. 

The  Mabouess  ov  SALISBURY :  It 
does  sot  follow  that  because  Lord  Car- 
narvonmadeuseof  itonanotheroccasion, 
vith  a  general  application,  that  therefore 
the  observation  was  a  ri  gh  t  one  to  apply  to 
this  particular  Bill — this  particular  Bill 
in  which  six  months'  imprisonment  is 
the  highest  penalty  inflicted,  and  which 
creates  no  new  crime,  and  which  falls 
very  far  short  in  severity  of  the  measure 
which  Lord  Bosebery'a  Party  passed 
four  years  ago.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
that  the  effect  of  these  debates  will 
be  to  show  the  people  and  the  country 
that  this  is  not  a  coercive  Bill ;  it  is  a 
liberating  Bill.  Of  course,  where  there 
ia  an  oppressor  there  must  be  a  victim, 
and  you  cannot  liberate  the  victim  with- 
out coercing  the  oppressor ;  and  in  that 
sense  the  measure  is  a  coercive  measure. 
But  this  Bill  is  directed  against  crime, 
with  which  none  can  sympathize.  It  is 
directed  to  liberate  people  whose  suffer- 
ings are  increasing  with  each  succeeding 
month.  The  people  of  Ireland  are  not 
free ;  they  are  not  free  to  purchase,  to 
let,  to  sell ;  they  are  not  free  to  hire  or 
to  follow  the  ordinary  avocations  of  life ; 
but  they  live  under  a  tyranny,  and  we 
have  proposed  this  measure  in  order  to 
strike  that  tyranny  to  the  ground.  And 
what  does  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  the 
late  Yiceroy,  tell  us?  He  tells  us  that 
we  shall  never  in  that  way  win  the 
affections  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Does 
he  mean  that  we  shall  win  the  affections 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  by  allowing  the 
oppressor  to  have  his  way  7  Will  it  win 
the  affections  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
allow  men  to  prevent  them  from  pursuing 
their  avocations  in  peace,  and  from  exer- 
cising their  natural  liberty  and  follow- 
ing their  own  ways  as  they  wish  ?  The 
noble  Earl  did  not  give  us  a  hint  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  conciliation  which 
he  recommends  is  to  relieve  the  Irish 
people  from  the  evils  under  which  they 
suffer.  Conciliation  can  only  take  the 
form  of  new  political  institutions  which, 
if  they  were  set  up,  could  not  act  except 
by  enforcing  the  Criminal  Law ;  and 
when  the  noble  Earl  asks  us  to  win  the 
affections  of  the  pemtle  of  Ireland  by 
allowing  law  to  be  despised,  and  order 
to  fall  into  confusion,  and  men's  liberty 


to  be  trampled  under  foot,  he  asks  us  to 

apply  methods  which  never  in  the  history    the  unwary  electoral  woodcock 

of  mankind  have  attained  the  end  he    (the  Earl  of  Wemyes)  hoped  it  would 


cozen  constituencies  and  set  springes  for 
ick!  Bui 


l^art  Spinctr 
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not  be  forgotten  tliat  the  oonciliatioD 
his  noble  Friend  advocated  was  the 
coDciliation  of  oonspiratorB,  and  the 
ooercion  he  deprecated  was  the  coercion 
of  criminals.  He  (the  Earl  of  Wemyea) 
readily  supported  the  Bill. 

Motion   agreed  to ;    Bill  read  3'    ac- 
cordingly, and  poited. 

House  adjaumed  at  half-o^t  Eight  o'clock, 
till  To-morroir,  a  quartar 

•naa*  Tan  jOaIiuiIt 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  \%th  JuU/,  1687. 


MINUTES.]— ScpFLT—ninufiffnd  in  Conmiltet 

— Navt  Eitimatib,  Votes  6  to  9. 
Seiotutieni  [July  1 6]  rtportti. 
Pkiyatb   Bill   {bv    Order)- Third   Stading'—- 

Potter's  PaCeDt,*  oaApaittd. 
Public  Bills— imiw  —  I'echoical  Ingtruction, 

dtbatt  adjmrned. 
Ordered  —  Fint   Reeding  —  Labourers'  AUot- 

mente    [329] ;    Poor   Law  Settlement   and 

Eemoyal*[330]. 
Be-eotnm.  —  Commillee^  Jtepart  —  Contidered  a 

amended —  TAird  Reading —  Criminal    Lai 

(Scotland)    Procedure    (No.   2)    [196],   and 

TAird  Seading— Track  [299],  and  patud. 
IFilAdiawH  —  Agrionltaral    Tenanta    Relief* 
[133];  Vagrant  Act  Am0Ddment*[19'.s]. 

QUESTIONS. 


INLAND  NAVIQATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)  —  THE   SHANNON  :    THE 


Mb.  TTTITE  (Weatmeath,  N.)  asked 
tho  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Go7emment  to  lower 
the  water  level  of  the  Biver  Shanoon 
by  tvo  feet,  as  reoommended  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Irish  Public 
Works ;  and,  whether,  in  connection 
with  the  projected  drainage  works  on 
the  Shannon,  the  QoTemment  propose 
to  include  the  drainage  of  the  Valley  of 
the  Brosna ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  Keces- 
aary  alterations  be  made  at  the  regula- 
tion weir  at  the  southern  extremity  of 
Lough  Ennell,  on  the  Upper  Brosna, 
and  tho  river  deepened  between  that 

Sroint  and  Ballinagore,  in  order  that  the 
evel  of  the  lake  may  bo  lowered,  and 
the  drainage  of  an  extensive  district  in 
the  County  of  W^stnieath  provided  for  l 


The  CHIEF  SEOfiETAEY  {Mr. 
A.  J,  Balpouk)  (Manchester,  E.J  in 
reply,  said,  the  water  level  o!  the 
Biver  Shannon  could  not  be  lowered 
without  legislation,  and  legislation  on 
the  Bubjeot  was  not  intended.  The 
Government  did  not  propose  to  include 
tho  drainage  of  the  Valley  of  the 
Briver  Brosna  in  connection  with  the 
projected  drainage  works  on  the  Shan- 
non, the  works  in  contemplation  being 
of  a  more  general  character. 

LICENSING  LAWS-OCCASIONAL  LI. 
CENCES-MINSTER  BRANCH  OF  THE 
ISLE  OF  THANET  CONSERVATIVE 
ASSOCIATION. 

Ma.MUNEO  FERGUSON  (Leith,  &c.) 
(for  Mr.  Suhuxbb)  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  fbr  the  Home  De- 

Eartment,  Whether  his  attention  has 
een  called  to  the  fact  that,  on  the  29th 
of  June,  a  meeting  of  the  Minster 
branch  of  the  Isle  of  Thanet  Conserva- 
tive Association  wan  held  in  the  Malt 
,  House,  Minster  ;  that  a  neighbouring 
I  innkeeper  obtained  an  occasional  licence 
I  for  the  Malt  House,  which  licence,  ac- 
cording to  law,  expired  at  10  o'clock; 
that  the  "  meeting  was  what  is  called 
a  "smoking concert,"  with  drink;  that, 
on  a  sergeant  of  police  entering  the 
meeting  at  half-past  10  and  informing 
the  chairman  that  no  more  drink  could 
be  sold,  the  chairman  promptly  left  the 
chair,  but  that  a  locu  farmer  invited 
those  present  to  become  his  guests,  and 
drink  was  then  given  away  to  the  com- 
pany, wbo  remained  to  a  veiylate  hour; 
and,  whether  the  police  Till  be  instructed 
to  prosecute  those  concerned  in  such 
evasion  of  the  law ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
state  on  what  grounds  P 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.):  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  Chief  Con- 
stable on  this  matter,  from  which  it  does 
not  appear  that  after  the  sergeant  en- 
tered the  meeting  a  local  farmer  invited 
those  present  to  become  his  guests,  or 
that  drink  was  given  away  to  the  com- 
pany. The  Superintendent  of  Police 
states  that  when  ho  gave  orders  that  no 
more  drink  should  be  sold  a  large  num- 
ber of  gentlemen  left  the  building ;  but 
about  80  remained  till  12  o'clock.  The 
Chief  Constable  informs  me  that  a  pro- 
secution will  be  ordered  by  him  as  soon 
as  he  is  in  official  possession  of  the  facts 
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of  the  case,  and  if  he  finds  thtt  sn 
offence  agaiost  the  Licensing  Acts  haa 
beea  oominitted. 

COMMISBIONEKB  OP  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELASD)— TEACHERS  OP 
MODEL  SCHOOLS— EESHLTS  FEES. 

8iK  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the 
year  1875,  the  teachcTB  of  model  schoola 
in  Ireland  were  allowed  to  participate 
in  the  sum  placed  by  the  Oovemment  at 
the  dlBpoBAl  of  the  National  Educational 
Commissioners  for  paying  resultB  fees 
to  the  teachers  of  National  Schools,  and 
in  1878  £4  per  annum  was  added  to  the 
salary  of  each  asBietant ;  whether  the 
reaulta  fees  and  this  increase  of  salary 
vere  granted  on  the  condition  that  one- 
third  of  the  pupils'  Bohool  feea  should  be 
paid  into  the  Treasury,  and  that  this 
proportion  should  nerer  be  less  than 
£3,000;  whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
amalgamation  effected  by  the  Oommia- 
sioners  of  the  diSereat  departments  in 
some  of  the  smaller  model  schools,  and 
the  reduction  in  the  number  of  monitors 
and  pDpil  teachers  in  others,  the  pay- 
ment to  the  Treasury  for  the  year  end- 
ing 3Ut  Uarch,  I88T,  fell  short  of  the 
£2,000  by  only  £160 ;  whether  the  Com- 
missioners have  consequently  deducted 
20  percent  from  the  proportion  of  pupils' 
fees  due  to  the  teachers  for  the  quarter 
ending  Slst  March,  1887,  and  £4  per 
annum  from  the  salary  of  each  assistant ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  inter- 
fere to  prevent  bo  large  an  encroach- 
ment on  the  small  emoluments  of  the 
teachers  ? 

The  chief  SECEETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Baltoub)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  statements  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  Question  were  correct. 
The  school  fees  payable  at  the  present 
rate  for  the  last  financial  year  fell  short 
of  the  £2,000  by£160.  This  deficiency 
was  owing  to  the  decrease  in  the  number 
of  pupils.  The  effect,  however,  finan- 
cially was  favourable  inatead  of  un- 
favourable to  the  teachers,  aa  the  feea 
were  divided  among  a  smaller  number. 

WAE   OFFICE— GOVEHMMEKT    CON- 
TEACTS  —  OFFICIALS    INTEHESTED 
IN  CONTKACTING  FIIIMS. 
Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,   Whether 
ifr.  ifatHmei 


any,  andwhat.negotiationshavereoently 
been  drawn  up  with  referenoa  to  the 
practice  of  officials  holding  shares,  or 
being  otherwise  interested,  in  firms  or 
Companies  which  contract  with  the  Qo- 
vemroent;  and,  whether  steps  have 
been,  or  will  be,  taken  to  prevent 
officers  or  officials  of  high  position  con- 
nected with  the  Ordnance  and  other 
Departments  from  joining  such  firms  or 
Companies  upon  their  retirement  from 
the  service  of  the  Department  with 
which  those  firms  hare  undertaken  con- 
tracts P 

The  SECfBETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.Stashofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
A  regulation  has  lately  been  promul- 
gated declaring  that  any  official  of  the 
War  Department  who  purchases  or  holds 
shares  in  a  firm  or  Company  which  oon- 
tracta  with  the  Department  thereby  ren- 
ders himself  disqualified  for  the  reten- 
tion of  his  appointment.  As  regards 
retired  officials,  I  have  no  control  over 
their  proceedings,  and  no  power  to  inter- 
fere with  them  in  any  employment  thej 
may  undertake. 

Mr.  BANBURY  inquired,  whether 
officials  could  not  be  made  to  undertake, 
on  entering  the  service  of  the  Oovers- 
meat,  not  at  any  future  time  to  connect 
themselves  with  firms  which  contracted 
with  the  Oovemment  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  think  it  would 
be  unfair  that  a  man  who  has  acquired 
special  knowledge  should  be  debarred 
from  making  use  of  it  on  his  leavingthe 
Service. 

WAB    OFFICE    (OBDNANCE    DEPART- 
MENT) -  THE    "BOXEB"  UARTINI- 
HENRY  CABTBIDaE. 
Mr.  MAOLURE  (LanoaBhire,   S.E., 
Strotford)   (for  Sir  Edward  Watkiu) 
(Hythe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,   Whether,  notwithstanding  pro- 
misee to  the  contrary,  the  War  Depart- 
ment     are    having    manufactured   the 
"  Boxer  "  Martini-  Henry  cartridge,  and 
no  other,  at  the  present  time ;  and,  whe- 
ther large  quantities  are  under  order  f 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcotb)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said:  "Rolled"  Martini- 
Henry  cartridges  are  in  course  of  manu- 
facture for  practice  purposes.  No  under- 
taking was  given  not  to  manufacture 
these  cartridges.  On  the  ooatrary,  I 
expressly  stated,  on  the  24th of  February 
last,  that  there  was  no  reasop  to  stop 
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costs ;  whether  he  can  state  how  the  costs 
in  each  case  were  made  np;  whether 
Mr.  Tyrrell  received  any  of  the  costs  as 
expenses  for  driving  his  own  oonveyaDoe 
from  his  residence  to  the  Court-hoase, 
which  is  only  five  miles  from  his  dwell- 
ing; whether  Mr.  Tyrrell  served  both 
summonses  himself ;  and,  whether  any 
person  except  the  duly  appointed  sam- 
moQS  server  for  the  district  can  legally 
serve  a  Petty  Sessions  summons  wiUiout 
an  order  from  a  magistrate  1 

Ths  chief  SEORETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.)>  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  both  sam- 
monsea  wore  served  by  Mr.  Tyrrell, 
agent  for  the  plaintiff,  there  being  no 
summons  server  for  the  district.  Mr. 
Tyrrell  was  speoially  authorized  in 
writing  to  do  BO  by  the  magistrates. 
Killeo  was  fined  It.,  with  lOj.  %d.  costs, 
and  Widow  Monroe  1«.  6i.  and  20f. 
costs.  No  solicitors  were  employed  by 
either  party  in  either  case.  He  could  not 
say  how  far  Mr.  Tyrrell  resided  from  the 
Court-house,  or  whether  he  drove  bis 
own  vehicle.  The  cases  ooonpied  three 
days  in  adjudication.  The  coats  were 
awarded  in  each  case  in  accordance  with 
the  facts  proved. 

EGYPT  —  SIB     HENEY      DRUMMOND 

WOLFF'S    MISSION— COST    OF    THE 

ORDINAHT  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE  IN 

EGYPT  AND  CONST ANTINOP LB. 

Mb.  OBEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 

ston)    asked  the  Under    Secretary  of 

State  for  foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 

can  state  the  total  coat  of  the  ordinary 

Diplomatic   Service  in   E^ypt  and  at 

Constantinople  since  the  time  when  Sir 

Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  eztraordinaiy 

Mission  commenced ;    whether  he  can 

further  state  the  total  cost  of  Sir  Henry 

Dntmmond  Wolff's  Mission  &om   the 

period  of  his  appointment  to  the  preeent 

date ;  and,  why  the  ordinary  Diplomatic 

Servants  of  the  Grown  were  not  employed 

to  perform  the  services  with  whioh  Sir 

Henry    Drammond     Wolff    has    been 


the  making  of  these  cartridges  for  other 
than  field  service,  as  they  were  efiicient 
for  practice,  and  their  use  was  distinctly 
economical.  Solid  drawn  cartridges  are 
manufactured  for  service  in  the  field. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)-THE  FRENCH 

FLAG   IN   BADIBOO,  ON  THE  RIVER 

GAMBIA. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTH  (Manchester, 
N.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the 
French  fiag  is  still  flying  in  fiadiboo 
territory  on  the  bank  of  the  British 
River  Gambia,  and  whether  French 
officers  are  exercising  any  jurisdiction 
there ;  and,  whether  any  reply  has  been 
received  from  the  French  Government 
to  representations  made  by  Her  Ma-  I 
jeaty's  Qoverament  on  the  aubject ;  and 
it  it  can  be  communicated  to  the  House 
without  detriment  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice? 

The  under  SECRETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) ;  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  informed  that  the  French 
flag  was  hoisted  in  May  last;  but 
information  has  been  received  whether 
it  is  still  flying.  It  is  believed  that  no 
attempt  has  been  made  by  French 
officers  to  exercise  jurisdiction.  Friendly 
communications  have  passed  with  the 
French  Government  on  this  subject. 
Both  Governments  are  inquiring  as  to 
the  facts ;  and  in  the  present  stage  of 
the  affair  no  Papers  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

LAW    AND  JUSTICE    {IRELAND)-MR. 

WILLIAM    TYRRELL,    OF     BALLIN- 

DEERT,  CO.  EILDARE. 

Mb.  GAREW  (Eildare,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  be  can  state  if  Mr. 
William  Tyrrell,  J.P.,  of  Ballinderry, 
GouD^  Kildare,  served  a  summons  on 
Mr.  Thomas  Killen,  of  Cardenetown, 
County  Meath,  for  trespass  of  a  horse 
on  a  farm  from  which  Mr.  Killea  was 
evicted,  and  more  recently,  on  Widow 
Monroe,  of  Golehill,  for  a  similar  tres- 
pass on  the  same  farm ;  whether  the 
oases  were  heard  by  Major  Traill,  R.M.; 

""'ether,  notwithstanding  the  evidence 

^1w  farm  is  unprotected   and   un- 

^C|ior  Traill  imposed  on  Killen 

'U.  and  10«.  costs,  and  on 

'vfioeof  1*.  M.  and20(. 


The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  FEBarssoir)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  salary  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Constantinople 
is  at  the  rate  of  £6,000  a-year,  and  that 
of  Her  Majesty's  Agent  In  Egvpt  £5,000 
a-year.  These  rates  have  been  paid 
during  Sir  Henry  Draramond  Wolff'a 
SpeoiM  Mission — namely,|&om  August?, 
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188S.  The  ordinal;  Diplomatio  Tnnior 
Staff  aX  tlie  Embasa;  at  Constantinople 
nambered  nine  persooB,  whose  ealanes 
ranged  from  £1,000  to  £100  a-^ear^ 
and  in  Hgjpt  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  is 
assisted  by  four  Junior  Diplomatio 
officers,  wboas  salaries  range  from  £420 
to  £100  a-year.  I  bave  twice  already 
stated,  in  reply  to  Questions,  tbat  tbe 
total  cost  of  tbe  Special  Mission  up  to 
the  30th  of  June  is  £27,300  approxi- 
mately. The  reasons  why  tbe  ordinary 
Diplomatio  servants  of  the  Crows  ware 
not  employed  to  perform  these  services 
have  been  frequently  stated.  The  Chan- 
celior  of  tbe  Exchequer  (Sir  Uiobael 
Hioks- Beach)  on  July  2S,  1885,  informed 
the  House  that  Sir  Henry  Brummond 
Wolff  was  ajieoiaUy  accredited  to  His 
Imperial  Majesty  the  Sultan  with  refer- 
ence to  tbe  affairs  of  Egypt.  He  was 
thus  able,  first,  to  confer  with  the  Porte, 
with  whom  he  arranged  tbe  Convention 
of  October,  1885,  then  to  act  witb  the 
Turkish  Imperial  Oommisaioner  in 
Egypt  in  examining  npon  the  spot  tho 
measures  nscessaiy  for  reforms  and 
future  security  in  that  country,  and 
finally  to  negotiate  with  the  Forte  the 
ulterior  Convention  witb  a  view  to  carry 
out  those  reforms.  It  appeared  to  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemmsnt  that  advantage 
would  attend  the  transaction  of  these 
affairs  by  the  same  individual  rather 
tban  by  Sir  Edward  Tbomton  and  by 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  separately ;  and, 
although  negotiations  bad  not  resulted 
in  the  ratification  of  the  Convention, 
Her  Majesty's  Go  vemment  are  of  opinion 
that  tbe  course  pursued  was  judicious, 
and  that  the  performance  of  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  of  the  duties  which 
have  been  assigned  to  him  in  Egypt  and 
at  Constantinople  will  be  found  to  have 
been  beneficial  to  tbe  interests  of  this 
country. 

METROPOLITAN    COMUON8-T00TING 

BEC    COMMON. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 

asked  tbe  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 

Whether  he  is  aware  tbat  it  is  proposed 

to  interfere  with  tbe  right  of  the  inhabit 

tants  of  Balbam  and  Tooting  to  the  &ee 

nse  of  Tooting  Bee  Common  for  the  pur- 

|K)ses  of  riding,  as  enjoyed  from  time 

immemorial;  whether  he  is  aware  it  is 

intended  to  expend  a  large  amount  of 

the  ratepayers'  money  in  making  a  fixed 

ride ;  and,  whether  be  will  take  steps  to 

Sir  Jamts  Fergutton 


prevent  such  interference  with  ancient 
public  rights  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  (wbo 
replied]  said  :  Tbat  no  recommendation 
had  yet  been  made  for  any  alteration  of 
the  by-laws  regarding  the  free  use  of 
Tooting  Bee  Common  fur  tbe  purpose 
of  horse-iiding ;  but  be  understood  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had 
now  under  consideration  the  expediency 
of  submitting  for  approval  a  bye-law  to 
some  extent  limiting  the  now  unrestricted 
privileges  of  riding  on  tbe  commons.  Ha 
could  assure  tbe  non.  Member  tbat  he 
would  carefully  consider  all  that  was  to 
be  said  for  or  against  any  such  proposi- 
tion before  it  left  his  bands. 

POST   OFFICE   (TELEGHAPH    DEPART- 
MENT)—THE    TELEGRAPH   TO  THB 
BEN  NEVIS  OBSEllVATORT. 
Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  What  is 
tbe  annual  rent  paid  by  tbe  Ben  Nevis 
Observatory  for  the  telegraph  wire  to 
tbe  top  of  the  mountain ;  and,  what  is 
the  annual  amonnt  received  by  the  Post 
Office     for    telegraphic    messages    de- 
spatched from  tbe  Observatory  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  tbe  hon.  Member,  I  bavo  to 
state  tbat  tbe  annual  rent  paid  by  the 
Ben  Nevis  Observatory  for  the  telegraph 
wire  to  the  top  of  the  mountain  is  £130; 
that  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  of  June 
last  the  number  of  telegrams  despatched 
from  the  Observatory  was  957,  of  the 
vajue  of  £31  1S«.,  and  that  the  Society 
was  paid  a  commission  by  tbe  Post 
Office,  for  dealing  with  the  messages,  of 
£5  19i.  7K 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked,  whether 
the  sum  stated  included  tbe  receipts  for 
Press  telegrams,  or  was  only  tbe  amount 
received  for  ^ivate  messages  7 

Mb.  RAIEES  said,  be  understood 
tbe  sum  be  bad  stated  covered  all  tbe 
telegrams  sent;  but  if  tbe  ban.  Gen- 
tleman wished  it  he  would  make  fur- 
ther inquiry. 

IRELAND-THE  MARTELLO  TOWER  AT 

BBIOHTON    VIEW,    CO.    DUBLIN  — 

ADVERTISING  PLACARDS. 

Sir  THOMAS  EDMONDE  (Dublin 

Oo.,  S.)  asked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for 

War,  If  be  is  aware  that  tbe  Martello 
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Tower  at  Brighton  Yiew,  Conntjr  Dab- 
lin,  is  covered  with  advertisement  pla- 
cards, to  the  great  anaovance  of  those 
liring  in  the  locality ;  whether  he  will 
have  the  advertisements  removed  ;  and, 
if  not,  if  he  will  state  who  pnt  up  the 
placards,  and  with  whose  permission ; 
what  money,  if  any,  was  paid  for  the 
penniasion,  and  to  whom ;  and,  to  what 
purpose  the  money  paid  will  be  ap> 
pliodf 

The  SBCfRETAKT  of  STATE  {Mr. 
E.  Staithofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  understand  that  the  tenant  of  two 
Martello  Towers  in  the  neiRhbourhood 
of  Dublin  has  plaoed  on  ea<^  one  large 
and  one  small  advertising  placards ;  but 
I  am  advised  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
terms  of  the  agreement  to  restraiu  the 
tenant  from  so  advertising.  As  apart 
from  the  rent,  do  money  is  paid  for  per- 
mission to  advertise. 


WATER  SDPPLT  (SCOTLAND)— VALUE 
OF  WATEHW0EK8  OP  MUNICIPAL 
COEPORATIONS  —  A  SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Hb.  E.  B0BEBT80N  (Dundee)a8ked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  the  Qovernment 
will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  this  Session  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  valuation  of  water- 
works belonging  to  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  Scotland  7 

Tm  LOED  ADYOOATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdohald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities):  Yes,  Sir;  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Commit- 

Mb.  E.  BOBEBTSUN  (Dundee)  (for 
Mr.  J.  C.  Boltok)  (Stirling)  also  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee being  appointed  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  valuation  of  waterworks 
belonging  to  Municipal  Corporadons  in 
Scotland,  the  Government  will  extend 
the  inquiry  to  the  valuation  of  all  other 
descriptions  of  property  which  may  be 
affected  in  their  aessssmeDta  by  a  change 
in  the  valuation  of  municipal  water- 
works ? 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  prepared 
to  extend  the  inquiry  in  the  general 
manner  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member's 
Question. 

TOI*  OOOXVn.     [TfllED  BBBIM.] 


EDUCATION  DEPABTMENT  —  OLD 
NICHOL  STREET,  BETHNAL  GREEN 
SCHOOL— A  STARVING  PUPIL. 
Ma.  BOKD  (Dorset, £.)aBked  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  Whether  it  is  oorreot  that  a 
boy  named  Alfred  Middleton,  aged  eight 
years,  was  attending  the  Old  Nichol 
Street,  Bethnal  Qreen,  Board  School,  on 
Wednesday  13th  July,  without  having 
had  any  breakfast,  and  without  having 
had  anything  whatever  to  eat  the  whole 
of  the  preceding  day ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  agency  by  which  such 
terrible  destitution  can  be  temporarily 
relieved  ? 

The  vice  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  DTKE)(K:ent,Dartford):  The 
facts  as  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  are,  I 
regret  to  say,  correct ;    and  from  the  in- 

Juiries  I  have  been  able  to  make  it  is  not, 
fear,  by  any  means  a  solitary  oase  in 
certain  parts  of  London.  The  only  thing 
that  the  officers  of  the  School  Board  can 
do  is  to  exercise  great  caution  in  enforoing 
compulsory  attendance ;  and  I  think  it 
would  also  be  well  for  them  to  report 
all  cases  of  this  kind  that  come  to  their 
knowledge  to  the  Poor  Law  Authorities. 
Of  course,  any  other  measure  of  relief, 
such  as  the  extension  of  the  excellent 
system  of  penny  dinners,  mutt  come 
from  voluntary  sources. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— THE 
SUB-COMMISSIONERS-  SUB-LETTINO 
TO  COTTIERS. 

Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Chairman  of  Sub-Oom- 
miseioners  at  Ballymoney,  in  deciding 
the  case  as  to  sub-letting  to  cottiers,  on 
the  11th  instant,  made  the  following 
remarks  :— 

"  FoUowing  the  deoiBODi,  ws  most  yisld  to 
the  landlord's  objections.  The  law  U  now  per- 
fectly lettled  npon  the  subjeat,  and  it  has  been 
held,  in  the  case  oF  '  U'Kee  v.  Maaaereena,' 
that  where  the  tenant  sab-leta  a  cotHer  house 
and  a  nnnll  portion  of  land  which  Is  port  o(  the 
holding,  without  the  consent  of  the  landlord,  he 
i*  not  in  occupation  of  the  holding;  within  the 
meBnicg  of  Sections  8  and  G7  of  '  Tha  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881.'  Suoh  a  strict  inter, 
pretation  of  the  Statute  maj  deprive  many  ten- 
ant* in  Ulster  of  tks  ben^t  of  iU  remedial 
[m>Tisions,  as  there  arefew  farms  on  which  cot- 
tiers who  work  oocMionally  (or  their  landlords 
were  not  to  be  foond ;  bat  with  the  conMquenoM 
that  flow  from  the  decision  wa  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do.  I  am  bound  to  adminiiter 
the  Uw  a«  it  exists,  and  this  appUoation  must  b« 
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and,  whether  the  Govennnent  will  aeseut 
to  a  proper  Amendment  being  inserted 
in  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill,  to  ohviata 
the  injury  to  both  tenants  and  labourers 
by  this  decision,  as  applied  by  the 
Oourta? 

Thb  attorney  general  foe 
IRBLAND  (Mr.  Qibboh)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  I  believe  the  quotation  in  the 
Question  is  correct ;  but,  as  I  have  not 
the  facts  of  tfae  case  before  me,  I  am 
unable  to  express  any  opinion  upon  the 
remarks  of  the  Sub-CommiBsioners.  It 
is  impossible  to  undertake  to  accept  an 
Amendment  without  seeing;  its  terms; 
but  the  Qnvernment  will  carefully  con- 
aider  any  Amendment  having  for  its 
object  die  removal  of  any  hardship 
arisine  from  judicial  decisions,  with 
ngaid  to  eub-letting  to  labourers,  not 
covered  by  Section  18  of  the  Aot  of  1881, 
ooneistenUy,  however,  with  the  principle 
that  the  number  of  labourers  and  size 
of  their  holding  must  be  regulated  by 
the  size  and  character  of  the  holding  as 
in  Section  18  of  the  Act  of  1881,  and  that 
the  Court  should  have  power  as  in  that 
section  to  prescribe  the  rent  and  terms 
of  lettinr,  so  as  to  insure  that  the  bene- 
fits should  be  enjoyed  by  and  restricted 
to  labourers  bond  Jidt  employed  and  re- 
quired for  the  cultivation  of  the  hold- 
ing. 

Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  numerous 
decisions  read  and  the  suggested  Amend- 
ments referred  to,  it  would  not  be  better 
for  the  Government  themselves  to  draft 
a  proper  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  not. 
It  was  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  give  an  undertaking  in  a  matter  of 
that  kind.  If  an  Amendment  was 
brought  forward  it  would  be  very  fairly 
considered. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N) 
asked,  if  the  Government  approved  of 
the  principle  laid  down  in  the  decision 
as  to  the  effect  of  sub-letting,  and 
intended  to  allow  it  to  remain  in  force  ? 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  the  proper  way 
to  deal  with  a  decision  of  the  Court  was 

San  Amendment  of  the  Bill  now  before 
3  House. 

THE  BAHAMAS— MR.  L.  D.  POWLES,  A 

MAGISTRATE. 

Ub.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 

Saoretary  of   State   for   the   Colonies, 

Bir  Chttrh$  L»wi» 
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What  has  been  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  L.  D.  Fowlea, 
magistrate  at  the  Bahamas  7 

Tar.  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hbnkt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  Mr. 
Ponies  was  called  upon  for  an  explana- 
tion of  bis  conduct ;  but,  having  resigned 
his  office,  it  became  unnecessary  further 
to  pursue  the  inquiry. 

ADMIRALTY-H.M.8.  "CHERUB"-THE 
ROYAL  NAVAL  ARTILLERY  VOLUN- 
TEERS-THE  CLYDE  BRIGADE. 
Ma.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  H.M.S.  Ch«ruh,  which  was 
sent  to  the  Clyde  for  the  use  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Artillenr  Volunteers,  has 
been  found  in  such  a  bad  state  that  she 
has  had  to  be  docked  for  repairs  to  her 
machinery,  and  has  not  been  available 
for  the  service  for  which  she  was  in- 
tended ;  and,  what  steps  the  Admiralty 
propose  to  take  to  enable  the  Clyde  Bri- 
gade to  get  the  training  and  drill  on 
board  ship  necessary  to  render  that 
corps  efficient  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geohob 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  For  a 
month  post  the  Cherub  has  been  drilling 
the  Clyde  Brigade  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Artillery  Yolunteera  at  Oreenook  and 
Glasgow.  Some  small  repairs,  occupy- 
ing about  a  week,  have  recently  been 
carried  out,  which,  however,  did  not 
interfere  with  the  harbour  gun  drill. 
She  is  DOW  about  to  take  the  brigade  on 
short  cruises  for  their  sea  training,  and 
enable  them  to  obtain  the  necessary 
qualifications  to  become  efficients. 


Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  open  space  adjoining; 
Chelsea  Hospital,  and  known  as  Burton's 
Court,  to  which  the  public  have  hitherto 
had  free  access,  has  lately  been  leased 
by  the  Hospital  Authorities  to  the  Gene- 
ral Commanding  the  Home  District,  and 
converted  into  a  cricket  ground  by  means 
of  public  monies ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that,  whenever  cricket  is  played  on  the 
ground,  thus  prepared  at  the  public  ex- 
pense,  the  pnbho  are  excluded,  admis- 
sion being  granted  only  to  persona  who 
obtain  tickets  from  the  Hospital  Autho- 
rities ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  neces- 
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sit;  for  thus  depriving  the  inhabitaDts 
of  the  thicklj  populated  district  of  Chel- 
sea of  the  free  enjoyment  of  an  open 
space  of  10  acres? 

Thb  eUEVETOK  GENEEAL  or 
OBDNANOEtMr.  Northcotb)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said,  the  open  spaoe  in 
qmestion  had  lately  been  leased  by  the 
Hospital  Authorities  to  the  General 
oommandtng  the  Home  District,  and 
oonTertod  into  a  cricket  ground  for  the 
garrison.  This  had  been  partly  done 
with  public  money  j  but  it  was  usual 
in  all  large  military  garrisons  to  pro- 
vide recreation  grounds  at  the  puolic 
expense.  When  cricket  was  being 
played  admisBion  was  by  ticket  only. 
The  public  had  no  right  to  admission 
to  the  grounds;  and  as  extensive 
grounds  existed  about  the  Hospital,  the 
partial  dosing  of  Burton's  Court  was 
practically  no  loss  to  them. 

THE  PARKS  {METROPOLIS)— THE  SDB- 

TfiOPICAL  GARDEN  IN  BATTEltSEA 

FARE. 

8ia  TREVOR  LAWEENOB  (Surrey, 
Beigate)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
lor  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  maintain  the  orna- 
mental gardening  in  the  Parks  proposed 
to  be  handed  over  to  the  Board,  and  es- 
pecially whether  it  is  their  intention  to 
continue  the  Sub-Tropical  Garden  in 
Battersea  Park,  which  has  been  for 
years  a  striking  ornament  to  the  Park, 
and  a  source  of  pleasure  and  instruction 
to  all  who  visited  itf 

Thb  SEORETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  that,  the  Parks  in  question  not 
having  yet  been  handed  over  to  the 
Board,  the  question  of  the  way  in  which 
tbey  should  be  maintained  in  future  has 
not  at  present  been  considered.  The 
hon.  Member  may,  however,  rely  upon 
it  that  the  Board  will  endeavour  so  to 
maintain  the  Parke  that  there  may  be 
no  diminution  of  the  pleasure  and  in- 
struction which  they  have  hitherto 
afforded  to  the  public. 

MAURITIUS-SIB  .JOHN  POPE 


Sir  henry  TYLER  {Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Coloiiiss,  If  he  has  asoertainedwhe- 


ther  the  return  of  Sir  John  Pope  Hen- 
nesay  as  Governor  of  the  Manritiua  will, 
after  what  has  passed,  be  grateful  to  the 
inhabitants  of  that  Island  ? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belf^t,  W.),  as  a 
matter  of  Order,  asked  whether  the 
Question  did  not  raise  a  matter  of  opi- 
nion f 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  the  Question 
asked  was  whether  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Mauritius  were  favourable  to  his 
return,  and  he  saw  nothing  out  of  Order 
in  that. 

Mk.  sexton  asked  if  it  were  pre- 
cluded by  the  Standing  Orders  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  it  might  be  a 
question  of  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Minister  whether  he  had  ascertained  the 
feeling  of  the  Colony. 

Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  right  hon.  Qeatle- 
man,  whether  he  had  not  received  a 
Petition,  signed  by  three- fourths  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Mauritius,  in  favour  of 
Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy's  return  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Mauritius 
are  Indians,  and  they  may,  upon  the 
whole,  be  said  not  to  have  takeu  much 
interest  in  the  matter  referred  to  ;  but 
there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  a 
large  part  of  the  rest  of  the  population 
approve  the  policy  of  Sir  John  Pope 
Hennessy  and  desire  his  return.  I  have 
received  a  Petition  to  that  effect  signed 
by  4,267  persons,  which  was  brought 
over  here  by  a  delegate  specially  ap- 
pointed for  that  purpose ;  and  I  may 
add  that  a  majority  of  the  unofficial 
Members  of  the  Council  of  Government 
are  in  favour  of  Sir  John  Pope  Hen- 
nessy. 

ADMIBALTY-H.M.8.  "  1MPERIEU8E." 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What  is 
the  complement  of  H.M.8  Impirieu»» : 
whbt  number  and  description  of  boats 
does  she  carry  at  her  davits ;  and,  will 
any  alteration  be  made  in  her  fittings, 
so  as  to  admit  of  her  large  boats  being 
got  into  the  water  in  less  than  half-an- 
hour,  as  at  present  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gboeok 
Hauiltok)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
complement  of  the  Imfiruuse  is  616 
officers  and  men.  The  boats  carried  at 
davits  are— one  30  feet  steam  outtsr, 
two  30  feet  cutters,  one  27  feet  whaler. 


8  P  8 


i.y  Google 


1 1S9  Metropolitan  Bvard 
■  one  25  feet  vhaler,  one  30  feet  galley, 
and  one  33  feot  galley.  In  the  change 
ot  masts  and  rig,  steam  winches  hare 
lieeu  provided  to  facilitate  tlie  hoistiiig 
in  and  out  of  the  heavy  boats. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JDBIUIE  TEAR 
OF  UER  MAJESTY'S  BEIQN  — THE 
NAVAL  REVIEW  OFF  8PITHEAD- 
OVBRCROWDINO. 

Admibal  FIELD  (Suaaex,  Eastbourne) 
astced  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  the  Board 
of  Trade  having  stated  that  they  have 
no  authority  under  any  Statute  tn  ap- 
point and  pay  officers  to  undertake  the 
duty  of  counting  passengers  on  board 
steamers  at  the  forthcoming  Naval  Be- 
view,  and  further  allege  that  it  is  en- 
tirely tor  the  local  police  authorities  to 
take  such  steps  as  they  may  deem  ne- 
oessary  to  prevent  overcrowding,  he  will 
be  pleased  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
various  police  authorities  in  Hampshire, 
Portsmouth,  Southampton,  and  Isle  of 
Wight  to  this  important  part  of  their 
duty,  under  Section  3X9  of  "  The  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act,  1854,"  as  set  forth 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  seeing  that  the 
said  police  authorities  hold  exactly  an 
opposite  opinion,  and  thus  prevent 
serious  risk  and  danger  to  life  by  such 
overcrowding;  and,«hether,  if  he  should 
not  share  tlie  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
"  police  authorities  "  for  enforcement  of 
the  law  against  the  overcrowding  of 
steamers,  he  will  be  pleased  to  consult 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  upon  the 
subject,  and  so  ascertain  who  is  respon- 
siblefor  thus  safeguarding  human  lite  on 
such  occaBiona,  and  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  guard  against  the  danger? 

Thk  SEOHETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  advised  that  the  duty  of 
enforcing  the  law  as  to  the  overcrowding 
of  steamers  devolved  upon  the  Local 
Authority,  and  he  had  issued  a  Circular 
to  that  effect  to  the  Portsmouth  and 
Southampton  officials. 

Admihal  field  asked  that  a  similar 
Circular  should  be  sent  to  all  seaports. 


Mb.   HOWAED   VINCENT   (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  First  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Works,  Whether  it  would  be 
Lord  6eorgt  Samittm 
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possible  to  provide  at  trivial  cost  addi- 
tional seats  during  the  summer  months 
in  the  Mall,  and  other  suitable  places 
under  the  control  of  the  Crown,  for  the 
convenieQce  of  the  general  public,  and 
especially  for  the  comfort  of  the  unfor* 
tunate  people  wbo,  having  no  home, 
pass  the  night  in  the  open  air,  and  for 
want  of  room  on  the  crowded  seats  may 
be  seen  lying  by  dozens  on  the  bare 
ground? 

Tbb  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pluhkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  We 
take  a  sum  in  the  Estimates  each  year 
for  additional  seats  for  the  Parks ;  and 
this  year  I  hope  to  be  able  to  put  about 
40  or  50  new  ones  in  St.  James's  Park 
and  Kensington  Qardens.  Some  of  these 
will  be  placed  in  the  Mall. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
desired  to  know  to  whom  the  money 
went  for  the  letting  of  the  seats  in  the 
Parks ;  and  whether  the  right  of  letting 
ohairs  was  put  up  to  public  oompeti- 
tton? 

Mb.  PLTTNKET  wished  Notice  to 
be  given  of  the  Question,  and  said  he 
would  ascertain  the  details. 


METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OP  WORKS— 
THE  ARCHITECT'S  DBPAHTMBNT. 
Me.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  reports  in 
the  public  Press  of  a  discussion  at  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  on  Friday 
last,  with  reference  to  certain  charges 
made  sgainst  an  official  of  the  archi- 
tect's department ;  and,  whether,  as  a 
Representative  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  in  this  House,  he  is 
able  to  promise  that  a  full  inquiry  will 
be  made  into  the  grave  allegations 
which  have  attained  wide  publicity  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,Sir; 
I  have  seen  a  report  of  the  proceedings 
in  question.  I  am  informed  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  that  the 
Board  has,  through  a  Committee,  made 
full  inquiry  into  the  allegations  made 
against  an  official  of  the  Architect's  De- 
partment, and  that  the  Report  pre- 
sented by  the  Committee  on  Friday,  the 
discussion  of  which  was  reported  in  the 
newspapers,  contained  the  results  of  the 
inquiry.  I  must  disclaim  the  position 
of  Representative  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.     When   Sir  James 
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U'Oarel-Hogg  ceased  to  be  a  Member 
of  this  House,  at  his  request,  and  as  a 
matter  of  oonrteay  to  him,  I  consaoted 
to  anatrer  Questions  respecting 
Board  of  Works  oa  his  betialf;  bi 
vill  be  matter  for  consideration  whether 
that  arrangemeat  should  be  coatinued. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-PBOMOTION 
TO  SEHGEANT. 

Ma.  PIOKERSGILLcBetlmal  Green) 
asked  the  Secretarj  of  State  for  the 
Home  Uepartment,  Whether  an  Order 
has  been  issued  bf  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Metropolitan  Police,  to  the 
effect  that  no  constable  of  more  than  10 
jrears'  Ber?ice,  or  over  3S  7ears  of  age, 
IS  to  be  promoted  to  the  tank  of  ser- 
geant ;  and,  if  so,  vhat  is  the  date  of 
the  Order? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.);  Yes, Sir; 
sucb  an  Order  was  isaued  bj  the  Ohief 
Commissioner  on  the  Slat  of  Ma;,  1887; 
but  the  Order  contains  an  exception  in 
cosoB  where  an  officer  poseessea  very 
special  qualifications,  or  where  there  are 
exceptional  circumstances  which  may  be 
taken  into  consideration. 

Me.  PICKERSGILL  inquired,  whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  fact  that  in  a  case 
recently  recommended  for  promotion 
sereral  police  constables  who  were  ape- 
■cially  recommended,  and  -who  had  served 
a  few  months  over  the  10  years,  and 
vho  had  been  specially  recommended 
by  their  immediate  superiors,  were  re- 

i'eoted  by  the  Central  Authority  at  Scot- 
and  Yard? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  not 
able  to  answer  that. 

INLAND  NAVIQATION  AND  DBAIN- 
AGE  (lEELAND)— OOVERNMENT  8DB- 
VENTION  OF  £fiO,000. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ^chequer, 
What  official  decided  on  the  proposed 
allocation  of  the  £50,000  to  Ireland  ; 
were  any  Irish  Members  consulted;  if 
so,  who  were  they;  why  are  the  Antrim 
and  Derry  Grand  Juries  to  be  consulted 
as  to  the  Bann  drainage ;  why  are  the 
recommendations  of  two  Boyal  Com- 
missions on  the  subject  of  the  Bann  to 
be  disregarded;  is  he  aware  that  the 
gravest  £esatisf action  prevails  on  to  the 
inadequacy  of  the  proposed  works  on 
the  Bann ;  and,  ean  he  hold  out  any  hope 
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that  the  recommendations  of  the  two 
Royal  Oommissions  will  be  followed,  or 
that  the  local  sufferers  from  flooding 
will  be  consulted  on  the  proposed  ex- 
penditure ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thbEXOHE- 
QUKR  (Mr.  Oobchen)  fSt.  Geortro's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  allocation  of  the 
£50,000  has  been  the  work  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment, acting  mainly  on  the  advice 
of,  and  in  frequent  communication  wiUi, 
the  Royal  Commission.  In  allocating 
the  money  the  Government  hare  not 
disregarded  the  views  of  Irish  Members, 
so  far  as  theae  could  be  gathered  from 
the  Questions,  mostly  of  a  polemical 
character,  addressed  to  them  in  this 
House.  A  direct  invitation  was  given 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  and  myself  to 
the  political  friends  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  make  any  suites- 
tions  to  the  Government  on  the  aubject; 
but  it  never  met  with  a  response.  The 
Grand  Juries  of  Antrim  and  Deny  were 
consulted  because  they  were  the  Repre- 
sentative Bodies  of  the  localities  that 
would  be  affected  by  the  abandonment 
of  the  navigation — [Ur.  T.  M.  Healt  : 
Whomdothey  represent  ?1— and  because 
they  provide  the  coat  of  the  maintenance 
of  such  navigation.  Tbe  recommenda- 
tions of  two  Boyal  Commissions  have 
not  been  disregarded.  On  the  contrary, 
in  consulting  the  Grand  Juries,  the  Go- 
vernment have  precisely  followed  the 
recommendations  of  both  Commissions. 
The  works  to  be  undertaken  on  the  Bann 
this  year  are  also  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
disaatisfaction  alleged  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  but  I  have  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  scheme  of  the 
Boyal  Commission,  when  fully  carried 
out,  as  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  it  out,  will  completely  re- 
lieve the  flooded  districts. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
if  the  Grand  Juries  of  the  County 
Tyrone  and  Armagh,  who  were  la^d 
contributors  to  the  scheme,  had  been 
consulted  7 

The  chief  SGORETABY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Manches- 
ter, £.)  said,  Uiat,  as  he  understood,  the 
reason  why  the  Grand  Juries  were  con- 
sulted was  because  without  their  con- 
sent the  works  could  not  be  carried  out. 

He.  T.  M.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Vote  for  the  allocation  of  the 
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money  came  on  for  diaouesion,  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  ridiculous  and  in- 
adequate propoaalfi  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentlemen  to  far  as  the  Bann  waa  con- 
cerned, which  would  involve  a  complete 
and  groGB  waste  of  public  money  with- 
out the  smallest  benefit  to  anybody. 

WAR  OPFIGB-EEGIMENTAL  BANDS 
AT  POLITICAL  DEMONSTRATION 8- 
THB  QUEEN'S  REGULATIONS. 
Ma.  LABOITOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  published  announcement 
that  the  Band  of  the  3rd  Battalion  Eoyal 
Leicestershire  Militia  will  play  at  a 
"Grand  ConserratiTe  Demonstration" 
at  Husband's  Bosvorth,  on  30th  July, 
is  a  contraTention  of  the  Begulation 
forbidding  military  hands  to  take  part 
in  political  demonstrations ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  see  that  the  Begulatioa 
is  not  violated  ? 

The  SECKETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.8TAifiiOFE)(LiDColnshire,Horncastle): 
Fermisaioa  for  the  band  of  the  3rd 
Battalion    Leicestershire    Kegiment    to 

Cat  a OoDservativo demonstration  at 
band's  Bosworth  was  asked  for  end 
refused. 


Ma.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  Stats  for  tho 
Colonies,  Whether  he  has  observed  the 
following  words  in  the  electoral  address 
of  the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen ; — 

"  Immediately  after  (tbe  last  Qenersl  Elec- 
tion) I  took  woik  ia  the  Colonial  Office,  vhera 
I  have  been  ever  since,  in  order  to  gain  an  in. 
Bight  into  political  life  ; " 

whether  the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen  is 
paid  for  his  work  in  tbe  Colonial  Office; 
whether  he  has  passed  any  preliminary 
examination ;  and,  whether,  if  not,  it  is 
open  to  other  gentlemen  to  "take  work" 
at  the  Colonial  Office,  in  order  to  "  gain 
an  insight  into  political  life  ?  " 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hekby  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  la 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, which,  I  must  say,  has  somewhat 
of  an  electioneering  stamp  about  it,  I 
have  to  state  that  Lord  Carmarthen 
has,  in  accordance  with  many  numerous 

frecedents,  acted  as   unpaid   Assistant 
'rivate  Secretary  to  my  Fredecessor  and 
myself.  1  may  add,  forthebeneOtofthe 
i&.  T.  M.  Rials 


hon.  Member,  he  has  done  his  work 
very  well.  There  is,  of  course,  aa  the 
hon.  Member  knows  very  well,  bo  pre- 
liminary examination  in  such  cases ;  and 
tbere  is  not  at  present  room  in  the 
Colonial  Office  for  the  similar  employ- 
ment of  other  gentlemen. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  /ANIMALS) 
ACTS  —  OUTBREAKS  OF  PLEURO- 
PNEUMONIA IN  ENGLAND  AND 
SCOTLAND. 

Ma.  HALLET  STEWAET  (Lioooln- 
shire,  Spalding)  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Agriculture,    How  many  outbreaks  of 

fileuro- pneumonia  have  occurred  in  Eng- 
and  and  Scotland  during  the  present 
year;  how  many  districts  have  been 
declared  infected;  in  how  many  in- 
stances have  the  Privy  Council  declared 
a  locality  to  be  "  an  area  infected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,"  and  the  extent  in 
square  miles  of  the  largest  "  area  "  so 
declared ;  and,  in  how  many  instances 
have  the  Privy  Council,  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Local  Authorities, 
ordered  the  compulsory  slanghtsr  of 
healthy  cattle  which  had  been  in  contact 
with  infected  cattle  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  (who 
replied)  said,  153  outbreaks  of  pleuro- 

fineumonia  bad  been  reported  in  Eng- 
and  and  224  in  Scotland  up  to  July  16 ; 
146  infected  places  had  been  declared 
in  England  and  226  in  Scotland  during 
the  above  period.  The  Privy  Council 
had  declared  three  infected  areas  in 
England  and  12  in  Scotland  on  account 
of  pleuro-pneumonia.  The  largest  area 
was  in  Scotland— namely,  the  County  of 
Lanark,  which  contained  889  square 
milss.  The  Frivy  Council  had  not  in 
any  case  ordered  the  compulsory 
slaughter  of  healthy  cattle  which  had 
been  in  contact  with  infected  cattle 
against  the  wishes  of  the  Local  Authori- 


THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE-BETRAYAL  OF 
OFFICIAL  AND  CONFIDENTIAL  IN' 
FORSIATION. 

Ma.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
introduce  any  measure  tliis  Session  to 
secure  tho  punishment  more  cffeitually 
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than  is  at  present  possible  of  officiala 
guilty  of  tlie  betrayal  of  official  and 
oonGdential  information  which  may  hare 
come  into  their  posaession  while  engaged 
in  the  Public  Service  ? 

The  F1B8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  WefltminBter)  :  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  strengthened  by 
legislation  such  as  that  proposed  by  the 
bon.  Member ;  but  it  is  a  queation  that 
is  surrounded  by  many  practical  diffi- 
culties, and  I  am  afraid  that  the  time  at 
our  disposal  is  too  fully  ocoupied  for  it 
to  be  considered  this  SeBsion. 

"  UETROPOLITAU  FIRE  BRIGADE  EX- 
PENSES BILL"— LEGISLATION. 
Ma.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Qovernment  will  gire  any 
facilities  for  tho  discussion  of  a  Bill 
relating  to  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 
Expenses,  promoted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  brought  into  Par- 
liament in  the  Session  of  1884,  the  first 
Session   of   1886,   and   iu    the  present 


The  first  LORD(Mr.  W.  H.Smithj 
(Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  said,  be 
feared  it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  grant  any  facilities 
for  diacuesing  the  Bill  in  question, 
looking  at  the  other  work  they  had  to 
do. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxhridge)  asked,  whether,  during 
the  Recesa,  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  appointing  a 
Royal  OommisBion  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade; and,  whether  it  could  not  be  made 
efficient  on  its  present  income  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 


LAND     TRANSFER     BILL  —  INHERIT- 
ANCB,PRIM0GEK1TDRE,  AND  REQIS- 
TBATION  OF  TITLES. 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Oentral)   asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Government  is 
now  prepared  to  assent  to  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  Land  Transfer  Bill  should 
be  divided ;    that  only  that  part  of  it 
relating  to  the  inheritance  of  land  and 
the  abolition  uf  primogeniture,  to  which 


there  is  no  opposition  from  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House,  should  he  proceeded 
with  this  Session ;  and  that  the  part 
relating  to  registration  of  titles,  which 
will  give  rise  to  much  disoussion,  ahould 
be  deferred  till  next  Session? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster), in  reply,Baid,  the 
Government  were  exceedingly  anxious 
to  pass  the  Land  Transfer  Bill  as  a 
whole ;  and  they  had  come  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
take  one  part  out  of  it,  even  though  that 
port  would  not  receive  any  opposition 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

LICENCES  (BELFAST)  BILL  AND  BANK- 
RUPTCY COURTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that,  on  the  lltb  of  February 
last,  the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  then  Chief  Secietary  for  Ireland, 
informed  a  dejmtation  from  Belfast  that, 
if  one  of  the  Members  for  that  town 
introduced  a  Bill  for  the  reform  of  the 
local  licensing  system,  under  which  two 
Courts  exercise  conflicting  jurisdictions, 
the  Government  would  give  every  as- 
sistance and  facility  towards  the  passing 
of  such  a  measure ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  declared  the  willingness  of  the 
Government  to  facilitate  a  Bill  for  the 
establishment  of  Local  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  Ireland,  if  introduced  by  a 
private  Member ;  and,  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government 
will  aid  the  passing  of  the  Licences 
(Belfast)  Bill  and  the  Bankruptcy  Courts 
(Ireland)  BiU,  which  stand  for  second 
reading  ? 

TheFIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.H.Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  afraid  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  Session,  it  would 
not  be  practicable  for  the  Government 
at  this  stage  of  the  Session,  and  con- 
sidering the  present  state  of  Business, 
to  give  any  epecial  facilities  towards  tho 
passing  of  the  measure  referred  to  by 
the  bon.  Member.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  Hon.  Member  mi^t  find  some 
opportunity  of  pressing  them  forward 
himself. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  would  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  way  the 
Government   were  dealing  with  theic 
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hon.  Member  by  a  letter,  which  I  hare 
reason  to  know  the  hon.  Afember  re- 
oeived,  that  it  was  my  intention  to  bring 
this  matter  on  to-day  at  4.30  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, I  natnrally  anticipated  the 
hon.  Member  vould  show  to  the  letter 
and  to  the  House  the  courtesy  of  attend- 
ing, I  will  endeavour  to  state,  in  as 
few  words  as  I  possibly  can,  what  hap- 
pened, and  to  put  the  House  in  passee- 
sioQ  of  the  facts  whiob  hare  led  to  my 
complaint.  The  Houbb  will  remember 
that,  after  the  I^st  Division  at  the  end 
of  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Oork  complained, 
I  believe,  that  bia  vote  had  not  been 
taken  in  the  Division.  I  myself  was 
not  in  the  House ;  I  was  in  the  "  Aye  " 
Lobby  finishing  a  letter.  After  finishing 
my  letters,  I  passed  throogh  the  Honae 
with  the  intentioa  of  posting  them.  On 
my  way  through  the  House  t  heard 
reference  to  the  incident  tbat  had  taken 
place  immediately  before  in  the  Lobby  ; 
but  I  had  no  knowledge,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, of  that  incident,  or  of  what  its 
nature  had  been,  or  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork.  I 
went  on  to  the  post  office,  aad  immedi- 
ately opposite  the  post  office  I  met  the 
hon.  Member  face  to  face.  Thought- 
lessly as  it  may  have  been,  I  aeked  him 
what  had  taken  place.  Well,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  answered  me  in  terms 
which,  in  my  judgment,  form  ample 
and  sufilcient  justification  for  the  course 
which  I  have  ventured  to  take  on  this 
occasion.  In  order  tbat  I  might  avoid 
any  possible  inaccuracy,  and  in  order 
tbat  my  repetition  to  the  Committee  of 
what  took  place  should  be  as  correct  as 
possible,  I,  very  shortly  after  the  occur- 
rence, reduced  to  writing  the  words  I 
heard  the  hon.  Member  use.  I  went 
further  thau  that,  in  order  that  I  should 
not  trust  solely  to  my  own  memory.  I 
asked  three  people  who  were  present, 
two  of  them  being  hon.  Members  of  this 
House— namely  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Dorset  (Mr.  Bond)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Brentford  Division  of 
Middlesex  (Mr.  Bigwood)— to  be  good 
enough  to  look  independently  at  what  I 
had  written  down,  and  to  tell  me  whe- 
ther my  account  of  the  proceedings  was 
accurate  or  not.  They  Doth  assured  me 
that  it  was  absolutely  accurate.  Per- 
haps the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
it  IS  better  that  I  should  read  the  state- 
ment I  wrote  down  within  a  compara- 


EOYiT-SIRHENEY  DRT7MM0ND 
■WOLFF'S  MISSION. 

Me.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Beoretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  no  can  inform 
the  £uBe  if  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the 
newspapers,  tbat  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wollf  lus  left  Oonetantinople  for  Eng- 
land? 

The  under  SECRETAHY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbhoussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  Yee,  Sir.  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  left  Constantinople 
about  midoight  on  Friday,  aud  he  left 
Tenedosfor  Maraeilteaon  the  following 
afternoon. 

DISTBE88ED  UNIONS  {IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  MAUEIOE  HEALY(  Cork)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  absence  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
and  the  interest  which  he  took  in  the 
measure,  he  would  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Distressed  Unions 
(Ireland)  Bill,  which  was  down  on 
the  Paper  for  to-night,  to  Thursday 
night  P 

Thb  chief  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfohh)  (Manchester,  £.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  House  was  aware  that  the 
Qoveromeot  were  very  anxious  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  Bill  as  sooa  as  possible ; 
but,  having  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  with  regard 
to  it,  be  was  not  in  a  position  to  refuse 
the  request  of  the  hon.  Member. 

PRIVILEQE. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— COM- 
PLAINT (DR.STANNEB).-flESOLUTION. 

The  SECHETAEY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lo»o) 
(Wilts,  Devizes) :  I  very  much  regret 
that  it  is  my  duty  to  invito  tbe  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  few  minuter  to  a 
question  of  Privilege.  I  regret  very 
maoh  to  observe,  unless  I  am  mistaken, 
that  the  House  is  not  honoured  to-day 
by  the  preeenoe  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner).  But  that  is  no 
fault  of  mine,  for  oa  Friday  evening, 
when  I  determined  to  take  the  course  I 
have  now  adopted,  I  intimated  to  the 
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ofthisHonBe,  but  of  very  many  etrangers; 
and  I  felt — whetheT  rightly  or  ivrongly 
I  do  not  pretend  to  say — that  it  waa  an 
offence  againat  the  House  more  than 
against  a  humble  individual  like  myself. 
I  bave  nothing  elea  to  do  but  to  express 
my  regret,  and  tbe  great  reluctance 
which  I  have  felt  in  obtruding  myself  or 
these  circumstances  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House.  I  have  only  done  so 
because  I  believe  it  to  be  my  duty,  and 
I  have  nothing  to  add  but  to  submit  tbe 
case  as  I  have  honestly,  faithfully,  and 
I  believe  truthfully,  put  it  before 
the  House  for  the  oonsideration  and 
arbitrament  of  the  House, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEiLLT :  Move,  move ! 

Thb  first  LOBD  of  the  TBEA.- 
SHEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  anro  tbe  House  has 
beard  with  infinite  r^ret  the  atatement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Not  at  all. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  If  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  proceeds  with  such 
interruptions,  the  next  time  I  have  to 
apeak  it  will  be  to  preaent  bU  name  to 
the  House. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sure,  I 
repeat,  tbe  House  has  heard  with  in6nite 
regret  tbe  statement  made  by  the  bon. 
Memberfot  Devizes  (Mr.  Long).  What- 
ever may  be  our  differences  in  this 
House,  we  are,  at  least,  united  in  one 
desire  to  maintain  the  order  and  tbe 
deuorum  of  its  proceedings,  and  to  visit 
with  severe  censure  any  faon.  Member 
who  at  any  time  is  guilty  of  an  offence 
against  the  House  or  against  any  other 
hon.  Member.  On  former  occasions  the 
House  has  visited  with  severe  censure 
disorderly  conduct  on  the  part  of  its 
Members  in  the  Lobby  of  tbia  Houae ;  and 
whatever  opinionB  may  be  entertained  aa 
to  tbe  conduct  of  bon.  Members  in  the 
House  which  you,  Sir,  would  immediately 
notice,  it  appears  to  me  that  similar  oon- 
duot  in  the  precincts  of  tbe  House  is,  at 
least,  deBenring  of  as  severe  oensore  as  an 
offence  committed  within  tbe  House 
itself.  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member 
for  Devizes  has  stated  that  tbia  incident 
occurred  in  the  presence  of  strangers  and 
was  noticed  by  strangers,  and  therefore 
we  have  the  painful  consciouHneas  that 
strangers  are  made  aware  of  tbe  inability 
of  hon.  Members  to  restrain  their  conduct 
within  those  bounds  which  are  oonsielent 
with  thecbaracter  of  Members  of  Parlia- 


repetition  from  my  own  memory.  I  met 
the  hon.  Member,  as  I  bave  already 
told  tbe  House,  opposite  tbe  post  office. 
I  had  no  intention  whatever  of  offering 
the  hon.  Member  any  offence,  or  of 
wounding  his  feelings,  or  of  saying  any- 
thing  that  would  in  any  way  hurt  him. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
Why  did  you  not  leave  him  alone  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,    order ! 

Mb. LONG:  I  addressed  him  mvilly,  as 
I  have  said.  My  remark  may  bave  been 
a  thoughtless  one,  but  I  submit  it  was 
hardly  one  to  warrant  tbe  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member.  This  is  what  I  wrote 
down  at  the  time — I  said — "Did  not 
something  go  wrong  with  you  in  the 
Division,  Dr.  Tanner;  what  was  it?" 
His  answer  was~>"  You  are  one  of  the 
Tories,  ain't  you?"  My  reply  was, 
"Yea,  certainly."  To  that  he  replied, 
"  Then,  I  wish  to  Qod  you  would  not 
speak  to  me."    [Mr.  T.   M.  Hxaxy  : 

Hear,  bear !  ]     "I  bave  told  you  d d 

Tories  before  not  to  apeak  to  me.     You 

have  your  own  d d  lot,  talk  to  them." 

To  wbich  I  replied,  "  I  beg  your  pardon, 
I  was  not  aware  that  yon  did  not  wish  to 
be  apoken  to;"  to  which  be  replied, 
"  Well,  I  wish  you  wpuld  keep  your 

d d  tongue  in  your  lips,  and  not  make 

a  d d  fool  of  yourself."     He  then 

went  to  the  centre  of  the  Lobby,  where 

be  shouted,  "That's  ad d  snub  for 

you."  It  will  be  for  the  Houae  to  de- 
cide whether  the  hon.  Member's  de- 
acription  of  his  language  to  me  is  a 
correct  one  or  not.  .  I  desire.  Sir,  to 
make  no  further  comment  upon  what 
took  place ;  but  I  beg  to  assure  the  Houae 
that  I  addreased  tbe  hon.  Member 
solely  with  the  desire  to  know  what  bad 
happened.  I  had  no  wiah  to  wound  bis 
feelings  or  to  irritate  him  in  any  way 
whatever,  and  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  at  the  time  I  ^oke  to  tbe  bon. 
Member  I  was  in  complete  ignorance  of 
what  bad  taken  place  within  these  walls. 
I  have  only  to  add  that  in  bringing  this 
very  painful  and  disagreeable  subject 
before  tbe  House  I  am  actuated  by  no 
personal  motives  whatever.  My  natural 
mclination  was  to  treat  the  language  of 
the  bon.  Member  with  tbe  contempt 
which  in  my  opinion  such  language  de- 


[Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  Why  did 

J.    But  the  incident  took  place 

in  tbepresencenotonly  of  hon.  Members 
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meat  and  of  gentlemen.  It  appears  to 
me  that  my  ooly  couree,  uoder  the  cir- 
cumstances of  thecaee — the  lion.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  having  had  ample  notice 
that  complaint  would  be  mode  of  his  con- 
duot,  and  not  haviegdeemed  ithisduty 
to  be  Id  hie  place— is  to  move  the  Besola- 
tion  whioh  fiJIows. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  io  conaeqneoce  o(  the  disgraceful  aad 

iDiukiiig  words  addressed  in  the  Lobby  of  the 

•■ -i  Fnday  aveninplast,  by  Dr.  Tanner, 


a.  Month."— [Jfr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  thiuk. 
Sir,  that  from  the  point  of  view  of 
chivalry  and  of  fair  play,  the  present 
proceedings,  if  carried  through  success- 
fully, will  ba  scarcely  less  disgraceful 
to  the  House  than  any  conduct  which 
can  he  imputed  to  any  Member  of  the 
House.  I  will  make  one  observation 
upon  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  said  it  was  necessary  to 
muntain  the  order  and  decorum  of  the 
proceedicgs  of  the  House.  But,  Sir,  I 
think  he  indulged  in  rather  an  exten- 
sion of  the  idea  of  Order  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  when  he  spoke  of 
anything  that  may  happen  in  the  Lobby 
in  the  way  of  conversation  between 
Members  as  being  subject  to  an  iden- 
tical rule.  It  appears  the  incident  re- 
lated by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Devizes  (Mr.  Long)  occurred 
after  you,  Sir,  had  left  the  Chair  on 
Friday  evening  and  after  the  House  had 
risen  ;  and  it  also  appears  from  the  lan- 
guage of  my  hon.  fViend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  that  he  had 
repeatedly  requested  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  are  Members  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site not  personally  to  address  him. 
ILaughUr!]  Well,  Sir,  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  have  different  degrees  of 
feeline  and  snaceptibilities ;  and  if  my 
hon.  Friend  desires  to  be  relieved  from 
personal  address  by  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  I  think  it  would  bo 
hardly  contested  ha  is  entitled  to  that 
degree  of  seclusion.  I  submit  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Long)  would  cer- 
tainly have  done  more  wisely  if  he  had 
refrained  from  addrossing  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  at 
such  a  moment.  You,  Sir,  were  not  in 
Mr.  W,  11.  Smith 


the  Chair  at  the  moment  my  hon.  Friend 
compluned  on  Friday  evening  that  his 
vote  bad  not  been  recorded ;  the  com- 
plaint was  made  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  My  hon.  Friend  was  in 
the  Lobby  at  the  time  of  the  Division, 
and  through  some  mischance,  the  na- 
ture of  vhich  I  do  not  distinctly  under- 
stand, my  hon.  Friend  was  not  allowed 
to  record  his  vote  in  that  important 
DiTision.  From  his  tone  it  was  evident 
he  felt  his  exclusion  from  the  Division 
very  deeply,  and  it  is  also  evident  from 
what  occurred  afterwards  that  he  was 
very  much  excited  in  oonsequenoe  cf  his 
exdusion.  I  suppose  the  House  will 
generously  and  fairly  agree  with  me 
that  the  moment  at  which  the  hon.  Qea- 
tleman  (Mr.  Long)  addressed  my  hon. 
Friend  was  a  moment  at  which  my  hon. 
Friend  was  labouring  under  some  ex- 
citement of  temper ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
the  House  will  be  inclined  to  take  a 
strict  or  punitive  view  of  any  language 
which  may  have  been  used  at  that  mo- 
ment by  my  hon.  Friend.  Divested  of 
certain  expletives,  which  although  they 
are  in  common  use  are  not  usual,  I 
should  hope,  within  this  House  or  its 
precincts  —  divested  of  its  expletives, 
which  have  no  great  weight  or  signifi- 
cance of  their  own,  the  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend  amounted  simply  to  this — 
that  he  protested  against  the  personal 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  that  he  informed  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man he  had  before  requested  Members 
of  the  Tory  Party  not  to  speak  to  him  ; 
that  he  reminded  the  hon.  Gentleman 
he  had  friends  to  whom  be  could  speak 
if  he  desired  any  information  upon  any 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House ;  and, 
finally,  he  regarded  what  he  said  as  a 
snub  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Now, 
taking  out  the  adjective,  the  use  of 
which  I  very  much  regret,  I  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  what  happened  con- 
cerned the  order  and  decorum  of  the 
Houso,  and  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  have  consulted  his  own  in- 
terests best  by  taking  no  notice  of  the 
matter  ?  I  think  the  House  will  serve 
its  own  interests  and  its  relations  with  its 
Members  most  wisely  by  taking  no  no- 
tice gf  the  affair.  Upon  the  i^uestion  of 
Notice  to  my  hon.  Friend,  Ithink  everj- 
one  will  agree  with  me  that  a  ouiriMk. 
of  Privilege  personally  -»—'<- 
Member  ought  not 
the  notice  of  the  V 
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tical  ftnd  adequate  measures  Kave  been 
taken  to  give  the  hon.  llember  an 
opportunity  of  attending.  \_Lavghter.'] 
Ttie  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Gent- Davis), 
who  smiles  in  such  a  superior  manuer, 
questions  vhat  I  lay  down.  How  would 
he  like — the  Member  for  Kennington  is 
it — how  would  he  like  it  if  any  hon. 
Member,  iu  bis  absence,  brought  his 
oondnct  before  the  House?  How  would 
he  like  it  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  iu  his  absence, 
moved  that,  iu  consequence  of  bis  die- 
gracef  ul  conduct,  he  ought  to  be  expelled 
for  a  month.  The  bon.  Qentleman,  to 
the  extent  of  his  puny  powers,  would 
make  the  country  ring  about  it.  Now, 
what  does  the  hon.  Qentlemau  [Mr. 
Long)  say  ?  But  before  I  come  to  what 
he  says,  let  mo  ask  him  if  this  is  not 
true — that  he  had  no  desire  whatever  to 
take  any  notice  of  the  matter  if  another 
hon.  Member  who  heard  what  happened 
had  not  thought  it  beneath  him  to  play 
the  part  of  a  spy  between  two  bon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

Mb.  long  :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  allow  me  a  moment.  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  that  I  had 
no  desire  to  trouble  the  House  with  this 
OB  a  personal  matter,  but  that  I  brought 
it  forward  as  oue  affecting  the  House. 
With  reference  to  the  hon.  Qentleman's 
charge  of  eaTosdiopping,  I  do  not  know 
what  it  has  relation  to  ;  but  the  Gentle- 
men who  overheard  the  remark  were 
the  three  bon.  Members  who  were  stand- 
ing by  my  side  at  the  time  of  the  oc- 


Me.  sexton  :  I  do  not  refer  to  any- 
thing said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
course  of  his  speech.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  was,  I  think,  conceived 
in  a  spirit  of  good  taste ;  but  I  think  if 
he  bad  been  left  to  himself  this  matter 
would  not  have  come  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  Judging  from  what  I  have 
heard  of  him,  either  Eta  a  politician  or  as 
a  Member  of  this  House,  I  believe  be 
would  consider  it  beneath  him  to  punish 
any  Member  in  respect  of  such  a  busi- 
ness as  this.  What  I  was  endeavouring 
to  elicit  is  this — whether  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  taken  this  action  on  his  own 
initiative ;   whether  the  Motion  wiiioh 


man),  happened  to  bear  of  this,  and 
brought  it  to  the  notice  of  the  authori- 
ties of  the  House  in  such  a  way  as  to 
force  the  band  of  the  bon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Long)  ? 

Mr.  long  :  I  have  had  no  communi- 
cation, direct  or  indirect,  with  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  Division  of  the 
County  of  Kent  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man);  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  he  was 
not  even  aware,  except  through  the 
ordinary  channels  open  to  all  other 
Members  of  this  House,  of  the  action  I 
proposed  to  take. 

Mfi.  SEXTON:  The  bon.  Member 
can  only  speak  of  what  he  was  aware  of 
himsel£  It  is  impossible  for  him  to  say 
what  other  Members  may  be  aware  of. 
How  does  he  know  that  the  other  two 
Members  referred  to — the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Brentford  Division  of  Middle- 
sex and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Dorset  —  may  not  have  brought  the 
matter  to  the  notice  of  the  ri^t  bon. 
and  gallant  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet? 

Mb.  bond  (Dorset,  E,):  I  never 
said  anything  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member. 

Mb.  8EXT0N :  There  is  a  third  hon. 
Member  to  be  accounted  for.  I  think  it 
extremely  unfortunate  this  matter  has 
been  brought  on  to-day.  We  heard 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  deprecate  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  being  asked,  because  be  said  it 
had  an  electioneering  tendencj^,  though 
he  delivered  a  very  electioneering  reply 
himself.  I  say  it  is  very  unfair,  upon 
the  eve  of  important  political  contests 
in  the  country,  that  an  attempt  should 
be  made  to  warp  the  minds  and  obscure 
the  judgments  of  the  electors  of  the 
country  by  a  very  petty  and  feeble  attack 
upon  au  Irish  Member.  Now,  has  my 
bon.  Friend  (Dr.  Tanner)  received  no- 
tice ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Long) 
baa  spoken  very  vaguely  upou  this  point. 
He  has  informed  the  House  that  he  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  my  hon.  Friend  on 
Friday  evening.  May  I  ask  where  that 
letter  was  addressed? 

Mb.  long  :  The  address  of  the  letter 
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Ma.  SEXTON :  Well,  Sir,  the  con- 
duct of  hon.  Members  below  the  Qan^- 
way  opposite  ^es  far  to  ezplaia  at  any 
rate,  li  it  does  not  justify,  the  language 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  oertainly  think 
he  was  peirfectly  right,  judging  from 
the  manner  of  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite, 
in  reqneating  that  they  should  not  ad- 
dress him.  Now,  my  hon.  Friend  had  a 
public  engagement  in  Ireland  which  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  forego, 
convention  of  the  electors  of  County 
Cork  is  to  be  held  in  Cork  in  the  course 
'  of  a  day  or  two.  My  hon.  Friend  thought 
it  necessary  to  leave  London  for  Ireland 
on  Saturday  morning  in  order  to  attend 
that  convention  ;  and  I  must  say  frankly 
I  do  not  blame  him,  if,  comparing  the 
relative  importance  of  the  engagemt 
he  thought  it  more  requisite  in  bin 
attend  the  convention  in  Cork  th^  to 
await  the  pop-gun  charge  of  the  hon. 
Qentlemaa  (Mr.  Long).  I  maintain 
that  my  hon.   Friend,   having  made  a 

Snblio  engagement  with  his  constituents, 
id  what  any  other  Member  of  this 
House  would  have  done — he  kept  that 
engagement.  I  lay  down  the  principle, 
which,  I  believe,  vrill  meet  with  uui- 
Tereal  assent — namely,  that  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  charged  with  a  Breach 
of  Privilege,  and  threatened  with  sus- 
pension for  H  month,  is  entitled  to  ask 
that  his  action  shall  not  be  considered  in 
bis  absence.  I  am  sure  that  if  any 
intimation  is  made  by  your  authority, 
Sir,  to  him — my  hon.  Friend— who, 
whatever  else  he  ia,  is  not  a  shirker  or  a 
coward,  will  attend  here  on  whatever 
day  it  may  suit  the  pleasure  and  con- 
venience of  the  Honae.  That  no  action 
maybe  taken  in  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
Friend  I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 
Mb.  BIQGAS  aecoaded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
iUr.  Sexton.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  oppose  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
without  sufficient  reason ;  but  I  am 
Bure  the  hon,  Qentleman  will  feel  that 
be  has  not  offered  to  the  House  a  suffi- 
cient reason  why  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned.  I  always  regret  when  it 
appears  necessary  to  make  a  charge 
against  any  individual.  But  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Ur.  SeztoD)  has  mado  a  statement 


on  behalf  of  liis  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  and  I 
must  remark,  in  regard  to  that  state- 
ment, that  no  expression  of  regret  or  of 
apology  has  been  made  to  the  House,  or 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  the 
words  complained  of  were  addressed. 
No  apology  was  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  himself  lo  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Devizes,  and 
no  request  has  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  for  delay.  No 
intimation  has  been  conveyed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  or  to  the 
Honse,  that  there  was  a  desire  to  have 
this  debate  adjourned  ;  but  now,  after  a 
Motion  is  made,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Sexton),  who  baa  certainly  done  his  best 
for  his  hon.  Friend,  has  suggested  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned.  The 
facta  are  admitted.  [  Critt  of"  No,  no ! "] 
They  are  not  denied.' [Mr.  T.M.Hbalt: 
They  are.]  Well,  Sir,  I  contend  that 
no  denial  whatever  has  been  made  to 
the  House  of  the  facts  as  stated  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devizes. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  never  heard  of  the 
affair  until  I  oame  to  the  House  this 
evening. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  whatever  the  position  of  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  maybe,  if 
he  has  notice— ample  notice,  that  his 
conduct  will  be  brought  up  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  and  if  he  pays 
no  regard  whatever  to  that  notice,  but 
lets  his  private  engagements,  whatever 
they  may  be,  however  important  they 
may  be,  carry  him  from  the  precincts  of 
the  House,  and  does  not  put  into  the 
mouth  of  any  hon  Friend  an  aathoriEcd 
statement  of  his  case,  the  Honse  would 
not  be  noting  with  proper  regard  for  its 
own  dignity,  and  with  proper  regard  for 
the  order  of  Business  in  this  House,  and 
for  the  decency  which  should  be  pre- 
served in  the  House,  if  it  failea  to 
record  its  opinion  of,  and  pronounce  its 
judgment  upon,  enoh  conduct. 

Mb.  PAKNELL  (Cork):  1  believe 
there  are  few  oases  on  record— in  fact,  I 
think  there  is  only  one  case- in  which 
a  personal  altercation  between  two  Mem- 
bers of  this  House — which  has  taken 
place,  as  I  may  say,  outside  the  cogni- 
zance of  the  House,  and  not  in  refer- 
ence to  any  question  of  the  proceedings 
before  the  House  at  the  lime — has  been 
brought  foward  by  the  aggrieved  Mem- 
ber.   I  do  not  think  a  charge  against 
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an  hon.  Member  has  beeo  substantiated 
in  Ilia  absence;  and  I  hold  that  no 
charge  can  be  substantiated  against  aoy 
person  in  his  absence,  even  if  he  be  the 
worst  of  criminala.  Wo  have  not  heard 
what  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  [Dr.  Tanner)  has  to  say, 
either  in  explaiiation,  in  palliation,  or  in 
defence.  If  it  sbould  be  substantiated 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  addressed 
language  of  an  improper  character  to 
any  hon.  Member,  I  should  be  among 
the  first  to  deprecate  any  such  language 
having  been  used,  and,  undoubtedly,  to 
censure  its  user ;  and  I  sbould  not  think 
for  a  moment  of  attempting  to  defend 
such  hon.  Member  in  the  uae  of  any 
Buoh  language,  or  to  stand  between  him 
and  the  judgment  of  the  House.  But 
the  case  is  otherwise.  We  have  had 
the  statement  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Devizes  (Mr.  Long)  and  his  Friends,  and 
while  I  do  not  wish  to  throw  any  doubt 
upon  these  statements,  I  mnst  point  out 
that  we  have  not  had  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork.  Now, 
Sir,  I  was  going  to  say  that  there  are 
few  oases  on  record  where  formal  com- 
plaint baa  been  made  of  the  conduct  of 
a  Member  in  speaking  in  the  beat 
of  a  personal  altercation  to  another 
Member,  and  I  believe  there  is  no 
case  on  record  of  the  House  having 
taken  any  action  in  reference  to  the 
matter.  The  right  bon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  desires  to  suspend  my  hon. 
Friend  for  a  month  without  giving  him 
any  opportunity  whatever  of  saying  any- 
thing in  bis  defence.  I  humbly  submit 
that  the  opportunity  which  waa  afforded 
to  my  bon.  Friend  of  being  beard  to-day 
was  not  a  sufBcient  one.  My  hon.  Friend 
had  signed  a  call  for  a  convention  of  the 
seven  Parliamentary  Divisions  of  the 
County  of  Cork.  He  was  joined  in  ihia 
solemn  and  responsible  public  act, 
having  regard  more  especially  to  the  cir- 
cumstance of  Ireland  at  the  present  time, 
by  bis  six  Colleagues  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  County  of  Cork.  It  was 
necessary  for  him  to  proceed  to  Ireland 
in  order  that  he  might  take  counsel,  and 
consult  with  the  leading  political  per- 
sonages in  the  County  of  Cork  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  proceed- 
«[  this  convention.  I  can  only  say 
my  judgment  the  bon.  Member 
L>0  been  justified  in  breaking 
engagement,  or  in  doing 


anything  which  should  prevent  his  action 
at  that  convention  being  effectual  and 
responsible.  If  I  bad  been  in  the  place 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  bad  felt  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  effloiency  of  my 
action  at  that  convention  that  I  sbould 
have  been  there,  I  should  have  felt 
myself  compelled  to  go  over  to  Ireland, 
and  keep  my  prior  engagement  even  in 
the  faoe  of  auch  a  Motion  as  that  now 
made  againat  him.  But,  Sir,  I  come  to 
the  question  of  fact — that  no  opportunity 
has  been  afforded  by  the  House.  I  am 
not  now  speaking  of  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizea,  but  of  the 
action  of  the  Houae— the  House  will 
bear  in  miod  there  is  a  distiuction 
between  the  two  points.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dsvizea  (Mr.  Long)  wrote  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner)  saying  that  he  intended  to 
bring  bis  conduct  before  the  Eouse 
to-day ;  but  my  hon.  Friend,  by  refer- 
ence to  precedents,  might  easily  have 
auppoaed — I  am  not  in  a  poaition  to  say 
whether  be  did  bo  suppoae  or  not — that 
the  House  would  not  be  in  haste  to  take 
hostile  action  againat  him  and  deprive 
him  of  bis  vote,  or  of  bia  power  to  act 
aa  a  Member  of  the  House,  because  on 
all  previous  occasions  when  the  conduct 
of  Members  has  been  impugned,  even  in 
their  presence,  the  Honse  baa  always 
asked  such  Members  for  an  explanation, 
and  has  always  given  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  such  explanation  as 
might  seem  fit.  Therefore,  it  ta  not  a 
question  now  of  the  responsibility  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Long)  who  has 
brought  forward  this  matter,  because 
that  ceaaea  where  the  Houae  takes  it  up  ; 
and  I  contend  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Tanner)  has  received  no  opportunity 
from  this  House  of  making  that  explana- 
tion to  the  House,  which  I  certainly  con- 
sider is  called  for  &om  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  possibly,  or  probably,  of 
making  that  full  apology  to  the  House, 
which  the  Houae  has  always  shown  itself, 
in  such  circumstances,  willing  to  accept 
from  its  Members.  I  urge  upon  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  they 
are  acting  in  accordance  with  precedent, 
or  in  accordance  with  that  generosity 
and  forbearance  which  have  always  dis- 
tinguished the  House  in  its  action  in 
these  matters,  if  they  now  proceed  to 
pass  judgment  on  my  hon.  Friend  with- 
out having  heard  what  he  baa  to  say  in 
his  own  defence,  or  in  palliation  of  his 
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oonduet,  or  without  giving  him  an  oppor- 
tunity, if  he  admits  the  juatioe  of  the 
charge  andthe  foundation  for  the  charge, 
of  making  that  full  and  ample  apoloi^j 
to  the  House  which  will,  undoubtedly, 
be  required  from  him  in  such  ciroum- 
etanoea.  I,  therefore,  beg  to  support 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  which  has  been  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfaet. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I 
ought  to  apologize  to  the  House 
intruding  mye^f  upon  its  attention  ; 
but  my  nght  hon.  ^end  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  GladBtone) 
was  not  present  during  the  early  part  of 
this  debate,  and.  therefore,  I  who  hare 
heard  itf  rom  the  beginntngmay,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  offer  a  few  obserrationa. 
Let  me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  in  my 
opinioD,  nothing  could  be  better  or  more 
appropriate  than  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Devizes  Divi- 
sion of  Wiltshire  (Mr,  Txing)  laid  his 
esse  before  the  House.  He  stated  it 
without  heat  of  any  kind,  and  be  put 
the  case  not  as  a  matter  of  insult  to  him- 
self, but  as  of  insult  to  the  Honse ;  and, 
having  given  to  the  House  the  full  par- 
ticulars 80  far  as  he  was  aware  of  them, 
be  submitted  the  case  for  the  decision  of 
the  House  itself.  Now,  Sir,  I  cannot 
but  think  that  in  a  personal  matter  of 
this  kind  the  House  would  be  very 
Teluctant  to  act,  except  with  deliberation 
and  with  perfect  certainty  that  the  course 
proposed  to  be  taken  was  the  most  ap- 
TOOpriate  one  that  could  be  taken.  The 
House  has  not  been  in  the  habit  of  deal- 
ing with  tbeae  queatiom  in  great  haste. 
On  the  contrary,  certainly  since  I  have 
been  in  the  House,  the  custom  has  been 
to  decide  a  question  of  this  kind  very 
deliberately  and  in  a  judicial  manner, 
and  not  to  be  carried  away  by  the  feel- 
ing which  it  cannot  but  have,  that  the 
language  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  was  such 
language  as  ought  not  to  be  addressed 
to  a  Member  of  the  House,  either  within 
the  House  itself  or  beyond  the  precincts 
of  the  House  to  which  our  Bules  extend. 
The  House  ought  also  to  consider  this  fact 
— namely,  that  when  the  hon. Member  for 
Devizes  spoke  just  now,  he  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  reason  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  was  unable  to  be 
here  to-day;  but  we  have  heard  those 
reasons  since  from  the  hon.  Member  for 


Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man explained  very  clearly  that  his  hon. 
Triend  had  to  be  at  Cork  to-morrow 
in  compliance  with  a  public  engagement 
of  some  standing,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  not  in  his  power  to  be  present  in  his 
place  to-day.  Now,  that  being  the  oase, 
and  stated  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  I  cannot  but  hopo 
that  in  a  personal  matter  of  this  kind 
the  House  will  give  the  hon.  Member 
an  opportunity  of  explaining  or  apolo- 
gizing for  what  he  has  said.  No  harm 
will  be  done  to  anyone  by  delay,  and 
the  honour  of  the  House  will  not  be 
violated.  The  House  will  stand  just  as 
well,  whether  it  decides  this  question 
to-day  or  postpones  it  for  a  day  or  two. 
Let  me  remind  the  House  what  it  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  proposes.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  that  for  language 
which  I  can  only  say  is  language  of  a 
very  grave  character,  and  which  ought 
not  to  be  tolerated  on  the  part  of  a 
Member  of  this  House,  this  House 
should  inflict  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  a  mere  serious  punishment 
than  would  be  inflicted  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber were  Named  by  you,  Sir,  from  the 
Chair,  and  that  his  constituents  should 
be  deprived  of  his  services  in  this  House 
for  a  whole  month.  [LaugJtttr.^  I  do 
not  know  why  it  should  be  considered  a 
matter  for  laughter  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber's constituents  should  be  deprived  of 
his  services  for  four  times  as  long  a 
period  than  if  he  were  Named  for  im- 
proper language  from  the  Chair.  This 
is,  therefore,  a  very  serious  proposal, 
and  I  appeal  to  the  House,  whose  gene- 
rous consideration  of  faults  committed 
against  itself  has  been  so  long  recog- 
nized, not  to  rush  suddenly  to  a  decision 
on  this  matter,  but  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  necessary  time  to  return 
to  his  place  in  the  House  to  make 
an  explanation  as  to  what  he  said. 
If  that  explanation  should  be  unsatis* 
factory,  I  shall  not  have  a  word  to 
say.  It  is  perfectly  impossible  for  the 
House  to  tolerate  such  language  as  that 
which  has  been  described  by  the  hen. 
Member,  whether  used  in  the  House  or 
outside  of  it  within  its  precincts,  where 
a  Member  is  responsible  to  the  House 
for  having  used  it.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devizes  himself  was  obliged  to 
say  that  he  doubted— I  forget  the  exact 
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Words — vhetber  he  had  been  wise  in 
speaking  to  the  hoii.  Member  for  Uid 
Cork,  and  in  using  the  light  sentence 
which  he  spoke  to  him  in  the  Lobby. 
I  need  not  say  that  this,  to  my  mind, 
would  afford  no  apology  for  the  lan- 
guage alleged  to  have  been  uttered. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  repeat  that  the 
Houee  is  generous  in  respect  of  faults 
committed  against  itself,  aud  has  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  adopting  violently 
and  suddenly  a  decision  in  these  cases. 
Above  all,  the  House  has  always 
had  an  explanation  from  the  hon. 
Member  whose  conduot  in  a  mat- 
ter of  this  kind  is  impugned  before 
arriving  at  its  decision.  Therefore, 
before  arriving  at  a  decision,  I  would 
appeal  to  the  House — I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Government  itself,  and 
especially  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — to  allow 
this  question  to  he  adjourned,  not  for  an 
unreasonably  long  time,  but  until  the 
hon.  Member  is  able  to  attend,  and  to 
offer  an  explanation  and  submit  himself 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House.  When 
he  does  so,  I  have  no  doubt  that  right 
will  be  done ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  I 
would  ask  that  he  should  have  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiCHASD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
I  think  that  the  House  ought  just  to 
consider  the  positioa  in  which  it  is  now 
placed — not  only  its  position  in  reference 
to  what  happened  last  Friday,  for  it  is 
impossible  to  shut  one's  eyes  to  what 
has  gone  on  before  i a  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  what  stands  upon  the  Records 
of  this  House.  But  it  is  not  for  that 
reason  that  I  intrude  upon  the  House.  I 
will  show  the  House,  in  one  moment, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  knew,  in  the  most  distinct 
manner,  that  at  half-past  4  o'clock  to- 
day this  matter  would  be  brought  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House;  and  yet  he 
has  not  made  the  slightest  communica- 
tion, either  through  a  friendly  Member, 
or  by  letter,  or  even  by  telegraph,  ask- 
ing that  the  matter  may  be  adjourned, 


apparently  no  communication  has  been 
made  to  anyone  who  is  authorized  to 
represent  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cort,  or  to  state  how  the  matter  stands 
in  reference  to  him.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Devizes  has  handed  to  me  the  letter 
which  was  addressed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork,  and  delivered  to  him 
by  a  messenger  of  this  House.  That 
was  on  Friday  night,  and  the  letter  was 
in  these  terms — 

s  yoa  notice  that  I  ii 
clock  p.in.  o     "     * 
!□  of  tno  Hot 
conduct  io  the  Iiobbvthia  erening. 

"  W.  H.  Lose. 
"C.  K.  Tanner,  Esq.,  M.P." 

That  letter,  which  was  signed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  was  put  into 
an  envelope,  addressed  to  0.  K.  Tanner, 
Esq.,  M.F.,  and  handed  to  a  mesaenger 
of  this  House,  and  it  was  i^ent  back  by 
the  messenger  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  without  a  single  word 
of  acknowledgment,  the  letter  simply 
having  been  opened,  and  put  into  an 
envelope,  and  returned.  Now,  I  ask  the 
Houee  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
it  is  placed.  Nobody  denies  that  lan- 
guage of  this  kind  is  likely  to  promote 
disorder.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  tjooth  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  has  not  said  anything  to 
justify  or  palliate  the  language  used; 
and  I  am  sure  that  no  Member  in  any 
part  of  the  House  would  say  anything 
in  its  defence.  But  it  does  seem  some- 
what  strange  that  when  a  charge  of  this 
kind  is  made  in  a  plain,  straightforward 
statement  as  to  time  and  place,  and 
when  the  House  is  asked  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  it  should  be  expected  to  pass 
lightly  over  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  is  not  only  not  in  his 
place  to  meet  it,  but  has  not  made  any 
communication  whatever  on  the  subject 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  or  to 
any  of  his  own  hon.  Friends,  in  reference 
to  an  adjournment.  It  was  only  after 
this  Motion  was  made  that  there  was 
any  suggestion  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  could  not  be  here.  I  speak 
nco ;  but  I  think  it  is 
r  of  the  House,  if  not 
Friend,  that  when  a 
this  kind  was — as  the 
Mid  Cork  knew  from 
that  he  had — about  to 
plonation  should  have 
turn.  Member  for  Mid 
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Cork  knew  very  well,  from  what  had 
passed,  to  what  the  letter  lefeired.  We 
Bave  heard  something  about  the  cause  of 
his  absence,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
hoD.  Member  for  West  Belfast  told  a: 
exactly  what  he  knew  as  to  the  cause 
but  it  is  very  unsatiefaotory  to  the  House 
that  there  should  be  no  communication 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  by 
letter,  or  telegraph,  or  by  a  friend  ask- 
ing for  a  postponement  of  the  matter.  I 
think  the  House  should  be  very  jealous 
indeed  of  Buch  language  used  by  au 
hon.  Member  within  the  precincts  of 
the  House.  As  has  been  painted  out, 
no  distinction  can  be  drawn  between  the 
Houie  and  the  Lobby,  except  in  regard 
to  the  way  in  which  the  language  ie 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House.  If 
it  be  used  in  the  House,  you, 
Speaker,  would  take  immediate  notice 
of  it ;  if  it  be  used  in  the  Lobby,  you 
cannot  take  judicial  notice  of  it,  but  your 
attention  has  to  be  drawn  to  it.  Of 
oourse,  the  House  will  do  what  it  thinks 
right  in  the  matter.  I  have  only  put  the 
facta  before  it,  leaving  it  to  form  its  own 
oonclunon  as  to  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, there  ought  to  be  an  ad- 
journment. Whether  any  explanation, 
apology,  excuse,  or  withdrawal  was  in- 
tended to  he  maJie,  at  least  it  was  due  to 
the  House  that  there  should  be  some 
formal  communication  made  to  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
not  have  left  hie  friends — who  have 
certainly  done  the  beat  they  could  for 
him — to  make,  without  ioBtruotions  or 
authority,  an  explanation  which  may  or 
may  not  be  endorsed  by  him. 

Ma.  W.E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  if  I  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Kdinburgh 
(Mr.  Childers)  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
adjourn  this  debate,  it  is  not  through 
under- estimating  the  importance  of  the 
matter  before  us,  but  because  I  think  it 
is  one  of  a  very  grave  character.  But, 
before  I  go  further,  I  wish  to  advett  to 
the  statement  with  which,  somewhat  to 
my  surprise,  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  the  Attorney  General  commenced 
his  speech.  I  have  no  wish  to  complain 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but 
we  look  on  the  Law  Offioere  of  the 
Crown  to  guide  the  House  in  acting 
judicially,  and  I  understood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  say  that  this 
Sir  Siehard  fTtbiier 


transaction  could  not  be  properly  con- 
sidered without  reference  to  former 
transactions — that  is  to  say,  that  tbia 
very  grave  oomplaint  was  apparently 
to  be  the  subject  of  some  prejudice  and 
adverse  presumption  on  account  of 
matters  which  had  taken  place  on  some 
former  oooasion,  and  that  on  that  account 
— I  do  not  say  it  was  said,  but  it  was  in- 
ferred— the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Oork 
is  to  stand  in  the  position  of  one  who  is 
to  be  presumed  guilty  before  he  is  heard, 
and  that  this  question  is  to  be  entered 
upon  with  some  prejudice. 

Sir  EIOHARD  WEBSTER:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pardon  me  if 
I  say  that  I  had  not  the  smallest  inten  - 
tion  of  prejudicing  the  case  ?  What  1 
meant  was  simply  to  eaj^  that  from  what 
has  passed  in  this  Session  it  could  not 
be  taken  as  an  isolated  case.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
pardon  me  if  I ■ 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Sir,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  ask  you,  in  the 
first  place,  whether  this  interruption  is 
rder;  and,  secondly,  whether  tne  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  addressing 
himself  to  the  Question  before  the  House 

namely,  that  of  adjournment? 

Mb.  SFKAKEB  :  It  is  quite  true  that 
it  is  difficult  to  distinguish  between 
reasons  for  the  Motion  and  reasons 
against  the  adjournment;  but,  un- 
questionably,  it  is  to  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  that  remarks  ought  to  be 
strictly  confined. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  going,  apparently, 
to  commit  a  breach  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  references  to  past 
''ibates  in  the  present  Session. 

Sib  RIOHABD  WEBSTER :  No,  no  I 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  Would  it  be  in 
Order  for  him  to  mate  such  a  reference  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  notknow  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  going 
to  say,  and  therefore  I  cannot  say  who* 
ther  he  is  out  of  Order  or  not. 

8m  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  If  I 
am  at  all  out  of  Order  one  word  from 
you,  Sir,  will  induce  me,  of  coarse,  to 
refruJQ.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  asked  me  to  explain  or  with- 
draw a  statement  I  had  made,  I  am 
simply  going  to  read  from  the  report  in 
Bantard  what  has  happened  this  Session 
in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork.  ,^ 
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Me.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
muBt  say  that  tbo  question  as  betveen 
the  hon.  Uember  for  Hid  Cork  and  the 
hon.  If  ember  for  Davizee  ia  one  which 
itands  upon  its  own  merita.  Anything 
that  has  passed  on  any  previoua  occasion 
in  reference  to  the  cooduot  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
must  entirely  be  kept  out  of  the  queBti( 
and  should  have  no  infiueace  in  g^uiding 
the  action  of  the  House. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  have 
not  a  word  more  to  say  on  that  point. 
My  contention  would  have  been  to  the 
effect  that  the  question  must  stand  by 
itself,  and  bejudged  upon  its  own  merita. 
Looking  at  it  from  that  point  of  view, 
I  think  that  what  has  been  said  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  0hilders)i8  quite 
true.  I  did  not  enter  the  House  until 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  was  addressing  the  House ; 
but  I  think  I  have  fairly  collected  the 
merits  of  the  question  in  regard  to  the 
issue  now  before  us.  What  I  would 
venture  to  pnt  very  atrongly  to  the  Go- 
Temment  is  this — that  it  is  extremely 
unfortunate  if  in  any  given  place  — 
especially  a  case  of  a  grave  character, 
a  personal  character,  and  a  judicial 
character — it  is  extremely  unfortunate 
if  when  probably  or  possibly  there  is 
no  difference  of  opinion  on  the  merits 
of  the  case,  and  when  a  harmonious 
judgment  may  possibly  be  given  by  the 
majority  of  the  Houae — it  is  extremely 
unfortunate  if  any  course  is  taken  which 
tends  to  produce  out-of-doors,  either  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel  or  in  Ireland, 
an  impression  that  there  has  been  any- 
thing unfair  done.  I  am  not  at  all 
inclined  to  take  a  leaient  view  of  a 
complaint  such  as  that  which  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes. 
I  entirely  accede  to  what  has  been  said 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  matter  being 
laid  before  the  House  by  him ;  and  the 
manner  in  which  that  painful  office  has 
been  performed  by  him  may  well  stand 
on  the  acknowledgments  already  made. 
But,  for  the  present,  I  think  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  assume  in  any  respect  the 
absolute  culpability  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  ;  but  this  I  say,  that  if  he 
cannot  shake  the  base  of  the  statement 
of  an  offence  of  that  kind  the  offence  is 
a  very  grave  offence.  With  that  very 
grave  offence  it  ia  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  liord  of  the 
Treasury  at  onoe  to  deal;  and  I  own, 
VOL.  OOOXVJI.    [rmvn  BBEffis-l 


though  I  think  it  a  very  grave  offence, 
yet  I  could  have  wished  for  some  little 
opportunity  for  consideration  as  to  the 
measure  of  the  punishment  to  be  inflicted, 
because,  Sir,  we  have  means  provided 
for  judging  of  these  matters  in  the 
punishment  now  inflicted  by  the  House 
when  there  is  distinct  and  contumacious 
resistance  by  a  Member  of  the  House  to 
thejudgment  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  I  apprehend. 
Sir,  I  am  right  in  sajnng  that  yon  never 
name  a  Member  nntil,  in  your  judgment, 
oontnmacioua  resistance  has  been  offered 
to  the  authority  of  the  Chair.  I  am  also, 
I  apprehend,  right  in  saying  that  one 
week  ia  the  term  during  which  for  the 
firat  offence  the  Member  ia  subjected  to 
disability.  That  ia  the  amount  of  punish- 
ment it  is  usual  to  give.  I  feel  it  diffi* 
cult  to  decide  at  a  moment's  notice  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  I  oannot  tell  whe- 
ther there  are  palliating  and  excusatory 
circumstances  as  between  one  Member 
and  another ;  but  it  ia  proposed  for  the 
first  offence — [An  hon.  Meicbeb  :  It  is 
not  a  first  offence.] — to  give  four  times 
more  punishment  than  is  given  for  con- 
tumacious resistance  to  the  authori^  of 
the  Chair.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
n  quite  sure  he  has  done  no  more 
than  what  he  thought  to  be  his  duly. 
I  wished  to  say  these  few  words  aa  to 
the  amount  and  proportion  of  punish- 
ment. One  word  more  upon  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork,  I 
must  say  that,  unless  the  circumstances 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  can  be  met  by  some  adequate 
explanation,  they  distinctly  form  a  very 
serioua  aggravation  of  the  original 
offence,  suppoaing  the  original  offence  to 
be  eetabliabed.  About  that  I  feel  there 
can  be  no  doubt  whatever,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  that  I  say  in  all  likelihood 
it  may  be  found — and  I  have  nothing 
more  to  say  than  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
— it  may  be  found  that  we  all  take  sub- 
atantially  the  same  view  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  original  question  has  pos- 
aibly  been  complicated  and  aggravated 
by  the  abaence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  from  the  House ;  but  all  the 
more  because  it  has  been  so  complicated, 
and  because  there  is  an  aggravation  of 
the  original  offence,  I  hold  it  is  most 
desirable  on  every  ground  that  we 
2  Q 
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should  IcDow  the  whole  case  before  we 
decide,  and  have  the  bon.  Member  pre- 
lent  before  we  arrive  at  our  sentence. 
If  there  is  any  question  of  undue  delay 
in  his  appearance  here,  and  if  it  is 
thought  that  the  authority  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  exeroieed  in  order  to  secure 
his  speedy  attendanoe,  I  cannot  conceive 
the  slightest  objection.  I  do  not  enter 
upon  that  at  the  present  moment.  Pro- 
bably we  may  hear  from  some  Qentle- 
man  who  is  personally  acquainted  with 
the  hoa.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  when  the 
hon.  Member  is  certain  to  be  in  his 
place.  That  is  a  question  which  ought 
to  be  considered,  perhaps,  after  the 
adjournment,  if  the  adjournment  is  con- 
oeaed ;  but  I  do  put  it  on  every  ground 
of  policy,  propriety,  equity,  and  on 
everyquestionconnected  with  the  dignity 
of  this  House — and  it  is  most  important 
that  this  House  should  act  as  a  body — 
I  do  put  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  exercise  a  wise  discretion  if 
he  consents  to  allow  a  reasonable  time 
to  elapse  before  calling  on  us  to  give 
judgment  in  this  case  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.SMITH:  After  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader ofthe  Oppo- 
sition (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  I  think  it 
would  bo  fitting  that  I  should  agree  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  for  the  adjournment  ofthe 
debate,  Ihavenodesire,  inacaeeof  this 
kind  ac  all  events,  to  secure  the  triumph 
of  a  majority.  I  thoroughly  reciprocate 
the  feelings  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  judgment  of  the 
House  should,  it  possible,  be  as  nearly 
tmanimouB  as  it  can  be.  An  offence  has 
been  charged  against  the  hon.  Member. 
The  offence  charged  is  an  offence 
against  the  House,  not  against  an  indi- 
vidual Uember,  nor  agwnst  a  Party, 
but  it  is  an  offence  against  the  House 
itself;  therefore,  it  is  most  desirable  on 
every  ground  that  as  nearly  as  possible 
the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  House 
should  be  given  in  dealing  with  so  grave 
and  serious  a  question.  I,  therefore, 
consent  to  the  adjournment  ofthe  debate, 
but  I  will  follow  with  the  Motion — 
"  That  Dr.  Tanner  do  attend  in  his  place 
at  half-past  4  on  Thursday  next.^'  I 
think  that  would  afford  ample  time.' 

Mr.      HOWELL     {Bethnal     Green, 

N.E.):    I  claim  the  indulgence  of  the 

House  for  a  moment.    I  have  not  one 

word  to  say  ia  defence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 

JTr.  W.  S.  Oladttmt 


her  for  Mid  Cork ;  but  it  will  be  in  your 
recollection,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  brought 
under  your  notice  some  time  ago  a 
matter  of  a  somewhat  similar  character, 
in  so  far  as  it  affected  the  Privileges  of 
this  House,  and  one  which  I  considered 
to  bo  of  considerable  importance.  Upon 
that  occasion,  Sir,  you  informed  me  that 
as  the  oircametauces  to  which  I  desired 
to  refer  had  not  occurred  within  the 
House,  it  was  not  a  matter  of  which  the 
House  could  take  cognizance.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  hope  the  House 
will  refuse  to  entertain  any  Motion  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  In  my  opinion 
a  much  more  serious  breach  of  the  Pri- 
vileges of  this  House  occurred  in  the 
Lobby  after  I  had  brought  forward  a 
Motion  some  time  ago  relating  to  the 
Oarporatton  of  the  City  of  London.  Tou 
will  probably  remember,  Sir,  that  on 
that  occasion  you  asked  me 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Motion  before 
the  House  is  a  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  entering  into  another  matter  alto- 
gether. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  Then  I  wiU  only 
urge  on  the  Government  not  to  proceed 
with  the  matter  further.  After  the 
manner  in  which  the  subject  has  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
I  feel  persuaded  that  it  would  not  be 
consulting  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
pass  a  Besolution  upon  the  matter.  I 
think  the  House  would  consult  its  dignity 
very  much  more  if  It  would  pass  away 
from  the  subject  altogether. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjounud  till  Huriday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  have  now  to 
move— 

"That  Dr.  Tanner,  Slember  for  tho  Hid 
Division  of  ths  Couaty  of  Cork,  do  Httand  is 
hia  place  on  Thursday  neit  Ht  haU-psst  Four 

Ma.  W.  B.  GLADSTONE:  I  see  no 

Bson  for  objecting  to  that  Motion, 
which  is  only  a  jnst  and  reasonable  one. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordtrtd,  That  Dr.  Tanner,  Uember  for  tfaa 
Mid  Division  of  the  County  ol  Cork,  do  attend 
in  his  place  on  Thursday  next,  at  half-pact 
Foot  o'clock. 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  *^'*" 
Votes:— 

Complaint  made  to  the  House  by  V 
Member  for  the  Devices  Dir 


>v  Google 


\ 


1189  Snpply— 

al  offenuTS  eipTenioiu  addreMsd  to  him  in  the 
Lobbf  by  Dr.  Tanner,  Member  for  the  Mid- 
DiTiuon  of  the  County  of  Cork : — 

HoUoD made, and  Question propoaod,  "That, 
in  aonsequenoe  of  the  disgraceful  and  insulting 
woids  addreased  in  the  Lobby  of  the  Hodk  on 
Friday  OTening  last,  by  Dr.  Taoner,  Uember 
for  tbe  Mid-Division  of  the  Coanty  of  Cork,  to 
an  honourable  Member  of  this  House,  Dr. 
Tanner  be  suspended  from  the  Service  of  the 
House,  and  excluded  from  ita  precincts  for  a 
Mooth:"— (Wr.  William  Henry  Smith  !)'-'De- 
bate  arieing ; 

Uolion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  Seilta,)  — 
put,  and  agrted  h. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thimdajf. 

(Ml*rtd,  That  Dr.  Tanner,  Member  for  the 
Mid  Division  of  the  Coanty  of  Cork,  do  attond 
in  his  place  on  Thursday  neit,  at  half-past 
Four  o'clock.— (Jfr.  William  Senry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLT— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
8fjrshY—e<m»id»rtd  in  Committee. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Queetion  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  oiceedinK  £1,732,600, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  Uie  Ez- 

ginses  of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at 
onto  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  ldS8." 

Hb.  duff  (Banffshire) :  May  I  ask 
what  is  to  be  the  course  of  BusineBs  to- 
night, and  what  Votes  the  OorerDment 
propose  to  take  in  the  event  of  diapoaing 
of  tnis  Tote  at  an  early  hour  ? 

The  8ECEETART  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  Foewood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk):  It vasstatedtheothernight 
that  it  was  intended  to  take  Tote  6,  and 
then  to  proceed  in  regular  order  with 
Totes  9,  10,  4c. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Qeoboe  Hauh-tor) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  propose  to  take 
Tote  6  firat. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
fPaddimtton,  8.) :  May  I  be  allowed  to 
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given  to  the  Admiralty  for  armaments 
is  spent  by  them.  Nothing  would  be 
more  unfortunate  in  the  discussion  of 
Tote  6  than  for  the  Committee  to  be  led 
into  a  review  of  the  queetiona  involved 
in  Tote  10.  If  we  are  to  discuss  Vote  6 
to-night,  we  ought,  as  closely  as  possible, 
to  oonfine  ouraelvea  to  Tote  6.  If  we 
finiah  the  discussion  at  an  early  hour 
to-night,  then  my  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  might  find  it 
convenient  to  proceed  with  Tote  10  ;  but 
if  the  disouBslon  upon  Vote  6  ia  continued 
until  a  late  hour,  then  I  trust  that  tbe 
First  Lord  of  the  Treaaury  will  find  it 
convenient  to  take  Tote  10  as  the  firat 
Tote  upon  some  other  evening.  I  would 
strongly  press  upon  the  Government  the 
propriety  of  taking  that  course. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
very  anxious  to  make  any  arrangement 
that  will  meet  with  tbe  convenience  of 
the  Committee ;  but  any  hon.  Member 
who  ia  anxious  to  raise  any  question  as 
to  the  design  of  tbe  afaips  will,  of  course, 
be  able  to  do  so  if  he  chooses  upon  each 
of  theae  Totea,  and  thus  there  would  be 
a  double  discussion,  or  the  same  subject 
might  be  discuesed  twice  over. 

Me.  DUFF:  I  understand  that  if 
Vote  6  is  disposed  of  at  a  reasonable 
hour,  the  Qovemment  then  propose  to 
proceed  with  Vote  10. 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVEB  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  As  a  general  rule  there  have 
been  two  separate  discussions  on  Votes 
6  and  10.  It  has  never  been  the  custom 
to  take  a  general  discussion  upon  both 
Votes  at  the  same  time. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee while  I  make  a  close  analytical 
examination  of  Tote  6,  which  provides 
for  Dockyard  Eetabliehments  at  Home 
and  Abroad.    I  am  anxious  to  make  the 
examination  as  close  as  I  can,  and  to 
analyze  the  details  as  fully  as  I   can, 
because,  owing  to  the  very  late  period  of 
the  Session  at  which  the  Committee  on 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  was  ap- 
pointed, it  has  been  quite  impossible  for 
the  Committee  to  devote  an  adequate 
amount  of  time  to  the  examination  of 
the  Estimates ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  im- 
e  Committee  to  assist  the 
he  House  must  itself  do 
to  arrive  at  a  decision 
estion   whether   this   ex- 
rightly  incurred  or  not. 
ling    whioh    strikea    mo 
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about  Tote  6  is  its  form.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  am  goings  to  trouble  tbe  Com- 
mittee with  a  great  maoT  fignrea,  but 
I  must  aak  their  careful  attention  to 
them.  Ab  I  hare  Baid,  the  iirat  thing 
that  strikes  me  about  Tote  6  is  the 
form  of  the  Tote ;  and  that  is  very  im- 

EDrtant.  If  the  Committee  will  look 
aok  to  former  Estimates,  they  will  find 
that,  nntil  the  present  year,  Tote  6  has 
always  contained  about  12  times  as 
much  information  as  it  does  this  year. 
The  detailed  information  in  Tote  6  this 
year  is  all  put  in  the  form  of  Appendices. 
The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton),  in 
the  Memorandum  which  he  placed  before 
the  House,  said~ 

"Tha  Votafoi  Dockyard  labour  ii  taken  ia 
the  preaent  Eatimates  aa  a  whole,  and  ii  Dot 
allotted,  M  hat  been  the  practice  Id  pa«t  years, 
to  tlie  sevenil  Yards.  The  object  of  this 
ehange  is  to  afford  the  Controller  of  the  Nstv 
more  latitude  in  tbe  diatrihution  of  work  and 
*l  the  cla«ea  o/  labonr,  in  a  maniier  which 
may  promote  greater  efBciency  and  economf  in 
carrying  ont  the  varying  requirements  of  the 

NSTJ." 

That  is  very  plausible  as  far  as  it  goes ; 
but  it  raises  questions  of  the  utmost 
possible  importance.  Now,  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  and  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  any  mat- 
ters outside  those  wbioh  are  not  con- 
tained in  the  Tote  itself.  They  are  not 
concerned  with  any  statement  that  may 
be  made  by  the  Admiralty  in  the  ap- 
pendices of  the  Tote.  Such  statements 
never  come  under  the  notice  of  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  Qeneral,  or  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts;  and, 
therefore,  the  more  you  limit  the  infor- 
mation in  the  Tote,  and  extend  it  in  the 
Appendioes,  the  more  you  withdraw 
matters  from  the  knowledge  of  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  Qeneral,  and  the 
greater  are  the  opportunities  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  expend  money  without  the 
knowledge,  and  possibly  without  the 
consent  and  sanction,  of  Parliament. 
To  show  the  Committee  how  excessively 
important  this  matter  is,  I  now  turn  to 
Tote  6.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  make 
a  note  of  my  objection  to  the  form  of  the 
Tote.  If  you  look  back  to  the  year 
1872-3,  you  will  find  that  £988,562  was 
thought  sufficient  in  that  year  for  the 
mwntenance  of  the  Dockyards  at  homo 
and  abroad.  You  will  find  that  this 
Lori  Smdo^h  ChureUU 
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year  the  Admiralty  demand  £1,732,600, 
so  that  the  Tote  has  practically  doubled. 
But  you  cannot  consider  Tote  6  withoot 
considering  Tote  1 1 ,  for  New  Works  and 
Machinery  in  the  Dockyards.  Both 
must  go  together,  and  Tote  11,  in  this 
year,  is  £553,000.  Combined,  these 
two  Totes  amount  to  £2,265,000;  and 
they  have  more  than  doubled  since 
1872.  Then,  Tote  10,  for  Machinery 
and  Ships  built  by  Contract,  has  in- 
creased by  six  times  since  1872-3.  In 
1872  the  expenditure  under  Tote  lOwas 
estimated  at  £375,000;  in  1881-2  it 
amounted  to  £1,911,000,  so  that  if 
Tote  6  had  doubled.  Tote  10  had  sox- 
tupled,  or  increased  by  six  times  as 
much.  The  Committee  will,  I  think, 
allow  that  these  are  remarkable  facte.  I 
should  now  like  to  analyze  Tote  6  as  it 
stands  in  the  present  year.  Tote  6 
combines  the  Home  Yardsand  the  Yards 
abroad.  I  will  take  the  Home  Yards 
first.  The  Admiralty;  askfor  £1,538,095 
to  carry  on  the  work  in  the  Home  Yards. 
If  we  say  to  them — "  What  are  you 
going  to  give  us  in  return  for  that  ex- 
penditure of  £1,538,000?"  they  tell  as 
— "We  are  going  to  spend  £702,131  on 
new  construction,  £322,268  on  refitting 
and  repairing  ebips,  and  £106,569  on 
manufactures  and  materials,  making  a 
total  of  £1,131,966."  This  is  what  the 
country  will  get  in  direct  return  for  its 
expenditure  of  £1,536,000  in  the  Home 
Yards.  But  a  considerable  balance, 
amounting  to  £406,000,  is  left;  and  this 
balance  is  entirely  absorbed  by  sala- 
ries and  incidental  expenses.  This  is  a 
point  which  I  shall  probably  allude  to 
more  than  once  in  the  course  of  my  re- 
marks ;  and  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
^ve  their  anxious  attention  to  it.  The 
incidental  charges  amount  to  £406,000, 
as  compared  with  £1,100,000  in  direct 
returns  to  the  country  —  that  is  to 
say,  your  incidental  charges,  which  do 
not  come  under  the  heads  of  labour 
and  material,  amount  to  no  less 
than  34  per  cent  on  the  return  of 
£1.130,000  which  tbe  Admiralty  pro- 
poses to  give  you.  That  is  an  enormous 
percentage  indeed ;  much  larger  than 
in  any  other  country.  But  supposing 
we  add  to  this  expenditure  Vote  11, 
which  is  for  new  works  and  machinery 
by  contract.  We  then  hare  to  add  to 
the  incidental  charges  connected  with 
the  mainteuance  of  the  Dockyards  no 
less  a  sum  than  £304,150,  so  that  we 
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have  altogether  about  £700,000  spent  ia 
charf^ea  inciclental  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Dockyards  while  taming  out  work 
valued  at  £1,100,000.  ConBequently, 
the  34  per  cent  becomes  uearlj  doubled, 
and  becomee  nearly  €0  per  cent.  I  think 
the  Gommittoe  will  admit  that  that  is  a 
very  startling  statement  indeed,  and  if 
it  is  worked  out  it  will  be  aeen  that  the 
expenditure  ie  increasing  rapidly,  and 
that  there  is  the  utmost  difficulty  in 
defending  it.  li  I  turn  to  the  expendi- 
ture upon  foreign  yards,  I  find  that  mat- 
ters are  still  more  seriouB,  and  I  shall 
hare  a  great  deal  to  say  la  regard  to  it 
before  I  conclude.  The  total  Estimate 
for  Foreign  Yards  is  £195,322.  The 
direct  or  effective  expenditure,  on  new 
construction,  refitting,  and  manufactures, 
is  put  down  at  £87,659,  and  the 
incidental  charges  amount  to  £107,663. 
Therefore,  comparing  the  incidental 
chaises  with  the  actual  work  done  in 
the  foreign  yards,  it  will  be  found  that 
the  incidental  charges  amount  to  130  per 
cent  as  compared  with  the  direct  returns 
you  get  from  the  Dockyards.  If  I  add 
to  the  £107,000  incidental  charges  con- 
nected with  these  foreign  yards  to  the 
charge  of  £139,000  equally  incidental, 
which  comes  under  Tote  1 1  for  the  ex- 
tension of  foreign  yards,  I  get  an  item 
of  £246,000  spent  upon  foreign  yards, 
while  your  return  in  direct  service 
amounts  only  to  £87,000,  amounting  to 
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£39  per  ton  in  the  cost  of  building. 
Will  the  price  of  material  account  for  the 
increase?  Again  I  say  that  it  will  not, 
for  there  has  been  an  immense  fall 
einoe  1B74  in  the  prices  of  nearly  all 
structural  materials  with  hardly  an  ex- 
ception. The  price  of  the  principal 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  ships  has  fallen  largely,  so  that  you 
cannot  quote  the  price  of  materials  in 
order  to  account  for  the  increased  charge 
per  ton  for  the  building  of  ships.  Be- 
tween 1^7-1  and  1863,  since  which 
prices  have  not  risen,  iron  plates  fell  in 
price  from  £I9  3j.  4d.  to  £18  15i. ;  pig 
lead  fell  36  per  cent;  zinc,  43  percent; 
mill  coals,  23  per  cent;  hemp,  IS  per 
cent ;  copper,  24  per  cent ;  and  red  pine 
as  much  as  50  per  cent.  Therefore, 
there  has  been  a  large  fall  in  prices,  yet, 
notwithstanding  this  fall  in  prices  since 
the  time  when  ships  were  built  at  £50 
or  £60  a  ton  there  has  been  a  large 
increase  in  the  cost  of  shipbuilding. 
Therefore,  you  can  neither  go  to  the  cost 
of  labour  nor  the  price  of  materials  to 
account  for  the  increase  in  expenditure 
— an  increase  of  £50  per  ton  eince  the 
year  1885.  That  is  a  very  remarkable 
fact,  and  it  is  a  point  on  which  I  think 
the  House  is  entitled  to  some  explana- 
tion from  the  Admiralty.  I  desire,  on 
this  subject,  to  read  an  extract  from  an 
article  in  the  May  number  of  TA«  Wett- 
min*Ur  Eevitw,  an  article  of  great  ability 
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fully,  saya  further — and  this  is  what  I 
wish  to  commend  to  the  attention  of  the 
Admiralty,  bMause  it  is  not  the  etata- 
ment  of  a  heated  politioian  or  of  a  Party 
Opponent,  but  the  statemeat  of  a  ^rave 
and  moderate  quarterly  periodical- 

"  It  if,  of  conne,  cuitomary  to  hear 
that  this  large  iacretiM  of  expenditure  has  been 
entailed  by  the  more  eipeDtire  sod  complex 
character  of  the  appliances  of  modem  naval 
wtrfare.  Oo  thU  point  we  do  not  care  to  ven- 
ture any  opinion.  It  i«  possible  that  there  is 
force  and  truth  in  the  argument.  But  after 
every  possiljle  allowance  has  been  madsthi 
noet  indulgeot  and  reasonable  of  censor 
■How,  after  all  the  difficulties  that  confront  the 
Admiralty  hare  been  fully  extenuatod,  after 
the  necessarily  more  cautious  and  circumlocu- 
lionary  processes  common  to  governmental  work 
have  been  taken  into  conuderaUon,  Qiere  still 


.  ;e  responsible  for  our  naval  expenditure.  The 
charges  of  wastefnt,  inefficient,  and  inadeqaate 
administration  have  been  proved  to  the  hilt,  net 
by  the  impersonal  or  iTresponsible  criticisms  of 
the  public  Press,  of  anonymous  pamphleteers, 
or  of  foreign  rivals,  but  by  the  evidence  of 
Admiralty  officials  themselves,  and  by  the  well- 
conMdra«d  and  weighty  deliberations  of  aucces- 
uve  Committees  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
■nbject.  Of  such  Committeas  there  are  two 
whose  recent  Kaports  are  entitled  to  special  con- 
Nderation— the  first  being  the  Committee  on 
the  bailding  and  repair  of  ships ;  the  second 
the  Committees  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Admiralty  and  Dockyard  administration  and 
expenditure.  The  first  of  these  was  presided 
over  by  Lord  Ravensworth,  and  included  such 
anthontiei  as  Ur.  John  Bums,  Mr,  Samuda, 
Ut.  Ismay,  Sir  Charles  Palmer,  and  Mr.  Nor- 
wood. They  examined  authorities  as  competent 
as  thsmselvea,  among  othen  Sir  Edward  Reed, 
Sir  N.  Bamaby,  Mr.  F,  K.  Barnes,  Admiral  Sir 
W,  H.  Stewart,  Mr.  W.  Uird,  &c.  That 
Committee  reported  in  October,  1884;  and  the 
inmmary  of  their  Report  is  this — '  That  the 
Admiralty  system  failed  to  sbpw  the  entire  cost 
of  labour  on  a  Dockyard- built  ship;  that  the 
whole  question  of  incidental  charges  was  so 
obscuru  as  to  render  nureliuble  any  comparison 
btitween  the  cost  of  shipbuilding  in  pnblicand 
in  private  yards;  that  the  incomplete  aod 
meagre  character  of  the  specifications  furnished 
bj  the  Admiralty  to  contrectors  not  only  in- 
creued  the  time  daring  which  ships  were  under 
construction,  but  also  materially  enhanced  the 
cost  of  the  work :  that  the  time  occupied  in 
building  a  ship  ander  contract  compared  favonr- 
ably  with  the  period  of  construction  in  a  Dock- 
yard, the  whole  tendency  of  contract  work 
being  to  avoid  delay  ;  that  a  heavy  expenditure 
was  incurred  in  refitting  ships  that  have  com. 
pleted  their  commission  when  it  was  really  not 
requiredi  and  that  the  Admiralty  would  do  wdl 
to  follow  more  largely  the  practice  followed  in 
the  Merchant  Navy  of  adding  new  ahips  to  their 
fleet  in  preference  to  inonrriog  a  heavy  expeo- 
ditore  on  old  ones.' " 

Theae  are  all  of  them  dietinct  charges 

Zord  JiandoJph  Chttrehitt 


{CX)HU0N8}  NM>y  Sttmaiu.  IlM 

made  by  the  Committee  on  the  Admi- 
ralty, who  Bay  that  they  were  all  proved 
before  them.  They  did  not  even  limit 
their  condemnation  by  aaying  that  the 
work  of  the  Admiral^  was  well  done. 
Not  at  all.  They  go  on  to  say — 
They  fonnd  that  alike  ii 


inefficient ;  thtt  il 
spite  of  enormous  sums  voted  for  machinery 
and  works  '  the  tools  employed  were  of  an  oh. 
solete  character,  which  most  necessarily  increase 
the  cost  of  the  work  ; '  that  la^^  sums  ot 
money  were  wasted  in  patching  ap  old  ships 
when  a  ver^  little  more,  or,  perhaps,  even  leas, 
would  provide  entirely  new  vessels  ;  that  ships 
were  over  and  over  again  stripped  and  '  torn 
up '  whon  about  to  be  placed  in  a  new  commis- 
sion, although  no  such  expenditure  was  re- 
quired ;  that  there  wae  a  want  of  touch  between 
the  several  heads  of  Departments  coincidentally 
with  too  much  centralization  of  detail,  which 
caused  '  delay  and  unnecessary  correspond- 
That  the  whole  admimstrative  arrange- 
menta  were,  in  fact,  aoch  aa  no  private 
firm  or  individual  would  be  likely,  even 
if  he  could  afford  it,  to  tolerate  for  a 
moment.  That  ia  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, although  it  baa  never  been  al- 
luded to  in  Parliament,  no  doubt  to  the 
great  enjoyment  of  the  Admiralty.  But 
thatwae  not  enough;  moreatill  remained 
behind.  That  Committee  reported  in 
1884.  Another  Gommittae  waa  appointed 
in  1865 — namely,  a  Oommittee  to  inquire 
into  the  Dockyard  expenditure,  and  it 
was  presided  over  by  a  distinguished 
officer — Admiral  Graham.  That  Gom- 
mittee  presented  their  Beport  to  the 
Admiralty  last  year. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  No. 

Loan  BANDOLPH  OHDEOHILL: 
At  any  rate,  they  got  it  last  year,  and 
here  ia  a  summary  of  their  Beport.  It 
was  two  years  after  the  Committeo  on 
the  building  and  repair  of  ships  had 
presented  their  Beport  when  this  inte- 
resting, but  it  ia  to  be  feared  absolutely 
unheeded,  docucnotit  was  submitted  to 
my  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  in  which 
the  Committee  on  Dockyard  expenditure 
reported  that— 

'"  Tbesuprarisioa  of  labour  is  ansatiatactoT}-, 
and  that  idleness  and  incompetence  are  prac- 
ticoUy  unchecked ; '  that  '  the  want  of  co- 
operation between  the  superintendent  and  the 
oSceraactannfavoatablyupon  the  cost  of  works 
in  progreas ; '  that '  wa  can  imagine  no  mora 
nnsatisfactory  state  of  aS!air*,nor  one  mnmi'a]. 
culated  to  subvert  all  effectual  control  o 
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tbma  from  staiea ; '  tbat  '  the  condition  into 
which  Dockyard  bnaincsa  has  bean  gradually 
drifting;  is,  and  bat  been  for  some  years,  entirely 
underrated  in  the  Admiralty  Department,  and, 
ire  greatly  regret  to  add,  to  the  very  serious 
detriment  of  Uie  SerTico ; '  that  there  is  '  no 
systematic  or  coDcurieat  financial  control  over 
Dockyard  expenditure ; '  that  '  duplication  of 
accoDiita,  OTer-employment  of  clerks,  prepara- 
tion of  Toluminona,  and,  in  aome  cases,  useless 
Ketums,  and  defective  audit,'  ace  *  defects  com- 
mon to  all  yards  and  to  all  branches  of  work 
therein  ; '  and  that,  as  regards  management, 
'  the  syBtem  is  seriously  defective,  and  does  not 
secure  a  fair  return  for  the  vast  outlay  aimually 
absorbed  therein.' " 

These  are  the  Beports  of  two  Oommit- 
teee  irithin  the  last  tno  jears.  Nnw, 
what  I  want  to  know  ib  what  answer  the 
Admiralty  have  to  make  to  these  elaho- 
rate  heads  of  condemn ation  fastened  on 
them  b;  these  Committeea  ?  The  Admi- 
ralty have  told  UB  that  they  cannot  make 
any  reduction  in  tbo  gross  amount  of  ex- 
penditure, and  that  any  demand  for  a 
redaction  is  intolerable  and  unjustifiable. 
Both  of  these  Committees  condemn  the 
system  as  rotten  and  inefficient,  and 
what  have  the  Admiralty  done  to  meet 
the  charges  brought  against  them  ?  Let 
me  examine  these  things  a  little  more 
in  detail.  I  have  given  a  summary  of 
the  Committees'  Reports  ;  and  now,  if  I 
am  allowed,  I  desire  to  lay  before  the 
Coibmittee  a  few  figures  with  a,  view  of 
comparing  the  cost  of  Dockyard  ships 
and  ships  built  by  contract.  It  is  pos- 
sible to  examine  the  cost  of  ships  built 
by  contract  in  1880-J,  and  to  compare 
it  with  the  cost  of  ships  built  by  contract 
within  a  very  recent  period,  and,  by 
comparing  that  cost  with  the  cost  of 
Dockyard-built  ships,  the  House  will 
see  what  the  Dockyard  system  costs  the 
country,  I  propose  to  take,  for  the 
purpose  of  comparison,  tiro  ships — the 
Conilance  and  the  Carytfort,  which  are 
recent  ships  built  in  1880-1,  and  it 
appears  that  the  Coitttanct,  which  was 
built  in  the  Chatham  Dockyard,  cost 
£114.886  fnrhnrhiill  and  £36.000   for 
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£13  pertononthehidlaiidof£l  18(.4<;, 
per  ton  on  the  engines.  Notwithstanding 
these  striking  facts,  the  Conilance  and 
the  Caryifort  appear  in  the  Estimates 
this  year  as  each  costing  £123,000,  thus 
making  it  appear  to  Parliament  that 
contract  ships  and  Dockyard  ships  cost 
the  same  price.  I  hope  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will 
give  us  some  explanation  of  this.  I 
now  proceed  to  the  case  of  larger  ships 
— the  Camp»rdou>n,  built  in  Portsmouth 
Dockyard,  and  the  Benloio,  built  by 
contract  on  the  Thames.  The  original 
estimate  for  the  Camperdown  was,  direct 
charges,  £666,947 ;  indirect  charges, 
£93,880;  total,  £762,827.  The  estimate 
for  WeBenloK  was  £665,718,  and  Dock- 
yard work  £43,831,  making  a  total  of 
£709,559,  thus  shovring  a  difference  of 
£53,000  in  favour  of  the  contract  ship. 
After  the  Benhow  was  constructed  a 
change  was  made  in  the  designs  as  to 
armaments,  and  an  extra  expenditure  of 
£50,000  was  incurred ;  but  even  with 
this  additional  expenditure  added  to  the 
cost  of  the  Bmhoiff,  which  was  not  fairly 
incurred,  the  latest  estimate  for  the 
Berthow  is  only  £762,000,  as  against 
£776,000  for  the  Camperdown,  which  is 
£14,000  in  favour  of  the  contract  ship. 
Then,  take  the  case  of  the  Immorialili, 
built  at  Chatham  Dockyard,  and  the 
Autfraiia,  built  by  contract.  The  direct 
estimate  of  the  Immortaliti  was  £278,720, 
and  the  indirect  charges  were  £45,194, 
making  a  total  of  £323,914.  In  the 
cose  of  the  Australia,  the  contract  ship, 
the  direct  estimate  was  £245,458,  with 
£20,955  for  Dockyard  work,  and  in- 
direct charges  £5,966,  making  a  total 
of  £272,;j79,  showing  a  difference  in 
favour  of  the  contract  ship  of  £51,535, 
What  has  the  Admiralty  got  to  say  to 
that  ?  Why,  in  the  case  of  three  dil- 
feront  classes  of  ships,  should  they  be 
huilt  at  a  higher  percentage  of  cost  thao 
in  private  dockyards  ?  I  know  that  one 
rnannn    whv    Dockvard    buildino-   is   so 
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Hament  voted  tliat  sum  for  the  building 
of  the  ehip.  The  final  eetimatee,  about 
fire  years  afterwards,  came  to  £445,000, 
and  the  actual  ooat  of  tbe  ship  was 
£491,000,  or  nearly  double  the  sum  of 
£269,000,  wUob  the  Admiralty  told 
Parliameot  when  they  induced  Parlia- 
ment to  vote  the  money.  Now,  take  the 
case  of  the  Temiraira  a  little  later,  a 
ship  of  which  the  country  is  justly 
proud.  The  original  estimate  upon 
which  Parliament  coneenled  to  her  being 
laid  down — because  these  are  not  sup- 
posed to  be  mere  phantom  estimates ;  il 
you  tell  Parliament — "I  intend  to  spend 
BO  much  on  this  ship,"  and  £aOO,000  ie 
spent,  then  Parliament  is  deluded  and 
deceived,  and  all  Parliamentary  control 
becomes  an  absolute  farce.  The  original 
estimate  of  the  Timirair*  was  £281,000, 
the  final  estimate  £356,000,  and  the 
actual  cost  £375,000,  showing  au  excess 
of  £90,000  over  tbe  original  estimate. 
In  the  case  of  the  Injhxihlt,  the  total 
estimate  was  £396,000,  the  final  esti- 
mate £607,000,  and  the  actual  cost 
£625,000,  showing  aa  excess  over 
the  estimates  submitted  to  Parliament 
of  no  less  a  sum  than  £229,000.  Now, 
take  a  smaller  class  of  ships.  The  ori- 
ginal estimate  for  the  Shannon  was 
£168,000,  the  final  estimate  £218,000, 
and  the  actual  cost  £250,000,  or  an  ex- 
cess of  £63,000.  Therefore,  even  in  the 
case  of  a  ship  like  the  Shannon  the  Ad- 
miralty cannot  estimate  the  cost  of  build- 
ing her.  Take  again  the  liaechanU,  a 
well-known  vessel.  The  original  esti- 
mate was  £t07,000,  the  final  estimate 
£152,000,  and  the  actual  cost  £164,000, 
making  an  excess  of  £57,000.  Now, 
what  I  want  to  know  is  this — what 
would  become  of  any  private  firm  that 
made  such  mistakes  as  these  in  its  calcu- 
lations? What  would  become  of  them 
when  they  found  that  the  cost  of  build- 
ing a  ship  was  exactly  double  their  esti- 
mate? That  firm  would  soon  be  in 
bankruptcy.  But  the  Admiralty  cannot 
go  into  bankruptcy,  because  they  have 
a  deluded  Patliament  and  country  to 
draw  upon  ad  libitum;  and  these  mis- 
takes, which  would  ruin  both  the  cha- 
racter and  the  credit  of  any  private 
firm,  are  passed  over  by  Parliament  ac- 
tually unnoticed,  and  with  a  light  and 
cheerful  heart  the  Admiralty  submit 
estimates  they  know  to  be  utterly  delu- 
sive. Again,  look  at  even  the  estimates  ,  , 
of  ^le  amount  they  are  going  to  spend    notice  of  the  Cummiltce  ou  Public  Ac- 
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in  labour  upon  ships.  The  original  es- 
timate for  Isbour  upon  the  hull  of  the 
Impirieute  woB  £147,000,  and  the  final 
cost  £210,000,  or  an  excess  of  £G3,000; 
in  the  case  of  the  Waripitt,  the  figures 
were  £147,000  and  £202,000,  in  that  of 
the  ]/«-(«y,  £62,000  and  £98,000,  in 
that  of  the  S»tfrit,  £62, 000  and  £90,000, 
of  the  CuWw,  £19,000  and  £26,000.  and 
of  the  Uelita,  £19.000  and  £23,000. 
Therefore,  the  Committee  will  see  that 
even  in  the  case  of  very  small  skips, 
where  you  would  think  there  was  no 
difficulty  in  estimating  the  amonnt,  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Admiralty 
to  ascertain  what  they  ought  to  pay? 
Now  I  come  back  to  the  remark  I  made 
at  the  beginning.  I  want  to  show  the 
Committee  the  utterly  untrustworthy 
and  deceptive  character  of  the  Admi- 
ralty statements  contaiued  in  the  Esti- 
mates submitted  to  Parliament.  If  you 
tnrn  to  the  appendices,  yon  will  find  a 
certain  amount  of  labour  promised  by 
the  Admiralty  to  be  expended  on  certain 
classes  of  ships,  some  to  be  advanced, 
and  others  to  be  completed.  But  those 
statements  contained  in  the  appendices 

not  worth  the  paper  they  are  written 
All    you    put  in  the    appendices 

ipes  the  control  of  the  Auditor  Oe- 
neral  altogether.  If  it  is  in  the  Vote, 
the  Controller  and  Auditor  General  has 
to  report  that  certain  sums  put  down  in 
the  Estimates  have  not  been  expended ; 
but  if  it  is  in  the  appendices,  Uie  Cen- 
troUer  and  Auditor  Qeaeral  has  nothing 
to  do  with  it,  and  never  notices  it,  and 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts  never 
notices  it.  The  Committee  will  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  this.  Tou  have  a  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts;  buttheonly 
check  on  jour  Army  and  Navy  expendi- 
ture is  a  Beturn  called  the  Expense  Ac- 
count, which  is  never  issued  for  the 
Navy  until  two  years,  and  for  the  Army 
three  years,  after  the  expenditure  has 
been  incurred.  Although  yon  have  a 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  that 
Committee  knows  nothing  even  of  the 
existence  of  this  Expense  Account,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  that  is  the  only 
possible  check  on  the  Departments,  and 
the  only  means  of  finding  out  how  the 
Departments  spend  the  money.  Is  not 
that  a  disgraceful  state  of  things  for  the 
country?  The  Expense  Account  is  not 
audited  by  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
Qeneral,   and    never  comes   under  the 
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counts.  The  Appropriatton  Aoconnt  has 
nothing;  whatever  to  do  with  the  details 
io  connection  with  your  maoufacturing 
establishment 9.  All  the  Adnriralty  do 
is  to  tell  you  that  ther  are  going  to 
spend  80  many  hundred  thousand  pounds 
on  ships  in  thecourse  of  the  present  year. 
I  Lave  been  enabled  to  furnish  some 
details  of  your  moinuracturing  establish- 
ments which  show  the  utter  ahsence  of 
Farlismentary  cootrol.  Take  the  case 
of  the  Dreadnought.  She  was  commenced 
in  1870.  Building  was  suspended  for 
two  years,  and  begun  in  earnest  in  1672, 
and  the  Admiralty  told  Parliament  in 
the  appendices  that  they  intended  to 
spend  for  labour  and  material  upon  her 
£27,000— that  is  Io  say,  that  they  pro- 
posed to  build  one-tenth  of  the  Dread- 
nought so  far  as  the  original  estimate 
was  concerned.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
what  do  the  Oommittee  think  they  did 
spend  ?  All  they  spent  was  onlyf  1 1 ,000. 
Having  got  Parliament  to  vote  them 
money  to  advance  the  Drtadnougkt  by 
one-tenth  of  her  total  cost,  they  only 
advanced  her  by  one-sixtieth.  In  1878 
they  told  Parliameut  that  they  were 
going  to  spend  £12,000  in  labour  only; 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the^  spent  £26,000. 
In  1873  the  Admiralty  informod  Parlia- 
ment they  intended  to  spend  £28,000  in 
labour  upon  the  7<Jni^r(iir«— that  is  to 
say,  to  advance  her  by  one-tenth  of  her 
total  cost.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
only  spent  £S,61B,  not  even  a  fraction 
of  her  total  cost.  In  1874  they  told 
Parliament  they  intended  to  spend 
£36,000  on  the  Timiraire;  they  only 
spent  £24,000.  Let  me  take  another 
slkip.  In  the  ease  of  tho  Shannon,  in 
1673,  the  estimate  for  labour  was 
£15,000,  the  actual  expenditure  only 
£6,000.  In  1874  the  estimate  for 
labour  on  the  Shannon  was  £27,000, 
and  the  actual  sum  spent  was  £42,000-; 
in  1875  the  estimate  was  £26,000,  and 
the  actual  sum  spent  was  £35,000  ;  and 
in  1876  the  figures  were  £11,000  and 
£16,000.  In  1877,  apparently,  the  Ad- 
miralty did  not  propose  to  spend  any 
money  upon  the  Shannon,  but  they  spent 
£5,500  upon  her.  Surely  this  ought  not 
to  have  neon  done  without  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  Qenerol  taking  a 
note  of  it.  It  shows  the  utter  useless- 
uess  of  the  Admiralty  telling  Parliament 
— "  We  will  advance  a  ship  ao  much." 
The  money  is  given  to  them  for  a  cer- 
tain purpose,  and  then  it  is  spent  for 
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other  purposes — money  that  is  voted  for 
repairs  Is  spent  upon  building,  and  vie* 
vtrtA.  It  may  be  right,  but  I  contend 
that  unless  you  are  going  to  make  the 
whole  thing  the  commonest  and  most 
transparent  farce  the  Estimates  sub* 
mitted  to  Parliament  should  be  adhered 
to,  and  Parliament  should  know  that 
the  money  it  has  voted  for  a  certain  pur- 
pose (vill  be  devoted  to  that  purpose, 
and  not  spent  at  the  whim  and  caprice 
of  the  Admiralty  officials.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  pass  to  another  point.  I  wish  the 
Committee  to  see  how  utterly  useless  is 
the  Appropriation  Act  for  all  purposes 
of  control.  There  is  no  control  whatever 
in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  of  Publio 
Accounts,  or  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General.  Why,  in  the  case  of  the 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  you  spend 
under  Tote  6,  or  the  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000  you  spend  under  Votes  11, 
12,  and  13  for  the  Army,  you  have 
absolutely  no  audit,  no  Parliamentary 
control  or  knowledge,  until  two  or  three 
years  afterwards.  The  Oommittee,  per- 
haps, has  no  .idea  of  that,  but  it  is  so, 
and  that  is  exactly  what  must  be  put  a 
stop  to.  And  now  let  me  bring  the  Com- 
mittee back  to  the  important  question  of 
inoidenta]  charges.  They  are  very 
remarkable— these  incidental  charges — 
and  I  want  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  the  figures.  I  presume  that  he 
is  well  acquainted  with  them ;  that  he 
has  examined  them ;  and  that  he  is  ready 
with  his  reply.  I  wont  to  compare  them 
with  the  labour  charged  direct  to  ships 
and  other  e£Fective  services.  In  1880  the 
indirect  charges  for  your  Home  Dock- 
yards were  £662,000,  and  your  direct 
charges  for  labour  in  connection  with 
ships  were  £884,000— that  is  to  say, 
your  indirect  charges  amounted  to  70  per 
cent  of  your  direct  chains.  I  do  not 
believe  any  country  in  the  world  can 
show  such  bloated  charges  as  those. 
Tour  labour  charges  have  gone  up  from 
£864,000  in  1880  to£l,152,000in  1885, 
an  increase  of  £2HS,000,  still  increasing 
at  the  same  ratio  of  70  per  cent,  in  com- 

garison  with  the  money  spent  for  labour, 
eventy  per  cent  this  year,  as  in  1B80,  is 
the  measure  of  the  increase  of  your 
incidental  charges.  Now,  what  I  want 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  is  this.  In  his  Memo- 
randum he  contrived  to  hint— if  he  did 
not  actually  state— that  be  looked  for- 
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vard  to  a  large  reduolion  in  the  expen- 
diture upon  anipbuildiDg,  because  many 
contracts  would  fall  in.  Does  the  Admi- 
ralty intend  to  make  a  correepondiog 
reduction  in  the  indirect  charges  ?  Let 
us  analyze  some  of  those  charges.  I 
must  teU  the  Committee  that  it  is  quite 
impossihle  to  find  the  total  cost  of  any 
Dockyardeither  at  home  or  abroad.  I 
hope  the  noble  Lord  will  make  a  note  of 
that.  I  do  not  believe  any  member  of 
the  Admiralty — the  cleverest  clerk  in 
the  Admiralty— will  find  out  the  total 
oostof  auy  Dockyard  within  a  good  many 
thousands  of  pounds.  At  Portsmouth 
the  direct  Tote  tor  labour,  tailing  the 
ezpenaeaccountotl8S5-6,  was  £374,000, 
while  the  incidental  oharges  for  the 
establishment  amounted  to  £260,000,  or 
70  per  cent;  at  Devonport  the  direct 
Vote  for  labour  was  £277,000 ;  the  inci- 
dental charges,  £182,000,  or  65  per 
cent ;  Chatham— direct  Vote,  £272,000  ; 
incidental  charges,  £164,000,  or  59  per 
cent ;  Sheerness— direct  Vote,  £95,0(jD  ; 
incidental  charges,  £75,000.  or  78  per 
cent ;  Pembroke — direct  Vote,  £133,000; 
incidental  charges,  £56,500,  or  42  per 
cent.  Then  I  come  to  Haulbowline, 
where  the  direct  Vote  was  £171,  and 
incidental  charges  £1,500,  or  2,572  per 
cent.  The  Admiralty  have  expended 
altogether  £526,000  in  the  extension  of 
Hambowline,  and  the  expenditure  hae 
not  ceased.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
sayiug  that  the  whole  of  that  £500,000 
has  been  absolute  and  total  waste,  and 
that  if  you  had  taken  that  money  and 
expended  it  in  real  public  works  you 
would  have  done  50,000,000  times  more 
good  than  you  are  likely  to  do  as  regards 
the  naval  expenditure  at  this  yard. 
[Lord  Oeohob  Hauilton  diesenteiL]  I 
am  not  the  least  bit  deterred  by  the 
dissent  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  from  that  statement ; 
I  assert  that  the  Haulbowline  Dock- 
yard is  a  clear  instance  of  profligate 
waste,  and  that  the  expenditure  upon  it 
ought  to  be  stopped.  I  shall  have  more 
to  say  about  the  Dockyards  presently, 
and  especially  about  Sheerness.  The 
First  Lord  takes  up  this  position.  He 
says — "We  can  make  no  economy ;  we 
must  keep  all  our  expenditure  going  on  ; 
it  is  all  justifiable ;  and  though  the  taxes 
are  high  and  people  crying  out,  every 
peany  of  these  £13,000,000  we  must 
have  for  the  Navy,"  and  yet  here  you 
find  at  Haulbowline  expenditure  which 
Lord  JRandolffh  ChurchUl 
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ifl  the  most  utter  waste.  Aa  regards  the 
foreign  yards,  in  the  first  place  the 
Admiralty  do  not  separate  the  incidental 
charges  fvom  the  labour  in  detail.  For 
some  reason  or  other  they  conceal  that 
from  the  Committee,  and  you  can  only 
^et  them  in  the  total.  They  give  the 
incidental  charges,  however,  in  connec- 
tion with  Hong  Kong  and  Malta.  Now, 
the  Labour  Vote  at  Hong  Kong  was 
£10,000,  while  the  incidental  charges 
were  £29,000,  or 30O percent;  at  Malta 
the  Labour  Vote  was  £48,000,  and  the 
incidental  charges  £63,000,  or  133  per 
cent.  If  we  take  all  the  foreign  yards 
— Antigua,  Bermuda,  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  Eaquimalt,  Gibraltar,  Halifax, 
Hong  Kong,  Jamoics,  Ualta,  Sierra 
Tjeone,  Sydney,  and  Trincomalee — we 
find  a  total  Vote  of  £80,000  for  labour, 
with  incidental  chari^ea  amounting  to 
£213,000,  or  266  percent.  Now,  make 
any  allowance  you  like  as  to  keeping 
up  certain  expenditure,  and  atill  I  defy 
you  to  say  that  that  scale  of  incidental 
charges  is  not  grossly  extravagant. 
There  is  one  remarkable  feature  in 
connection  with  Establishment  charges 
in  the  Home  Yards,  and  that  is  the 
item  of  salaries.  I  particularly  invite 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  explain  how  it  is  that  the 
salaries  of  supenotendeots,  officers,  and 
clerks,  which  were  £101,000  in  187B-if, 
rose  to  £174,000  in  1685-6,  an  increase 
of  £73,000  ?  If  he  pleads  that  he  can- 
not answer  for  those  years,  I  will  put 
another  question — namely,  how  is  it 
that  the  salaries  of  superintendents, 
officers,  and  clerks  have  increased 
from  £140,000  in  1884-5  to  £172,000 
in  1687-8,  or  an  increase  of  £32,000, 
that  increase  having  only  taken  three 
years  to  bring  about  ?  Aad  it 
is  very  curious  that,  whereas  your 
£140,000  worth  of  salaries  superin- 
tended £  1 ,200,000  worth  of  wages 
for  labour,  you  now  require  £172,000 
in  salaries  to  superintend  £1,300,000 
of  wages  —  namely,  an  increase  of 
£100,000  in  wages  to  labour  requires 
an  increase  of  £30,000  a-year  to 
Buperintendenta,  officers,  and  clerks. 
That  ia  a  remarkable  state  of  things, 
and  one  that  the  noble  First  Lord 
will  find  difficulty  in  explaining  satis- 
factorily. Now,  let  me  take  the  Com- 
mittee back  to  Sheerness  Dockyard. 
An  enormous  sum  of  money  has  been 
expended  on  Chatham  and  Poitsmoutli. 
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In  tHeir  extension  thoie  has  been  ex- 
pended £4,245,000,  and  clearlj  it  was 
intended  by  the  Admiralty  that  vhen 
these  exteneions  were  completed  Sheer- 
ness  would  be  shut  up.  Bat  is  Sheer- 
ne«a,  which  shows  7B  per  cent  tor  inci- 
dental charges,  Koing  to  be  abut  up  ? 
Not  for  a  moment.  On  Vote  1 1  there 
is  taken  for  new  works  at  Sheemeas 
£8,000,  for  repairs  £4,735.  for 
ohinery  £738,  aod  for  new  machinery 
by  contract  £2,200— in  all,  £15,673  for 
new  works  and  machinery  this  year,  al- 
though you  have  spent  an  enormous 
aum  on  Chatham  and  Portsmouth  on 
the  express  understanding  that  Sheer- 
ness  WBB  to  be  closed.  The  total  cost 
of  Sheemeaa  this  year,  with  these  new 
works,  amounts  to  £100,000,  and  the 
Admiralty  might  aa  eaaily  aave  that 
£100,000  to-morrow  as  it  would  be  now 
for  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) to  riae  in  his  place.  And  this  is 
the  First  Lord  who  said  be  could  not 
make  one  single  economy  in  the  Nary 
Estimates.  I  also  assert,  without  the 
smallest  fear  of  contradiction,  that  you 
might,  by  mere  application  for  three 
weeka,  reduce  the  gross  charge  for  inci- 
dental expenses  by  at  least  £100,000, 
and  by  careful  and  prolonged  watching 
reduce  it  still  more.  There  the  charges 
remain  continually  increasing,  and  the 
noble  First  Lord  seems  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  they  are  to  be  defended. 
I  must  point  out  that  by  the  proposal 
to  shut  up  Haulbowline  and  Sheer- 
nesB  you  might  not  only  save  a  great 
deal  of  money,  but  you  might  do  a  very 
good  thing  by  getting  rid  of  the  build- 
ings and  land.  Now,  let  me  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  explain  some  of  these  sources  of 
waste.  I  learn  that  during  1885-6  in 
the  Dockyards  yon  thought  it  necessary 
to  expend  £14,000  on  cable  chains  and 
moorings,  £22,934  for  hawsers  and  rope 
for  guys,  and  £2,477  for  yard  boats. 
Now,  I  am  told  by  those  who  know 
that  this  is  a  very  large  sum  of  money, 
I  have  been  told  that  there  are  eight  or 
nine  lighters  whioh  are  very  rarely  used, 
two  msD  and  a  boy  being  kept  for  each 
lighter  for  the  purpoae  of  taking  care  of 
'-  That  is  the  Itind  of  thing  which  goes 
■der  the  head  of  these  incidental 
^nd  they  are  matters  which  the 
siblydefend  in  this 
-vobls  Lord  the  First  Lord 
viU,  perhaps,  explain 
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another  matter  connected  with  the  inci- 
dental charges.  Tou  maintain  a  labo- 
ratory at  Greenwich,  costing  £1,000 
a-year  for  professors  and  teachers  ;  but, 
for  some  inscrutable  reason,  the  Admi- 
ralty thought  it  necessary  to  erect  an- 
other laboratory  of  an  expensive  cha- 
racter at  Portsmouth,  costing  £2,350, 
and  maintained  at  a  cost  of  £750  a-year. 
That  ia  the  way  the  money  goes.  Have 
the  Admiralty  ever  considered  the  num- 
ber of  depots  on  the  South  Americaa 
Station  and  the  North  American  Station 
comparatively  ?  Is  the  Admiralty  aware 
that  for  the  last  few  years  all  the  depots 
on  the  South  American  Station  have  been 
done  away  with ;  that  the  depot  vessels 
which  used  to  cost  a  great  deal  of  money 
have  been  got  rid  of;  and  that  the 
vessels  on  this  station  draw  stores 
direct  from  England  ?  For  the  North 
American  Station,  apparently,  a  diSc' 
rent  principle  prevails.  The  Admiralty 
maintain  at  a  very  considerable  cost 
three  depots  on  that  station— Halifax, 
Bermuda,  and  Jamaica.  I  think  the 
Admiralty  will  hardly  differ  on  this 
point,  that  one  depot  for  the  North 
American  Station  would  be  ample,  and 
you  might  save  the  money  expended  on 
the  others.  These  are  economies  which 
undoubtedly  might  be  made  if  you  were 
bent  upon  it.  I  turn  now  to  another 
subject.  An  enormous  s  mount  of 
money  is  spent  on  chaptaius  and  schools 
in  the  Dockyards.  A  moat  ridiculous 
amount  is  spent  altogether  on  education 
in  the  Navy ;  £2,400  is  spent  every 
year  for  chaplains  at  Oliatham,  and 
£2,980  every  year  for  schools.  I  can- 
not conceive  that  at  the  Dockyards  of 
Portsmouth,  Chatham,  Devonport,  and 
elsewhere  there  is  not  a  large  surplus  of 
clergymen  who  would  discharge  the 
religious  duties  required  at  a  very  much 
lower  figure;  and,  as  far  as  the  acbools 
are  concerned,  there  must  be  a  large 
number  of  elementary  schools  to  which 
the  Dockyard  children  might  go.  But 
some  of  the  Dockyard  schools  are  for 
higher  education — for  engineers  and 
students — and  this  raises  an  important 
question.  The  system  of  education 
pursued  in  the  Navy  is  a  very  remark- 
able one.  An  enormous  sum  of  money 
is  spent  on  the  education  of  shipwrights 
and  others  who  may  rise  from  the  ranks 
the  Dockyards  up  to  high  positions  in 
the  Constructive  Department.  It  is  an 
extremely   extravagant    method.    You 
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DocVyariJa  existing  for  the  Navy,  the 
Nary  exists  for  the  Dockyards.  8u  long 
as  the  establishmeiits  were  in  exoess  of 
the  work  which  they  had  to  perForm, 
the  estimatea  sent  in  were  not  regulated 
by  the  work  done  by  the  number  of  men 
on  the  eetablishment.  We  hare  found 
that  out  over  and  over  again.  In  one 
instanoe  there  were  double  the  number 
of  joiners  who  could  possibly  be  em- 
ployed. You  could  not  get  rid  of  them ; 
they  were  on  the  Establishment,  and 
entitled  to  continuous  employment.  I 
know  that  what  we  did  was  very  un- 
popular. The  result  of  bringing  down 
the  Establishment  to  its  work  is,  that 
only  the  other  day  the  Shoerness  Yard 
competed  with  private  contractoi^  for 
some  torpedo  boats,  and  not  only  built 
them  below  the  amount  for  which  the 
contraotots  would  have  done  it,  but  for 
more  than  £S0O  less  than  the  estimates. 
That  shows  that  if  the  Admiralty  kept 
the  work,  and  tried  to  infuae  m  the 
minds  of  all  the  officials  in  the  Dock- 
yards the  sense  that  it  is  their  business 
to  save  money  in  every  possible  way, 
it  can  be  done.  But  what  are  the 
influences  against  which  we  have  to 
contend  in  enforcing  economy  ?  We 
have  every  political  and  social  pressure 
to  contend  against ;  and  if  any  Govern- 
ment undertakes  to  cut  down  establish- 
ments, immediately  Parliamentary  pres- 
sure  is  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Qovern. 
ment  so  acting,  and  there  is  a  social 
pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  the  local 
officials  in  the  Dockyards,  which,  in 
human  nature,  they  cannot  resist  ualess 
they  are  strongly  supported  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, because  one  great  peculiarity  of 
the  Dockyard  establishments  is  this — 
that  for  generations  past  members  of 
the  same  families  have  been  employed, 
and  multiplied,  in  them,  and  there  is 
more  consanguinity  to  be  found  amoug 
the  Admiralty  ampMy^f  in  the  Dockyards 
than  exists  in  any  similar  number  of 
workpeople  in  the  world. 
An  hon.  Mbubeb  :  la  the  Admiralty? 

Lord GEOEGE HAMILTON:  Nojin 
the  Dockyards.  Promotion  is  very  pro- 
perly given  by  merit;  and  the  more  per- 
sonsyou employ,  and  thelarger  the  estab- 
lishments in  the  Dockyards,  the  more 
the  localities  benefit.  Undoubtedly  there 
vas  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  local  offi- 
oialsto  run  up  tbe  establishments.  Well, 
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that,  and  I  dare  say  th&t 
everybody  else  who  might  have  hesa 
at  the  Admiralty  would  have  done  iC. 
Without  quarrelling  with  the  elaborate 
analysis  of  my  noble  Friend,  whea  I 
state  what  we  have  done,  I  think  I  shall 
be  able,  in  a  few  sentences,  to  make 
good  my  words.  For  the  first  time  for 
many  years  past  there  was  no  Supple- 
mentary Vote  for  the  Dockyards  last 
year;  for  the  first  time  for  many  yeflH 
past  ships  are  being  built  within  tbs 
estimates.  In  past  years  it  was  the  prac- 
tice to  sanction  an  excess  expenditure, 
and  by  not  keeping  proper  control  over 
it  the  localities  bsneQted.  But  I  shall 
be  happy  later  on  to  lay  on  the  Table 
information  showing  the  ships  which 
bavebeeubuiltwithin  the  estimates.  Hy 
noble  Friend  pointed  out  that  our  Votes 
afierded  much  less  information  than 
previous  Votes  afforded.  Now,  if  you 
allot  a  certain  sum  of  money  to  every 
particular  Service  in  every  individual 
yard,  you  may  rely  upon  it  that  every 
farthing  of  the  money  will  be  spent. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  you  keep  con- 
trol of  that  money,  and  do  not  let  those 
in  the  localities  niow  what  they  have  to 
spend,  the  estimate  will  not  be  accord- 
ing to  the  sum  which  you  put  in  the 
Vote,  but  according  to  the  actual  cost  of 
the  work  to  be  done.  I  am  quite  satis- 
fied that  the  exclusion  of  the  minute 
information  which  we  gave  in  past 
years  has  resulted  in  substantial  eco- 
nomy this  year.  My  noble  Friend  baa 
pointed  out  the  great  growth  of  inci- 
dental charges ;  he  has  pointed  out  that 
the  cost  of  labour  has  not  grown,  and 
that  the  cost  of  the  material  worked  by 
that  labour  has,  in  many  cases,  abso- 
lutely diminished.  But  that  is  a  mis- 
leading  estimate  to  apply  to  the  work 
which  professional  and  naval  officera 
have  to  perform  in  the  Dockyards.  Ship) 
of  war  are  now  probably  the  most  com- 
plicated machines  that  were  ever  con- 
structed ;  and  there  is  not  the  sligbteat 
analogy  between  the  costs  of  the  ships 
of  war  which  were  built  a  few  years 
back  and  those  which  are  now  laid  down. 
If  the  Committee  will  allow  me,  I  will 
give  a  tew  figures  to  show  how  continual 
the  changes  have  been.  You  say— 
"  How  marvellously  the  cost  of  ships  of 
war  has  increased  r"  There  has  been 
more  improvement  and  more  develop- 
ment in  upbuilding  and  in  naval  or^- 
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nance  during  the  last  30  years  than  has 
probably  tEUcea  place  during  the  500 
yeara  preoeding. 

LoKD  BANDOLPH  OHUBCHILL : 
Say  in  the  last  ID  years. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Yes; 
but  I  will  take  30  years.  Ouns  have 
increased  in  veight  from  4}  tons  to  110 
tons,  and  the  povder  charge  from 
161be.  to  900  lbs.,  in  veight  of  projec- 
tile from  68  lbs.  to  1,600  lbs.,  in  energy 
— measuring  the  force  of  blow  struck 
on  impact — from  450  foot-tons  to  more 
than  50,000  foot-tona  at  a  range  of 
1,000  yards.  You  will  see  from  this 
how  much  the  ingenuity  of  the  Naval 
Constructor  is  taxed  to  construct  a  ship 
which  would  he  able  to  withstand  so 
tremendous  a  blow.  Of  recent  years  it 
has  been  the  practice  largely  to  sub- 
divide war  ships  into  a  number  of 
minute  watertight  eompartments.  The 
Somhruitl,  lannched  the  other  day,  had 
80  or  100  of  these  watertight  compart- 
ments, together  with  a  corresponding 
number  of  watertight  doors,  sluice 
valves,  drain  pipes,  suctions,  and  a  mul- 
tiplicity of  other  complicated  machinery. 
It  is  impoasible  to  institute  any  fair  com- 
parison between  the  cost  of  such  ships 
and  that  of  ships  built  some  time  back, 
which  had  no  such  watertight  compart- 
ments. My  noble  Friend  has  drawn  a 
comparison  between  the  cost  of  building 
ships  in  private  yards  and  in  the  Dock- 
yanls.  I  confess  I  do  not  quite  follow 
the  figures  of  my  noble  Friend,  because 
the  figures  which  I  have  here  show  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  Benbow,  which  was 
built  in  a  private  yard,  is  higher  than 
the  total  cost  of  building  the  Camptrdown 
in  a  Dockyard. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
No,  no!  On  page  110  the  estimate  of 
the  Benbtne  is  £709,0l}0. 

LoaD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
figures  I  have  here  are  £SIO,000,  which 
includes  everything. 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  claim  that  the  original  estimate  of  the 
Banhow  was  £709,000,  and  that  the  esti- 
mate was  brought  to  £762,000. 

LoBT)  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  It  is 
not  possible  to  make  a  perfect  com- 
parison. 

LoED  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
It  is,  indeed.    It  is  perfectly  accurate. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
Admiralty  of  that  day  had  not  decided 
what  sized  guns  would  be  put  into  the 
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.ff«n£ov,conaequonlly  there  wereanumber 
ofalterations,  and  they  made  twoseparate 
calculations ;  but,  as  far  aa  I  can  judge 
from  these  figures,  the  total  cost  of  the 
Benhow  exceeded  the  total  cost  of  the 
Camperdoum.  But  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  private  yards  ought  to  build 
more  cheaply  than  the  Dockyards.  It 
is  the  practice  in  the  latter  to  lay  down 
a  certain  number  of  vessels,  to  put  men 
on,  and  to  take  a  certain  number  off  for 
other  work  as  it  arises;  but,  in  private 
yards,  they  have  to  ascertain  the  total 
number  of  men  that  can  be  eooaomically 
employed.  And,  in  reference  to  the 
ships  that  we  are  now  laying  down,  I 
may  gay  that  the  cost  of  the  Trafalgar, 
aa  far  as  we  have  gone,  is  50  per  cent 
less  than  of  the  Camperdoum,  because  wo 
have  put  on  a  larger  number  of  men 
and  taken  care  that  those  men  are  not 
removed.  There  is  no  doubt  that  my 
noble  Friend  is  perfectly  just  in  saying 
that  increased  cost  is  the  result  of  the 
changes  that  are  constantly  taking  place 
in  the  design  of  vessels  after  they  were 
laid  down  ;  but  we  ore  doing  all  in  our 
power  to  prevent  this.  We  have  passed 
rules  and  regulations  by  which  complete 
co-operation  will  take  place  between  the 
various  ofBoes — between  those  respon- 
sible for  guns,  engines,  and  complement. 
They  will  thus  find  the  weight  for  each 
ship,  and  I  have  every  reason  to  hope 
that  the  arrangement  will  prevent  the 
delay  which  has  occurred  through  the 
l>epartment  not  knowing  their  own 
mind  as  it  is  called,  and  also  the  in- 
creased weights  which  have  occurred  in 
the  past.  Then  my  noble  Friend  calls 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Controller 
and  Auditor  General  has  practically 
tittle  control  over  the  opplioatioa  of  the 
sums  included  in  these  Estimates.  [Lord 
Randolph  Chtkchill:  I  said  that  he 
had  none.3  Well,  it  is  the  system  which 
I  discourage,  and  my  hen.  Friend  and  I 
are  in  consultation  with  the  view  of 
arriving  at  a  form  of  estimate  which 
would  give  the  control  which  the  Com- 
mittee undoubtedly  deeires.  But  in 
managing  a  businesslike  the  Dockyards 
it  is  never  possible  to  estimate  with  ex- 
actitude at  the  commencement  of  the 
year  the  precise  proportion  of  money  re- 
quired. For  instance,  we  have  a  con- 
siderable number  of  ships  out  on  con- 
tract. We  estimate  a  certain  amount  of 
labour  required,  and  we  provide  it ;  but 
the  contractors   are  frequently  behind 
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time,  the  engines  possibly  will  not  pass 
the  trial,  and  thus  we  are  not  able  at 
the  time  we  intondeii  to  put  on  the  men. 
In  that  c&ae  I  eay  that  a.  certain  latitude 
must  be  given  to  the  OontroUer  and  to 
the  Admiralty,  bo  that  aa  these  difficul- 
ties arise  they  may  transfer  the  men 
which  they  have  on  their  establishment, 
and  which  tbey  cannot  discharge,  to 
some  other  work.  My  noble  Friend  has 
stated  what  I  think  is  practically  true — 
that  it  is  very  difficult  to  give  the  exact 
coBt  of  any  one  of  our  Dockyards.  The 
expenditure  connected  with  the  Dock- 
Tuds  is  contained  in  the  different  Votes; 
but  when  my  noble  Friend  says  that  it 

is  impossible  to  give  it  fully 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHDKCITILL: 
I  never  said  that  it  was  impossible  to 
give  it;  I  said  that  it  was  impossible  to 
get  it.  That  is  a  totally  different 
thing. 

Lord  GEOEQE  HAMILTON:  It 
would  be  difficult  certainly  for  the  Ksti- 
mate  presented  to  Parliament  to  contain 
all  the  information  which  would  show 
fully  and  completely  the  expenditure  of 
each  separate  Dockyard.  I  think  it 
could  be  done,  but  it  would  be  difficult. 
My  noble  Friend  bas  called  attention  to 
the  very  large  proportion  of  incidental 
charges  of  the  Dockyards  carried  to  the 
account  of  labour.  Now,  the  first  part 
of  Vote  10  is  for  all  the  stores  which  are 
required  for  ships.  You  must,  of  course, 
take  cognizance  of  labour  in  this  just  as 
much  as  you  must  take  cognizance  of 
the  labour  which  works  with  the  ma- 
terial. But  these  oomparieons  are  in 
many  cases  very  misleading.  My  noble 
Friend  pointed  out  that  ue  salaries  at 
the  Dockyards  in  the  last  two  years  had 
increased  by  the  sum  of  £72,000.  Now, 
in  1883,  the  Board  of  Admiralty  pro- 
moted a  number  of  shipwrights  to  the 
EDsition  of  sub-inspectors,  whose  wages 
ad  previously  come  under  the  bead  of 
labour.  [Lord  B&ndolph  Cbitbcbill: 
The  amount  is  £28,000.]  But,  their 
salaries  beiog  transferred,  the  labour 
Vote  is  diminished.  That  accounts,  I 
think,  to  a  considerable  extent,  for  the 
very  large  proportion  which  the  inci- 
dental expenditure  bears  to  labour.  In 
fact,  the  increase  is  only  apparent. 

Loan  BANDOLFH  OHURCHILL; 
Hay  I  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  in- 
crease of  £30,000  in  the  salaries  of 
officers  in  charge  took  place  in  lS84-d, 
and  that  the  diange  the  noble  Lord  is 
Lord  Qaorgt  Mamiltvn 
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referring  to  was  made  in  18B3. 
not  relate  to  my  point  at  all. 

LoBDOEORaK  HAMILTON:  I  may 
be  wrong  as  to  the  exact  date,  but  it 
was  done  about  that  time.  The  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to  Haulbowline,  and 
he  has  denounced  the  expenditure  in 
connection  with  that  place.  I  was  not 
responsible  for  that.  It  was  an  expen- 
diture advocated  by  Lord  Spencer,  who 
said  that  the  work  was  an  act  of  justice 
to  all  parties.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
very  profitable  expenditure  so  far.  But 
my  noble  Friend  took  tho  total  cost  of 
the  Victualling  Yards. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHURCHILL : 
No,  no !  The  labour  I  took  was  the 
labour  expended  on  repairs.  The  in- 
cidental charges  were  exclusive  of  the 
Victualling  Yard  and  Dockyard. 

Loan  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Yes ; 
but  there  is  no  Dockyard  there  ;  there 
is  a  graving  dock,  but  it  is  in  no 
sense  a  Dockyard.  There  is  this  to 
be  said— that  in  time  of  war  Haulbow- 
line would  be  a  most  important  post, 
because  it  ie  not  accessible  to  shell 
fire.  We  have,  besides,  added  a  wall 
at  low-water  mark,  and  we  hope  that 
as  these  works  are  completed,  and  as 
the  workshops  are  put  up,  the  locality 
and  the  country  will  be  able  to  get  some 
Httle  return  for  the  very  large  expendi- 
ture which  bas  been  incurred.  Then 
my  noble  Friend  calls  attention  to  the 
expenditure  at  Chatham  and  Ports- 
mouth Dockyards.  I  am  very  much  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  aa 
regards  Chatham.  The  expenditure  there 
appears  to  be  enormous.  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  it  will  ever  be  utilized.  But 
that  brings  us  to  a  very  difficult  ques- 
tion— namely,  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
expenditure  is  forced  on  the  Governmest 
because  of  the  necessity  of  finding  em- 
ployment for  our  convicts.  But,  so  far 
as  the  expenditure  is  concerned,  we  have 
stopped  that  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
complained  ;  and  I  believe  that  next 
year  there  will  be  a  considerable  saving 
in  building  and  works  generally.  My 
noble  Friend  has  said  that  Sheemess 
might  be  shut  up,  and  that  the  result 
would  be  the  saving  of  £100,000  a-year. 
But  that  is  not  so,  for  there  is  at  Sheer- 
ness  a  large  establishment  of  men,  who, 
by  the  terms  of  their  contracts,  are  en- 
titled to  employment ;  and  if  you  were 
to  shut  up  that  establishment  you  would 
have  to  put  the  men  elsewhere.    But 
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there  are  reforms  in  many  direotiona  to 
be  carried  out,  and  although  it  generally 
happens  that  when  reforms  are  made 
which  oarry  with  them  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure, the  unfortunate  individual 
who  makes  them  gets  all  the  odium, 
and  hie  Successors  the  credit ;  still,  we 
are  prepared  to  undertake  the  responsi- 
bility in  this  case.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  that  there  are  very  expensive  schools 
in  connection  with  the  Service,  parti- 
cularly the  Engineering  College,  which 
the  noble  Lord  says  is  too  costly.  That 
College  WBB  established  about  a  year  be- 
fore I  became  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. I  have  not  been  satisfied  with  the 
result ;  I  think  it  is  far  loo  costly,  and 
I  think  we  may  provide  other  means 
than  the  College  for  obtaiaiog  an  ex- 
cellent supply  of  oflScers  for  the  Navy. 
But  a  large  number  of  boys  have  been 
entered  at  the  College,  and  their  parents 
have  contracted  with  the  Admiralty  that 
they  are  to  be  kept  for  a  certain  time, 
and  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  shut  up  the 
College,  or  get  rid  of  the  teachers.'  I 
shall  look  into  the  matter  as  soon  as 
I  can,  and  try  to  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
education,  and  inquire  whether  other 
means  cannot  be  devised  by  which  to 
attract  engineers  into  the  Service.  I  can 
assure  my  noble  Friend  that  we  are 
trying  to  see  whether  something  cannot 
be  done  to  ke^  down  the  cost  of  Dock- 
ymA  schools.  But  these  schools,  I  would 
point  out,  are  not  in  any  way  ordinary 
schools.  They  are  rather  schools  in 
which  the  apprentices  who  entered  have 
received  instruction  in  shipbuilding  and 
other  matters,  and  many  of  whom  have 
become  Inspectors  in  the  Navy.  Our 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  number 
of  apprentices  in  these  schools;  and,  as 
wa  believe  that  they  are  more  numerous 
than  the  needs  of  the  Service  warrant, 
we  have  largely  reduced  the  number  of 
entries  this  year— the  reduction  being 
something  like  50  per  cent.  My  noble 
Friend  has  alluded  to  the  great  oost  of 
repairs,  especially  in  connection  with 
the  Shah.  The  expenditure  was  stopped 
by  ma  soon  after  we  came  into  Of&ce,  and 
I  notice  that  ships  can  be  re-fitted  at 
Malta  much  more  cheaply  than  they  can 
at  the  Dockyards  here.  My  noble  Friend 
also  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
after  ships  are  delivered  by  the  con- 
tractors considerable  expenditure  is  in- 
curred npon  them  in  the  Dockyards. 
Well,  as  a  rule,  these  ships  are  not  de- 
yOL.  CKJO^VH.    [THiaD  smhb8."J 
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lirered  complete,  and  a  certain  number 
of  additions  have  to  be  made  to  them. 
Upon  this  point,  I  may  say  that  our 
attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
specifications  in  certain  contracts  made 
by  our  Predecessors  were  not  sufficiently 
precise,  and  also  to  the  fact  that  when 
ships  are  delivered  at  the  Dockyards  a 
considerable  amount  of  substantial  work 
was  not  done.  I  think  we  have,  to  a 
largo  extent,  stopped  this  waste  of 
money.  Our  specifications  are  more 
exact ;  there  is  more  communication 
between  the  contractors  who  are  build- 
ing and  the  Dockyards,  and  a  closer 
system  of  supervision  is  adopted.  I  am, 
therefore,  in  hope  that  this  expenditure, 
if  not  altogether  got  rid  of,  will  in  future 
be  largely  reduced.  My  noble  Friend 
has  referred  to  the  cost  of  Naval  Yards 
abroad.  We  have  not  had  time  to 
go  into  this  matter ;  but  the  Inspector 
of  Dockyards  is  about  to  make  a  tour 
of  inspection  if  he  can  get  away,  the 
result  oC  which  I  hope  may  be  to  enable 
us  to  effect  gradual  reductions.  Whe- 
ther we  require  so  many  Dockyards  is 
a  question  upon  which  I  cannot  express 
a  decided  opinion.  My  impression  is 
that  some  of  the  Naval  Yards  abroad 
might  be  closed.  My  noble  Friend  can- 
not, of  course,  expect  me  to  follow  alt 
the  details  he  has  brought  f  orn  ard ;  they 
range  over  a  large  number  of  years,  and 
many  of  them  have  little  or  no  connec- 
tion with  the  Estimate  which  wo  are 
now  discussing.  I  think  I  have  now 
answered  all  the  questions  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  put  to  me.  [Lord 
Bamdolph  Churchill:  Oh,  yes.]  I 
think,  at  any  rate,  I  have  answered  all 
the  material  points,  and  I  can  only  say 
in  conclusion  what  I  have  stated  in  my 
Memorandum.  When  I  first  came  to 
the  Admiralty,  we  bad  been  on  the  verge 
of  war,  and  our  system  had  not  been 
overhauled  for  years  past ;  ils  defects 
had  not  been  discovered.  Undoubtedly, 
there  had  been  a  considerable  waste  of 
money;  and,  undoubtedly,  money  is  still 
sometimes  unwisely  expended  on  the 
repair  of  ships  which  are  almost  useless 
for  the  purposes  of  war.  Many  duties, 
however,  are  imposed  upon  the  Navy,  in 
addition  to  those  directly  connected  with 
war,  which  it  is  necessary  to  provide  for ; 
and,  although  Icannot  help  thinking  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  somewhat  over-esti- 
mated the  extent  of  the  reforms  that  can 
be  made,  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  im- 
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proTement  is  possible,  and  that  expendi' 
tare  can  be  reduced.  I  hare  coaGdence 
that  we  can  effect  improvement,  and 
reduce  expenditure;  and,  although  in; 
noble  Friend  has  to-night  been  a  little 
hard  upon  us,  I  trust  he  will  continue 
to  give  us  effectual  asBistance  in  our 
attempt  to  obtain  a  better  return  for  the 
money  which  the  country  expends 
its  Navy. 

Me.  B.  W.  duff  (Banffshire) :  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  takes 
credit  for  having  reduced  the  Navy  Eati- 
mates  by  the  sum  of  £800,000.  I  do  'not 
quite  agree  in  the  amount  of  reduction, 
the  total  of  which  appears  to  me,  aft«r 
deducting  the  amount  taken  in  Army 
Estimates  for  additional  naval  guns,  to 
be  £6Ba,000 ;  but  I  am  gUd  to  find  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  been  enabled  to 
reduce  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  that  he 
does  not  now  insist  on  the  enormous 
expenditure  which  he  endeavoured  to 
force  upon  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty. 
I  have  one  or  two  remarks  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  FaddingtoQ  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurohill),  with  whom  I  agree 
when  he  says  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty have  not  paid  much  attention  to 
the  recommendations  made  by  some  of 
the  Oomnuttees  which  have  reported  on 
Admiralty  matters.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  especially  of  Lord  Bavensworth's 
Committee,  with  reference  to  the  policy 
of  repairing  old  ships  rather  than  build- 
ing new  ones,  which  I  am  afraid  still 
goes  on  at  the  Admiralty.  The  noble 
Lord  complains  that  there  is  not  so  much 
information  given  in  these  Estimates  as 
was  formerly  the  case  ;  but  I  think  we 
must  give  the  First  Lord  credit,  in  the 
case  of  obsolete  shi^s,  of  furnishing  a 
little  more  Information  than  has  been 
given  before,  because  on  page  242  I  find 
Uiere  is  an  amount  shown  on  account  of 
obsolete  ships  which  oomes  up  to  the  very 
large  total  of  £2,500,000.  At  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  the  information  given 
here  might  lead  anyone  not  conversant 
with  Naval  matters  to  come  to  an  inac- 
curate conclusion,  .if  he  assumed  that  all 
the  ships  built  after  1876  were  efficient, 
because  there  are  many  vessels  on  the 
list  which  I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Harylebone  (Lord 
Oharles  Bereeford)  would  not  deem  effi- 
cient. I  am  afraid  that  a  very  lar^e 
redaction  must  be  made  from  the  list  of 
ships.  I  should  say  that  the  first  half- 
liord  Qforge  ITamilttn 
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dozen  ships  on  the  list  are  obsolete—the 
Blaeh  Prinee,  Prinet  Jlb»rt,  Bslterophvn, 
Minotaur,  the  Agineovrt — all  those  Tea- 
sels, I  think,  are  obsolete.  Then,  further 
down  the  list,  there  are  the  Iron  Data, 
Sm/Uurt,  and  Triumph,  which  I  do  not 
think  my  noble  Friend  will  consider 
efficient ;  and  again,  when  we  come  to 
the  smaller  vessels  there  is  a  still  larger 
number  of  obsolete  ships  left  on  the 
Navy  List.  I  have  said  that  aayone 
looking  at  the  total  in  the  Appendix 
would  imagine  that  all  the  ships  built 
after  1676-7  were  efficient.  But  if  you 
turn  to  page  '2&Q,  there  are  a  number  ot 
vessels  bu5t  in  1878  which  ought  not  to 
be  on  the  list ;  amongst  them  are  the 
Otprey,  tho  Peliean,  and  the  Penguin,  and 
there  is  also  the  Dragon,  built  in  1878-9, 
to  which  the  same  remark  applies.  Most, 
if  not  all,  of  these  ships  were  condemned 
by  the  Naval  Loni  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford)  before  he  went  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. Then  there  is  the  Kingfithtr, 
on  service  at  the  East  India  Station ; 
she  was  built  in  1680,  bat  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  a  very  doubtful  policy  to 
spend  any  more  money  on  her.  I  come 
now  to  eight  composite  vessels,  built  in 
1661-2;  these  were  included  in  the  list 
of  the  Naval  Lord ;  they  were  not,  in 
his  opinion,  fit  to  go  to  sea,  bat  ought 
to  be  destroyed.  These  vessels  cost 
£200,000  for  building  and  repairs;  and 
I  hope  the  Committee  investigating 
Naral  matters  upstairs  will  make  close 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances,  and 
ascertain  how  these  vessels  came  to 
be  built.  I  am  not  charging  this 
upon  the  present  Board  of  Admiralhr; 
they  are  no  more  responsible  for 
it  than  the  late  Board;  but  when 
the  Committee  get  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy  into  the  Siair,  I  hope  it  will  be 
ascertained  how  it  was  that  these  ships 
of  a  speed  of  only  nine  knots  came  to  be 
built.  I  say  that,  having  regard  to  the 
qualities  of  vessels  being  built  by  other 
Powers  at  the  time,  we  bad  no  right 
whatever  to  build  ships  of  only  nine 
knots  an  hour.  I  have  heard  it  sug- 
gested that  we  ought  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  to  inquire  into 
the  designs  of  our  ships.  But  I  do  not 
think  Boards  of  Admiralty  pay  very 
much  attention  to  the  recommendations 
of  Committees,  and,  therefore,  I  should 
like  the  Committee  upstairs  to  make  a 
minute  inquiry  into  the  system  under 
which  OUT  ships  are  designed  and  built. 
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It  might  be  advieable  to  appoiat  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  question  of 
designs ;  but  I  think  the  subject  should 
be  first  inveetigated  by  the  Committee 
HOT  Bitting  upstaire.  I  think  the  First 
X/ord  aufficieatlj  answered  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurohill)  with 
regard  to  HaulbowHne.  Of  course, 
Haulbowiine  is  an  entirely  new  work ; 
there  has  been  expenditure,  but  nothing 
has  been  got  from  it  jet,  but  I  do  not 
suppose  the  noble  Lord  would  seriously 
aak  the  Committee,  when  they  have 
spent  £500,000  upon  the  work,  to  give 
it  up,  and  build  a  dock  somewhere  else 
in  Ireland.  The  espenditure  has  been 
made  ;  we  were  not  responsible  for  it ; 
but  1  believe  we  required  a  dock  iu  Ire- 
land, and  I  do  not  think  that,  having 
spent  the  money,  it  would  be  good  policy 
to  spend  more  money  in  building  a 
dock  somewhere  else.  The  noble  Lord 
says  that  we  hare  no  depots  in  South 
America.  Ifthe  noble  Lord  was  alluding 
to  the  Brazils,  it  is  perfectly  true  that 
we  have  no  Dockyard  there ;  but  that  is 
no  reason  why  we  should  do  away  with 
the  Dockyards  at  Bermuda,  Halifax,  and 
Jamaica,  which  are  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  our  communioa- 
tions  and  for  coaling  stations  in  that  part 
of  the  world.  I  do  not  propose  to  raise 
any  question  on  this  Vote  with  regard 
to  gun -mountings,  as  that  will  come 
under  Vote  10,  although,  as  I  have 
said,  I  agree  with  a  good  deal  which 
has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington,  and  I  think 
that  a  great  many  of  his  criticisms  were 
very  just.  On  the  other  hand,  I  con- 
sider that  he  has  overlooked  the  enor- 
mous growth  of  cost  of  war  material,  and 
that  he  has  also  overlooked  the  fact  that, 
although  iron-plates  have  gone  down  in 
value,  the  value  of  steel-plates  has 
greatly  increased.  Another  point  which 
has  escaped  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  Is,  that  the  overhead  protection  of 
our  ships  is  now  nearly  double  what  it 
used  to  be.  I  think  that  will  account 
tor  a  good  deal  of  the  increased  expendi- 
ture ;  but  I  can  only  say  that  the  noble 
Iiord  win  have  an  opportunity  of  exa- 
mining at  1  these  subjects  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  now  sitting  upstairs 
to  inquire  into  the  War  Office  and  Admi- 
ralty administration.  I  will  only  add, 
in  conclusion,  that  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  shall  all  be  glad  if  by  any  means 
tho  noble  Lord  can  show  us  how  we  can 
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arrive  at  increased  efficiency  with  reduced 
expenditure. 

Me.  PIJLE8T0N  (Devonport)  :  There 
are  but  few  observations  which  I  desire 
to  make  upon  this  Vote.  The  FiretLord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  has  spoken  of 
a  feeling  entertained  by  some  that  the 
Navy  exists  for  the  Dockyards.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  think  in  that  way ; 
but  I  certainly  have  the  idea  that  the 
keeping  of  the  Dockyards  in  a  state  of 
efficiency  largely  and  directly  contributes 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy ;  and  if  it 
has  not  done  so,  the  cause,  in  my  opi- 
nion, does  not  lie  in  the  Dockyards 
themselves,  as  is  implied  by  some  of  the 
speeches  we  have  heard  to-night,  but  in 
the  controlling  power  of  the  Admiralty. 
I  know  that  the  Members  representing 
Dockyard  constituencies  when  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  took  Office 
were  brushed  aside,  and  that  any  ad- 
vice we  were  able  to  give  was  treated 
as  coming  from  those  who  were  rather 
interested  in  expenditure  than  economy. 
I  must  point  out  that  the  increased  ex- 
penditure in  connection  with  the  Dock- 
yards does  not  arise  altogether  from  tho 
increased  amount  of  labour  ;  and  it 
has  been  shown  that  a  portion  of 
the  increased  charge  is  due  to  increased 
salaries,  and  he  has  referred  to  a  transfer 
which  has  taken  place  of  a  part  of  the 
Tote.  But  that  does  not  account  fur  the 
whole  of  the  increase.  We  have  been 
told  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  ships 
to  private  yards,  in  order  to  check  prices 
— that  Is  to  eay,  to  give  away  work  that 
would  have  been  of  service  in  promoting 
the  efficiency  of  the  Dockyards.  And  it 
has  been  said  on  this  and  on  previous 
occasions  that  we  could  not  get  rid  of 
the  people  on  the  Establishment.  That 
would  certainly  have  been  a  very  strong 
reason  with  business  men  for  getting 
out  of  these  servants  the  maximum 
amount  of  work,  because  it  would  not 
have  entailed  any  additional  cost  for 
supervision.  But  we  are  told  that  is 
not  so,  and  at  the  same  time  that,  in 
order  to  check  prices,  we  do  away  with 
one  of  the  chief  elements  of  Dockyard 
efficiency.  I  submit  very  respectfully 
that  botli  these  arguments  cannot  hold 
good.  Beference  has  been  made  to 
Parliamentary  and  other  forms  of  pres- 
sure put  upon  the  Admiralty;  but  so 
far  as  Parliamentary  pressure  is  con- 
cerned, I  think  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
altogether  shown  the  amount  of  con- 
2  B  2 
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Bidsration  that  might  have  heen  ex- 
tended to  the  Bugigieations  of  those  of  uc 
vho  hare  endeavoured  to  discharge 
their  dut;  in  connection  with  these 
matters  in  this  House,  and  who  have 
objected  rather  to  the  way  in  which 
things  have  been  done  than  to  the  things 
themselves.  There  is  a  right  way  and 
a  wrong  way  in  all  cases ;  and,  so  with 
rafereuce  to  the  discharges  that  1 
taken  place  in  the  Dockyatds,  I  fay 
that  this  could  have  been  done  in  a 
manner  which  would  have  obviated 
much  of  the  difficulty  which  has  been 
experienced.  On  that  n^iund  we  still 
complain,  notwithstanding  what  the 
noble  Lord  has  said  with  regard  to 
Parliamentary  pressure ;   and  on   that 

g>iiit  I  venture  to  express  the  hope  that 
arliamentary  pressure  wilt  always  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  Ministers  in  the 
direction  of  having  the  best  use  of  the 
money  whioh  is  put  into  their  hands  to 
be  spent  for  the  service  of  the  country. 
Then  as  to  the  local  and  social  pressure 
apoken  of,  that  is  a  very  small  matter. 
Ihave  never  heard  of  it  before  in  these 
oases,  and  certainly  any  amount  of  local 
and  social  pressure  ought  not,  in  my 
opiniou,  to  be  sufBcient  to  prevent  a 
First  Lord  doing  his  duty  ;  that  sort  of 

JresHure,  at  any  rate,  will  not  entail  any 
eavy  burden  on  the  Exchequer.  When 
the  noble  Lord  says  that  all  increase  is 
stopped,  I  take  issue  with  him,  and  say, 
on  the  contrary,  that  having  a  cousider- 
able  iocrease  of  high-salaried  ofBcers. 
while  only  the  number  of  labourers  and 
others  at  the  Dockyarda  is  decreased, 
is  not  the  best  way  to  promote  effi- 
oienoy  or  economy,  with  regard  to  the 
Engineering  College,  I  think  that  the 
noMe  Lord  has  made  a  very  disturbing 
statement  with  reference  to  that  insti- 
tution. I  do  not  know  what  is  in  the 
mind  of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  I  hope  he 
will  give  us  a  little  more  information 
on  this  subject,  so  that  we  may  better 
understand  the  position  whioh  the  Ool- 
lego  will  occupy  in  future.  The  idea 
vras  that  the  College  was  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  Navy,  and  that  it  was 
doing  useful  work,  with  every  prospect 
of  adrantage  resulting  therefrom  to  the 
country.  That  being  so,  I  say  thati  f 
there  is  to  be  any  change  with  regard  to 
the  College,  it  is  of  importance  that  we 
should  hear  a  little  more  on  the  subject. 
The  noble  Tjord  the  Member  for  Hauth. 
Faddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
in  speaking  of  the  cost  of  our  ships,  haa 
Mr.  PtilnUm 
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alluded  to  two  Beports,  whioh,  he  say?, 
have  not  been  referred  to  in  this  Hoose. 
We  have  not  always  had  the  advantage 
of  the  noble  Lord's  presence  on  these 
occasions ;  but  I  am  glad  we  have  it  this 
eveniog,  for  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
Report  in  question  have  been  referred 
to  in  this  House  in  many  ways  and  at 
many  times.  The  Committee  presided 
over  by  Lord  Bavensworth  urged,  and  I 
have  also  many  times  urged  in  this 
House,  that  the  additional  expenditure 
in  the  cose  of  ships  in  course  of  con- 
struction arose  invariably  from  the 
changes  which  were  constantly  being 
made  at  the  Admiralty.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  it  will  be  found,  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  that  the  apparent  in- 
crease of  expenditure  in  connection  with 
shipbuilding  in  the  Dockyards,  as  com- 

Stared  with  private  yards,  has  arisen 
rom  the  changes  in  the  construction  of 
vessels  whioh  the  Admiralty  have,  so  to 
speak,  in  their  own  hands;  whereas,  in 
the  case  of  a  contract  made  with  a  pri- 
vate yard,  the  work  is  estimated,  a  cer- 
tain number  of  men  is  put  on,  they  are 
paid  a  certain  price,  the  work  is  done, 
and  the  ship  is  delivered.  It  tn  beyond 
doubt,  I  think,  that  if  we  do  not  build 
ships  in  our  Dockyards  as  cheaply, 
more  cheaply,  and  better  than  they  are 
built  in  private  yards,  it  is  not  the  fault 
of  our  Dockyards,  but  of  the  Admiralty, 
with  whom  the  control  rests.  Having 
regard  to  the  plant  and  labour  at  our 
Dockyards,  we  ought  to  be  able  to  turn 
out  ships  cheaper  than  they  can  be  de- 
livered from  private  yards.  When  this 
subject  has  been  brought  up,  it  has  been 
suggested  that  a  great  deal  of  the  excess 
of  expenditure  arises  from  the  idlenesf 
of  the  men  id  our  Dockyards.  I  am 
again  obliged  to  repudiate  that  state- 
ment. There  is  no  class  of  men  who 
desire  to  work  more  faithfully  or  at  less 
extravagant  wages  than  the  men  em- 
ployed by  us ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
obstacles  are  put  in  the  way  of  the 
men  working  on  a  ship,  the  fault,  I 
say,  does  not  lie  with  the  men,  but 
with  the  system,  which  I  am  afraid  has 
not  been  improved,  notwithstanding  the 
large  expenditure  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  better  control  and  supervisioe, 
which,  after  all,  comes  to  nothing,  for  we 
have  still  to  get  ships,  it  seems,  built  in 
private  yards  in  order  to  check  prices. 
The  question  is,  whether  or  no  this  new 
policy  elaborated  by  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  haa  been  successful.    If  it 
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ban,  nothing  is  more  likely  to  show  an  I 
iroproTement  in  the  figures  which  the 
noble  Lord  presents  to  the  House  in  the 
direction  of  economy  than  to  give  as 
much  work  as  possible  to  the  Dock- 
yards, without  making  it  necessary  to 
increase  the  staff  and  the  supervising 
power.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  while 
you  reduce  the  work  done  at  the  Dock- 
yards, you  cannot  reduce  the  salaries 
and  other  expenditure  there,  you  will 
by-and-bye  have  a  obarge  for  super- 
vision far  in  excess  of  the  expenditure 
on  shipbuilding.  Such  a  system  would 
not  be  allowed  to  operate  is  private 
yards ;  and  I  believe  it  will  be  stated 
by  a  high  authority  before  the  Oom- 
mittee  upstairs  that  the  cost  of  our  ehip- 
building  would  be  cheaper  than  in  those 
yards  if  the  same  system  followed  in 
them  were  adopted  in  our  Dockyards. 
When  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford)  sat  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  he  gave  us  a  list  of  ships  which 
he  said  ought  to  be  broken  up.  1  do 
sot  think  we  have  heard  quite  so  much 
on  that  subject  of  late ;  but  I  believe 
the  noble  Lord  to  be  one  of  those  who 
would  not  allow  a  change  of  sides 
to  alter  his  principles  —  we  had  from 
him  the  statement  that  it  would  be 
a  great  waste  of  pioney  to  attempt  to 
repair  a  number  of  ships,  because  by 
the  expenditure  of  a  little  more  money 
we  might  build  new  ships  of  a  more 
serviceable  character.  With  that  view 
of  the  noble  Lord  I  entirely  agree ;  and 
I  hope  that,  aa  Naval  Lord,  he  will  be 
able  to  tell  us  that  steps  have  been  taken 
in  the  direction  which  he  indicated.  I 
wish,  again,  to  express  my  disapoint- 
ment  that  Uie  idea  should  have  been 
expressed  that  Parliamentary  pressure 
has  always  been  in  the  direction  of  a 
large  expenditure,  to  the  prevention  of 
economy,  in  connection  with  the  Do(^- 
yards.  I  absolutely  and  entirely  repu- 
diate that  view,  and  in  doing  so  I  ven- 
ture to  express  the  hope  that  the  First 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  will  ba  able  to 
arrive  at  a  really  economical  result  by 
conferring  with  those  who  for  many 
years  have  been  acquainted  with  Dock- 
yard work,  and  that,  whatever  we  whc 
represent  Dockyard  constituencioB  may 
say  here,  we  may  have  credit  not  for 
desiring  the  expenditure  of  money  for 
the  benefit  of  our  constituencies,  but  an 
efficient  naval  administration  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  country  at  large. 


Aduiral  MA.TNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest):  There  are  one  or 
two  remarks  I  should  like  to  make 
in  reference  to  Dockyard  shipbuild- 
ing. I  think  the  Ciommittee  upstairs 
would  have  been  the  better  place  for  a 
minute  disouasion  of  this  question  than 
the  House;  but  inasmuch  as  the  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  here,  I  desire 
to  offer  a  few  observations,  especially 
with  reference  to  some  of  the  figures 
in  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Ohurohill).  I  was  rather  surprised  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  did  not  point  out,  if 
the  Estimates  are  at  all  correct,  the 
great  mistake  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  made  in  his 
comparison  between  contract- built  ships 
and  Dockyard-built  ships.  I  think  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  under- 
stand thoroughly  that  by  no  possi- 
bility can  any  ship  be  built  by  con- 
tract cheaper  than  it  can  be  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards,  if  the  accounts  are 
kept  and  the  money  is  voted  in  the 
same  way.  But  if  you  charge  the 
salaries  of  the  superintendents,  and 
storekeepers,  and  pohce,  and  chaplains, 
and  the  expenses  of  schools,  and  various 
other  items  to  ships,  the  outcome  is  that 
a  larger  price  stands  against  the  Dock- 
yard-built ship  than  against  the  oon- 
tract-built  ship.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddiugton  quoted 
the  case  of  the  Benbow  which  cost 
£810,633.  If  we  take  the  sister  ships  of 
the  Benhow  we  find  that  the  CampirdewH, 
which  was  built  at  Portsmouth,  cost 
£743,074,  and  that  the  ^twon,  built  at 
Pembroke,  cost  £752,288.  How,  con- 
sequently, the  noble  Lord  can  make  out 
that  the  Bfnbow  was  a  cheaper  ship  than 
the  Camperdown  or  the  Anton,  all  three 
ships  being  of  10,000  tons,  10,600  horse 
power,  and  1 7-knot  speed,  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  see.  Of  course  I  am  aware  there  is  a 
difference  in  the  armaments,  but  that 
does  not  account  for  a  difference  of  over 
£60,000  in  cost.  I  want  to  see  the 
accounts  for  shipbuilding  so  kept  that 
a  fair  comparison  can  be  made.  If 
an  account  were  so  kept — my  opinion 
is,  judging  from  the  answers  which 
were  given  before  Lord  Bavensworth'a 
Committee  which  has  been  several  times 
quoted,  and  especially  from  the  answers 
given  by  Mr.  Barnes — in  which  he  told 
us  that  the  incidental  charges  in  the 
Dockyards  are  far  in  excess  of  what 
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would  be  required  rej^rding  them 
eimply  as  workshops —that  Dockyard- 
boilt  ships  would  be  found  to  be  quite 
as  cheap  as  contract  ships.  Mr.  Barnes 
told  us  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  iu  the  comparison,  from  the 
mere  fact  that  the  charges  were  so 
different  in  the  Dockyards  and  id  private 
yards ;  and  when  he  wae  aeked  ay  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Jarrow  Division  of 
Durham  (Sir  Charles  U.  Palmer)  if  the 
incidentals  vera  sent  to  the  Accouatant- 
General  in  London,  he  explained  that 
items  So-and-so  gave  the  salaries  of 
superintendents,  professional  officers  and 
clerks  at  £3S,000,  and  that  of  that 
£21,900  belonged  to  the  "  Ships  and  Ser- 
vices "  and  the  remainder  to  "  National 
charges."  Oonaequently,  I  say  no  fair 
comparison  can  be  made  between  Con- 
tract-built  and  Dockyard- built  ships 
until  the  money  is  voted  in  the  same 
way,  and  the  accounts  are  kept  in  the 
eame  wav.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
in  regard  to  the  repairs  of  the  shipa,  and 
the  other  night  I  asked  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
Done(LordOharlesBeresford]aQue3tioa 
in  regard  to  the  repair  of  the  Oartut. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  took 
credit  for  stopping  some  repairs  of  the 
SAaA ;  but  he  did  not  mention  the  re- 
pairs of  the  Narthumh&rland,  which  is  an 
utterly  obsolete  vessel,  simply  kept  eoing 
because  there  are  still  left,  unhappily  for 
the  Navy,  some  officers  to  whom  royal 
yards  are  essential ;  they  cannot  believe 
that  any  ship  can  be  properly  kept 
afloat  unless  it  has  royal  yiu^s  across. 
I  admit  that  wheu  the  band  plays  "  God 
save  the  Queen  "it  is  a  very  dignified 
proceeding  to  "eway  across;"  but  it  cer- 
tainly is  not  war,  and  it  is  certainly  not 
an  object  for  which  ships  utterly  useless 
for  war  should  be  repaired  at  the  ez- 
penseofBome£40,000  or  £50,000.  Now, 
the  Oamat  is  a  sbip  which,  I  believe, 
never  steamed  more  than  seven  or  eight 
knots  an  hour.  Perhaps  in  her  most 
useful  days  she  did  eight  or  nine  knots, 
but  anyhow  she  canoot  do  more  than 
ieven  or  eight  now,  and  I  think  that  a 
sum  of  £30,000  has  been,  or  will  be 
expended  upon  her,  because  it  is  felt 
necessary  to  keep  such  vessels  for  the 
relief  of  foreigQ  stations.  Well,  I  can- 
not see  by  what  argument  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  who,  I  know,  are  not 
favourable  to  unnecessary  expenditure,  ' 
wore  persuaded  to  propose  this  sum.  I 
Admiral  Mayne 
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should  havo  supposed  that  the  East 
Coast  of  America  or  the  Pacific  gene- 
rally would  have  done  just  as  well,  if  not 
better,  with  a  modem  vessel  if  there  bad 
been  one  ready.  There  are  no  ports,  or 
hardly  any  ports  which  a  vessel  of  1,000 
tone  more  than  the  tonnage  ofthe  Garntt 
or  of  any  of  the  Ggn  class  could  not 
enter.  Now,  as  to  the  question  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Dookysrds,  ths  noble 
Lord  asks  why  ships  cost  so  much 
more  when  built  in  the  Dockyards; 
I  think  I  can  answer  that  question 
by  saying,  because  you  put  on  all 
those  ships  charges  which  are  not 
put  on  ships  built  by  private  bnilderj. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Pembroke  Yard 
with  which  I  am  most  familiar.  I 
find  therehaabeenanincreaseof£l,000 
in  the  charge  for  police  during  the  last 
10  years ;  and  in  looking  at  that  charge 
I  regret  to  find  it  is  not  an  increase  of 
pay  given  to  the  police  for  services,' but 
that  it  is  charged  oq  account  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  ths  police  em- 
ployed. Now,  to  my  certain  knowledge, 
Pembroke  Yard  has  not  been  in  any  way 
increased  during  that  time,  and  I  ^ould 
like  to  know  why  thia  extra  charge  is 
made,  because  I  may  say  about  two-thirds 
of  that  charge,  if  not  all,  is  put  down  to 
shipbuilding  there.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  has  mentioned  another 
great  flaw,  one  of  the  greatest  flaws 
perhaps  iu  the  Dockyard  administration 
— namely,  that  the  officials  cannot  be 
discharged.  I  mean  that  although 
Dockyordsmen  can  be  discharged  an 
Overlooker  cannot.  The  Admiralty,  for 
some  reason  best  known  to  themselves, 
have  debarred  themselves  from  the  right 
of  getting  rid  of  any  overseer  in  the 
Dockyards  under  60  years  of  age,  unless 
he  commits  himself  in  such  a  manner 
that  he  must  be  discharged.  If  they 
really  mean  to  maintain  the  Dockyards 
efficiently  at  a  reduced  complement, 
I  should  think  one  of  the  first  fliinga  to 
do  would  be  to  take  to  themselves  power 
to  maintain  a  right  proportion  between 
overlookers  and  ordinary  labourers  ; 
and  I  hope  that  in  any  reductions  they 
may  make,  they  will  take  some  such 
step  as  will  enable  them  to  maintain  a 
proper  proportion.  I  know  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  the 
other  day  that  the  number  of  overlookers 
was  fixed  wheu  the  complements  of  the 
Dockyards  were  much  lower  than  now. 
I  think  it  is  a  patent  fact  that  the  over* 
looking  is  not  what  it  might  be,  or  else 
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an  ordinary  Dockjardaman  does  not  do 
the  same  amount  ot  work  as  a  man  in  a 
priTate  yard.  I  am  not  able  to  saj 
whether  that  is  so ;  but  that  is  the  com- 
mon belief,  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  we  are  told  the  Dockyards  will  have 
to  be  reformed.  It  is  arguad  that  there 
are  too  many  men.  and  that  the  work  is 
inefficiently  performed.  My  own  im- 
pression is  that  if  Dockyardsmen  are  set 
to  their  work  properly,  and  are  properly 
overlooked,  they  will  do  just  as  good 
work,  if  not  better,  than  it  is  possible  to 
turn  out  in  a  contract  yard,  and  do  it 
just  as  cheaply.  There  is  another  very 
important  point,  in  mj  opinion,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Dockyards  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  attention,  and  that  is  the  ap- 
pointment ot  Superintendents.  I  do  not 
think  I  am  mistaken  in  saying  that  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ia 
of  opinion  that  the  continual  changiog 
of  the  Superintendents  of  the  Dockyards 
by  no  means  conduces  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Tarda.  Anyone  who  has  studied 
the  subject  must  be  of  opinion  that  if 
we  wish  to  have  efficiency  the  Superin- 
tendents of  the  Dockyards  must  be  ap- 
pointed for  three,  or,  I  should  say,  for 
tive  years  at  least,  and  that  men  should 
be  selected  on  account  of  their  fitness  for 
Dockyard  work.  I  hare  been  given  to 
understand  that  the  First  Lord  perfectly 
agrees  with  that  riew,  but  that  the 
Treasury  will  not  grant  the  necessary 
money.  If  that  be  so,  I  can  only  say 
that  this  is  only  another  instance  of  the 
Treasury  standing  in  the  way  of  effi- 
dency  in  the  Navy.  Moreover,  it  is 
remarkable  how  these  appointments  are 
made.  Instead  of  people  being  selected 
on  account  of  their  special  fitness  for  the 
work,  or  on  account  of  their  having 
served  in  the  Steam  Beserve,  we  find  the 
very  opposite  is  the  practice.  Although 
I  have  nothing  whatever  to  say  against 
the  able  officer,  personally,  who  was  last 
appointed,  he  has  never  served  in  the 
Doofeyards,  has  never  been  in  the  Steam 
Beaerve,  and  knows  nothing  whatever 
of  the  duties  he  is  called  upon  to  per- 
form. That,  I  submit,  is  not  the  way  to 
get  th»  most  out  of  the  Dockyards, 
nave  stated  several  times  that,  while 
cannot  find  fault  with  a  certain  number 
oi  the  reductions  in  the  Dockyards  be- 
cause we  are  bound  to  recognize  the  fact 
•■iatwhereasIOyearsago  there  were  only 
f  '  1)00  men  employed  in  the  Dockyards, 
W«  now  23,000,  the  way  the  reduc. 
i  '«  been  made  is  most  unsatisfaC' 
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tory,  and  the  doubt  as  to  the  future  in 
which  men  are  kept  is  extremely  trying, 
not  only  to  the  Dockyardsmen,  but  to  the 
Members  representing  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies, who  are  continually  being 
asked  for  informatiou  as  to  how  many 
men  are  going  to  be  discharged,  &e. 
We  were  told  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  when  he  laid  his  Statement 
before  theHouse,  that  the  Admiralty  had 
a  plan.  I  hare  asked  several  times  for 
that  plan.  If  you  have  got  a  system, 
why  do  you  not  produce  it  ?  If  you 
know  what  you  are  going  to  do,  barring 
accidents— for  which  a  Supplementary 
Vote  can  always  be  got — if  you  know 
whatyouaregoingtodointhe  next  four 
or  five  years,  you  must  know  how  many 
men  you  will  want  to  do  it.  Why  cannot 
you  say,  this  Dockyard  will  be  reduced 
to  a  certain  number  of  men,  and  such 
work  will  be  given  to  the  Yard  ?  I 
think  it  would  be  far  better  to  concen- 
trate all  your  building  in  certain  Tarda, 
and  do  all  your  fitting  and  repairing  in 
other  Tards.  I  will  not  detain  the 
Committee  further,  because  I  look  with 
hope — and  I  trust  I  shall  not  be  disap- 
pointed—to the  result  of  the  labours  of 
the  Committee  upstairs  in  unravelling 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  are  ex- 
tremely puzzling  to  the  uninitiated,  or 
even  to  tnose  who  know  something  about 
tbem.  The  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Puleston)  has  spoken  of  Parlia- 
mentary pressure  in  favour  of  con- 
tractors, and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty has  alluded  to  a  similar  pressure 
in  favour  of  the  Royal  Dockyards.  All 
I  can  say  Is,  that  considering  the  num- 
ber of  tne  Members  of  the  House  who 
are  conneoted  with  shipbuilding,  I 
ihould  imagine  the  Parliamentary  pres- 
lure  in  favour  of  the  Contractors  waa 
every  bit  as  strong,  if  not  stronger, 
than  that  which  those  interested  in  the 
Dockyards  are  able  to  bring. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holdemess) :  I  will  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee more  than  two  or  three  minutes. 
All  I  desire  to  do  is  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations upon  the  speech  of  the  nobis 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill).  The  noble 
Lord,  in  the  course  of  his  able  speech, 
dealt  with  two  main  principlea,  and  in 
other  respects  with  details.  He  made 
considerable  impression  on  the  Com- 
mittee, I  thought,  by  the  comparison  he 
drew  between  the  present  cost  of  labour 
per  ton  of  shipbuilding  and  the  oost 
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some  years  a^.  It  struck  in«  that  tbe 
noble  Lord  had  left  out  some  factor  in 
hie  calculation ;  and  I  think  that  if  the 
Committee  coasidera  for  a  moment,  it 
will  obserro  that  the  noble  Lord  left  out 
the  factor  of  the  amount  of  laboi 
quired  per  ton.  There  are  two  factors 
to  be  considered  upon  the  labour  ques- 
tion— one  is  the  cost  of  the  labour,  and 
the  other  is  the  amount  of  labour  which 
is  expended  on  a  ton.  The  more  com' 
plex  is  a  ship,  the  greater  is  the 
amount  of  labour  which  has  to  be  put 
into  B  TQssel  for  each  ton,  ooDsequentlj 
the  price  of  the  labour  per  ton  must 
rise.  Tbe  noble  Lord  left  that  factor 
completely  out  of  his  calculations;  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  he  presented  a 
perfectly  fair  issue  to  the  Committee  in 
this  respect.  Then  the  noble  Lord  drew 
a  comparison  between  direct  and  in- 
direct charges.  It  appears  to  me  that 
there,  again,  he  did  not  quite  present  a 
foir  issue  to  the  Commiltee,  and  for  two 
reasons.  He  altogether  forgot  to  giro 
us  any  comparison  by  which  we  might 
be  able  to  appreciate  whether  tbe  ratio 
of  the  indirect  to  the  direct  charges  in 
the  Dockyards  was  greater  than  the 
ratio  in  oUier  larj^e  undertakings.  He 
pointed  out  that  in  the  English  Dock- 
yards it  is  about  TO  per  cent.  That  may 
or  may  not  be  ;  tbe  fact  I  do  not  pretend 
to  say;  but  certain  it  is  that  until 
know  what  the  indirect  charges  are  made 
up  of,  and  what  are  the  circumstances 
wnich  render  these  charges  necessary,  it 
is  a  useless  issue  to  offer  tc  the  House 
to  say  that  the  indirect  charges  are 
the  coet  of  lookine  after  the  direct 
charges,  I'.r.,  of  labour.  Uorever,  it 
struck  me  that  in  tbe  figures  the  noble 
Lord  gave  to  the  House  from  the  con- 
stant quantity  of  70  per  cent,  which  he 
said  was  the  ratio  of  the  indirect  charges 
to  the  direct  charges  in  the  English 
Dockyards,  the  inference  rather  was 
that  the  indirect  charges  were  not  un- 
reasonable, because  we  find  that  figure 
of  70  per  cent  the  constant  charge  of  all 
English  Dockyards,  whereas  abroad  we 
find  that  the  ratio  is  very  much  greater,  in 
some  instances  300  per  cent.  That  is  not 
to  a  oerlaia  extent,  so  difficult  to  account 
for,  when  we  remember  that  tbe  cost  of 
labour  in  places  like  Hong  Kong  and 
Malta  is  lower  thanin  England.  I  renture 
these  two  criticisms  upon  these  portions 
of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  because  I 
feel  that  those  hon.  Members  who  were 
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present  when  the  noble  Lord  spoke  were 
very  much  struck  with  the  way  in  which 
he  placed  his  case  before  the  Committee. 
I  So  not  think  he  placed  it  quite  fairly 
before  the  Committee,  having,  as  I  say, 
in  one  instance,  left  out  tbe  most  im- 
portant factor  in  the  case,  and  having  iu 
the  other  instance  not  given  us  sufficient 
ground  to  form  a  judgment.  In  the 
remaining  part  of  his  speech,  the  noble 
Lord  simply  repeated  other  charges 
which  had  been  made  on  previous  occa- 
sions, and  which,  I  think,  have  been  at 
difTsrent  times  admitted  by  theFlrst  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamillon)  admitted  ou  a  pre- 
vious occasion  that  many  ot  these  charges 
were  perfectly  true,  and  that  he  and  his 
Colleagues  were  doing  their  best  to  meet 
them.  Ko  doubt  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  has  made  some 
charges  which  have  not  been  made 
before.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  noble 
Lord  pointing  out  where  there  is  ex- 
travagance, I  am  quite  with  him  in 
wishing  to  see  economy  introduced  into 
the  Navy  and  extravagance  put  down 
where  possible,  andlcertainhr  hopethat 
tbe  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Admiralty  and  his  Colleagues  will  be 
succesBful  in  carrying  out  the  under- 
takingsia  thedirectionof  economy  which 
have  Deen  so  frequency  given  to  the 
House 

SiaEDWAEDEEED(Cardi£P);  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty commenced  his  remarks  tbisevening 
by  strongly  disclaiming  any  responsi- 
bility for  whet  had  been  done  before  he 
took  Office.  I  wish  I  could  believe  that 
that  disclaimer  will  be  thoroughly  carried 
out.  I  confess  that  when  the  present 
Oovemment,  or  rather  the  present  Qo- 
vernment  in  its  1885  form  took  Office, 
they  made  each  a  decided,  and  as  I  think 
such  a  correct  and  worthy  stand  upon 
the  matter  of  construction  that  I  hoped 
for  better  things  from  them,  and  was  my- 
self anxious  as  far  as  I  could  to  give 
them  support.  I  felt  that  tbe  course 
that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  now  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Bitcbie)  took  was  a  course 
of  a  very  peculiar  character,  because  it 
was  a  fearlees  and  independent  one, 
within  the  walls  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
happen  to  be  one  of  those  who  think 
that  the  curse  of  the  Navy  and  of  the 
country  in  its  administrative    Dcpart- 
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mentsisthe  sBrrility  of  MinieterB  to  their 
subordinates.  The  noble  Lord  tbe 
Member  for  Soutb  Faddiogtoa  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill]  by  the  couree  ha 
liaa  taken  has  revived,  or  perhaps  I 
ought  to  say,  has  begotten  tlie  hope  in 
hia  mind  that  some  great  changes  in 
the  spending  and  adminiBlrative  De- 
partments will  be  made,  and  whatever 
may  be  thought  by  others,  I  can  only 
say  I  conid  not  fail  to  contrast  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  to- 
night with  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  which  followed  it. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  gave 
certain  reasons  for  keeping  up  what  be 
admits  to  be  improper  and  extravagant 
expenditure,  and  dwelt  largely  upon 
the  difficulties  of  making  changes. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  the 
particular  spirit  which  the  country  now 
desires  to  see  meu  bring  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  public  Departments.  I 
thick  it  is  a  totally  different  spirit  we 
want ;  we  want  to  see  men  in  Office  now 
who  will  take  these  difflcultios  by  the 
throat  and  overcome  them,  and  who 
will  relieve  the  country  and  the  publi 
purse  from  the  incubus  under  which  we 
have  been  suffering  for  so  many  long 
years  past.  Now,  strange  to  say,  the 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington  took  iu  his  speech 
to-night  proceeded  very  much  upon  the 
same  lines  as  I  had  myself  intended  to 
take  in  any  observatione  which  I  might 
myself  make  to-night,  but  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  took  a  broader 
view  than  I  had  intended  to  teke.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  in  order  to  make 
clear  to  the  Committee  my  views  on 
this  Vote  I  shall  not  have  to  repeat 
many  of  the  figures  the  noble  Lord  gave 
us,  though  I  shall,  from  a  different  point 
of  view,  be  able  to  support  the  noble 
Xiord's  argument,  that  argument  being 
that  under  this  Vote  the  country  is 
burdened  with  enormous  charges,  the 
nature  of  which  is  certainly  not  made 
clear,  and  the  causes  of  which  probably 
are,  to  a  very  large  extent,  unnecessary 
and  extravagant.  Ihere  was  one  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  which 
I  really  thought  would  have  elicited  from 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  a 
totally  different  treatment  from  that 
which  it  received.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Uember  for  South  Faddington  made  it 
absolutely  certain  in  the  Committee  that 
one  of   two  things  existed,  either  that 


the  most  lavish  waste  and  extravagance 

exists  ia  the  Dockyards,  or  else  that  the 
Estimates  presented  to  the  House  are 
entirely  untrustworthy.  Now,  it  ia  known 
to  the  Committee,  and  to  everyone  who 
has  acquaintance  with  this  subject  at  all, 
that  we  hare  been  receiving  from  the 
Ministerial  Bench,  for  very  many  years 
past,  theverysame  answer,  ayery  unsatis- 
factory one,  which  occupied  a  prominent 
place  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Jjord  George  Hamilton)  to-night — 
namely,  that  those  who  complain  of  the 
extravagance  in  the  Dockyards  forget 
that  our  Dockyards  are  great  naval 
establishments  as  well  as  establishments 
for  shipbuilding.  The  question  arises, 
why  do  you  not  make  that  clear  to  ns 
in  the  Estimates  which  you  present  to 
Parliament  ?  Why  do  you  contoud  that 
the  Dockyards  have  other  purposes  than 
the  building  of  ships,  but  so  confuse  jour 
figures  for  shipbuilding  operations  ttiat 
under  that  con  fusion  the  extravagance 
and  waste  of  which  we  complain  takes 
place  ?  The  answer  which  X  must  re- 
spectfully submit  ought  to  have  been 
given  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Faddington  to-night  was,  we 
will  not  henceforth  confuse  these  charges 
which  arise  on  account  of  the  national 
oharaotei  of  the  Royal  Dockyards  with 
the  charges  for  shipbuilding,  but  wa  will 
give  the  House  a  fair  opportunity  here- 
after of  distinguishing  between  the  two, 
and  of  deciding  which  of  them  is  correct 
and  ought  to  be  allowed  to  remain. 
Now,  the  noble  L^rd  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington  has,  as  I  have  said, 
dealt  veiy  broadly  with  this  Vote.  He 
included  in  his  purview  the  whole  of  the 
Boyal  Dockyards  at  home  and  abroad, 
and  the  items  both  for  labour  and 
material,  and  the  coat  under  Tote  1 1 ,  of 
buildings  and  machinery  which  are  em- 
ployed in  the  production  of  shipbuild- 
ing work.  Now,  I  will  take  a  different 
line ;  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  the  result  is  quite  as  unsatisfactory 
as  that  shown  by  the  noble  Lord.  I 
find,  on  looking  through  these  Esti- 
mates, that  when  you  take  out  the 
actual  result  of  shipbuilding,  ehip- 
repaiting,  and  refitting  of  ships,  the 
amount  expended  on  labour  in  tho 
whole  of  the  five  Dockyard  Establiah- 
nounts  to  £1,132,000.  That  is 
paid  for  labour  in  the  Boyal 
Dockyards  at  home,  which,  I  believe, 
includes  Malta— I  know  it  does  in  regard 


>v  Google 


1235  Supply^ 

to  some  Bgures ;  but  whether  with  regard 
to  all  the  figuee  I  do  not  know.  The 
charges  for  "  Salaries  and  Allowances  " 
in  the  five  Soyal  Dockyards  —  the 
charges  for  adminietering  this  expendi- 
ture of  £1,132,000—18  £172,000,  and  to 
that  I  am  obliged  to  add  a  few  other 
items.  Now,  Ur.  Courtney,  it  may  tend 
to  make  myar^meuts  clear  it  I,  at  this 
moment,  take  note  of  what  has  fallen 
from  several  hon.  Members — and  two 
hon.  aud  gallant  Members — in  reference 
to  the  figures  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  FaddiugtoD  gave, 
and  to  the  general  question  of  inci- 
dental charges.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Fnend  the  Member  for  the  Holdemess 
Division  of  Yorkshire  (Commander 
Bethell)  stated  that  the  noble  Lord 
failed  to  make  clear  how  his  charge  of 
70  per  cent  for  establishment  charges  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  compared  with 
similar  charges  in  private  establish- 
menta.  Well,  now,  I  can  give  the 
Committee  some  little  guidance  on  this 
question.  It  has  fallen  to  my  lot  re- 
peatedly to  have  shipbuilding,  and  ship- 
fitting,  and  ship-repairing  done  in  pri- 
vate establishments  upon  this  principle, 
that  the  builders  were  to  be  paid  the  nett 
cost  of  the  labour  and  materials,  and 
so  much  in  addition  for  establishment 
charges  and  for  profits.  I  only  deal 
here  with  the  Establishment  charges. 
In  the  figures  which  I  just  gave  to  the 
Committee,  and  in  moet  of  the  Bgures 
the  noble  Lord  gave,  we  deal  only 
with  one  item  of  Establishment  charges 
— namely,  the  item  that  takes  the  form 
or  salaries  of  supervisors,  storekeepers 
and  thelike.  But  in  the  Establishment 
charges  of  a  private  yard  the  charges 
paid  for  include  all  the  expenses  of  the 
establishment,  all  the  coal  consumed  in 
the  furnaces  and  boilers,  in  fact,  all  the 
stores  consumed  in  the  performance  of 
the  work  in  respect  to  which  the  contract 
is  made.  And  now,  I  make  this  statement 
without  any  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
when  you  include  everyitem  of  Establish- 
ment charges,  builders  are  very  glad 
indeed  to  receive  12)  per  cent  upon  the 
costoflabour  and  materials,  as  Establish- 
ment charges,  and  in  no  case  have  we 
ever  allowed  a  builder,  or  has  any 
builder  asked  for  more  than  14  per  cent 
upon  the  actual  outlay  upon  labour  and 
material.  And  I  may  add  that  14  per 
cent  was  only  eaactioned  in  a  case  which 
was  exceptional  in  its  way,  when 
Sir  £dward  Reed 
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whole  of  the  armour  bolts  of  the  ship 
had  to  be  renewed,  and  that  involved  a 
large  amount  of  Establishment  expendi- 
ture. Now,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  Holdemess 
asked  how  this  70  per  cent  in 
O-ovemment  Dockyards  compared  with 
the  expense  in  private  establishments. 
My  answer  is  that  it  is  pretty  nearly  six 
times  as  much.  I  wish  to  make  it  quite 
clear,  indeed  it  is  quite  clear  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  that  the  mischief, 
the  worthleseuess  of  the  figures  which 
placed  before  us  in  these  Estimates 
arises  from  the  mixing  up  of  matters 
vhich  should  be  kept  totally  separate. 
Now,  sometimes  an  illustration  is  valu- 
able in  discussions  of  this  kind,  and  I 
«ould  point  out  to  the  Committee  that 
f  they  turn  to  the  book  of  Appendices 
ind  Index,  page  170,  they  will  find  this 
item  under  the  heading  of  "  Dockyard 
Work,"— "  Steam,  Coal,  Sea  Stores, 
&o.,"  £560,000.  Now,  any  ordinary 
Member  of  the  House,  indeed  anyone 


Admiralty  actually  spent  £.^60,000  for 
coal  fordockyard  purposes.  [LordGsoRoB 
Hamilton  :  No.]  Then  why  is  £560,000 
taken  under  the  heading  "Dockyard 
Work?"  There  is  no  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion. The  only  answer  is  that  there  is 
a  total  and  absolute  confusion  of  the 
figures.  [Lord  Geoboe  Hauilton  :  Look 
at  the  margin.]  The  noble  Lord  points 
to  the  margin.  I  admit  that  it  is  per- 
fectly true  that  there  you  gat  a  contradic- 
tion of  the  heading.  But  I  ask  the  Com- 
mittee whether  it  is  a  reasonable  thing 
toput,  with  any  explanation  at  all,  under 
the  Estimate  for  Dockyard  work,  Vots 
10,  Section  I,  an  item  for  coal  for  the 
Royal  Navy  ?  The  fact  that  the  note 
needs  to  be  pointed  out  shows  that  these 
Estimates  are  not  such  as  should  have 
been  put  before  the  House,  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  the  nohle  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  who  has  great 
infiuence  in  this  matter,  perhaps  more 
infiuence  than  any  other  person  in  this 
House,  will  insist  upon  the  total  separa- 
tion of  these  items-  If  these  items  of 
Fleet  Expenditure  and  Dockyard  Ex- 
penditure are  separated  I  am  sure  that 
not  only  a  great  cause  of  difficulty  will 
be  removed,  but  a  great  cause  of 
extravagance  and  waste.  Now,  I  go 
on  with  the  labour  charge.    The  aola- 
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rieB  and  allowances  as  I  have  said 
for  apendiDf^  £1,132,000  amount  to 
£172,000.  The  storekeeping,  a  part  of 
which,  I  admit,  goes  to  these  coals  and 
for  stores,  but  etiUhereit  is,  is  £63,592; 
and  there  is  an  actual  charge  of  £35,000 
for  police  in  the  Dockyards.  Then  again, 
the  charge  for  the  Controller's  Depart- 
ment ought  to  be  attached  to  this  Dock- 
yard Vote  as  a  part  of  the  charge  for 
expending  the  £1,132,000.  In  any 
private  establishment  all  the  eerrices 
rendered  to  the  Bojal  Navy  in  the 
Controller's  Department,  so  far  as  the 
Dockyards  are  concerned,  have  to  be 
rendered  by  the  staff  of  the  private  firms 
within  the  private  firms,  and  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  making  out  any 
Estimate  for  the  buildia^  of  a  ship,  so  I 
think  the  espenaos  of  the  Controller's 
Department  ought  to  be  added  to  the 
expenses  of  the  Dockyards.  And  then 
we  come  to  an  item  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Iiord  Bandolph  Churchill)  took 
no  account.  I  am  rather  surprised  that 
he  did  not,  because  it  really  needs  a 
little  explanation.  He  said  nothing 
whatever  either  about  the£90,000  which 
goes  in  pensions  to  civil  ofEcers,  or  the 
£150,000  which  goes  in  pensions  to 
artificers  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards. 
Now,  I  do  not  wish  this  evening  to  be 
understood  as  expressing  any  opinion 
for  or  against  the  pensions,  but  I  main- 
t^n  that  this  Cfommittee  is  always 
informed  by  the  Government  of  the  day 
that  the  justifioadons  for  these  pensions 
is  the  fact  that  we  get  our  labour  for  a 
very  much  lower  price  than  we  could  get 
it  in  the  open  market.  Well,  Sir,  the 
consequence  of  that  must  be  of  course 
that  as  you  get  labour  ao  cheaply,  you 
must  add  the  pensions  for  labour  to  the 
actual  charge  for  labour  in  order  to 
make  such  an  account  as  any  private  firm 
would  insist  upon  receiving ;  although  I 
cannot  imagine  that  any  private  firm 
would  ever  dream  of  spending  £150,000 
e-year  in  pensions  to  artificers,  and  the 
number  o!  men  on  the  Establishment  is 
actually  not  larger  than  is  employed  in 
a  si  ogle  private  firm  in  this  country.  I 
believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Go  van  Division  of  Lanarkshire  (Sir 
William  Pearce),  whom,  if  he  were  pre- 
sent, I  would  congratulate  on  his  new 
honours,  employed  7,000  men  at  a  time 
when  the  wages  of  engine  fitters  ranged 
to  nearly  £S  per  week,  and  when  the 
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wages  of  fitters  were  nearly  £4  per 
week.  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt  that 
the  hon.  Baronet'e  weekly  expenditure 
on  labour  was  then  equal  to  that  in  the 
whole  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  put 
together,  and  I  should  like  to  know  how 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  have  got  on  if 
he  had  bad  to  find  £150,000  per  annum 
for  pensions  to  artificers  who  bad  been 
formerly  in  hia  employ.  Why  the  thing 
will  not  bear  a  thought.  I  am  not 
speaking,  as  I  say,  against  pensions,  but 
I  am  arguing  that  aa  you  have  got  to 

fiay  pensions  on  account  of  Dockyard 
abour,  and  as  you  imagine  that  you 
get  the  value  of  these  pensions  in  the 
reduced  cost  of  Dockyard  labour  it  is  a 
perfectly  correct  and  proper  thing,  aa  a 
matter  of  account,  to  add  these  charges 
to  the  annual  charge  for  labour.  Now, 
I  admit  at  once  that  I  am  exposing 
myaelf  to  a  charge  of  a  serious  character, 
but  one  for  which  I  believe  I  have  a 
perfect  answer.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  charge  should  be  added  to  the 
labour  item,  and  not  to  the  a>%uroulated 
charges  I  am  dealing  with.  Well,  I 
would  add  it  to  the  labour  charge,  and 
not  to  the  other  charges  if  we  got  the 
value  for  it.  lOaptain  Price  (Devon- 
port)  :  It  is  addedj  Now,  let  me  deal 
with  that  case.  We  have  heard  here 
to-night  speeches  from  the  Representa- 
tives of  Dockyard  constituencies,  and  I 
entirely  sympathize  with  the  spirit  of 
those  speeches.  I  am  glad  I  have  ceaeed 
to  be  a  Dockyard  Sepreaentative,  because 
as  such  a  Represeutative  I  found  certain 
invidiouanese  in  speaking  upon  naval 
matters.  I  sympathize  with  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  in  all  the  comparisons  they  insti- 
tute between  the  cost  of  ships  built  by 
contract  and  the  cost  of. ships  built  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyarda ;  out  I  must 
point  out  that  hon.  Qentlemen  simply 
take  the  labour  and  material  expended 
in  the  Dockyards,  and  leave  out  alto- 
gether these  other  mattera.  [Admiral 
Mayitb:  No,  no!1  I  know  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Admiral  Hayne)  is 
of  opinion  that  that  is  not  so.  He  eaid 
to-night,  most  distinctly,  that  we  only 
find  Dockyard -built  ships  dear  in  com- 
parison with  contract- built  ships  because 
of  the  accumulated  charges  upon  them. 
Now,  I  want  to  speak  upon  tnat  point, 
and  to  show  that  he  is  entirely  mistaken. 
There  are  some  figures  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchlllj 
which  have  been  disputed.    I  do  not 
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know  whether  they  are  disputed  rightly 
or  wroDgly,  because  they  are  not  figures 
I  am  nov  prepared  to  deal  with ;  but  so 
far  as  I  was  able  to  follow  the  figures  of 
the  noble  Lord,  they  appeared  to  me 
perfectly  correct,  even  when  they  went 
the  length  of  overthrowing  the  figures 
placed  tn  our  hands  in  the  Estimates  of 
the  year.  I  believe  that  they  will  bo 
found  to  be  so,  and  that  ia  why  I  am  so 
anxious  that  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
should  not  become  the  mere  tools  and 
servants  of  their  servants.  We  ought 
to  have  their  aesistaace  in  bringing 
these  things  to  light,  and  in  arriving  at 
a  sound  conclusion  in  regard  to  them.  I 
should  like  incidentally  to  complain  of  a 
statement  which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  made  the  other  day  in  reply 
to  a  question  put  to  him  by  me  as  to  the 
tonnage  of  the  ImpirieuM.  A  tabular 
statement  has  been  put  forward  on  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Barrow-in-Fumess  (Mr.  Oaine),  and 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood)  I  have  been 
allowed  to  see  an  early  copy  of  it,  and  I 
quote  from  it,  in  order  to  show  what 
the  permanent  officials  will  induce  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  do  if  they  lend 
themselves  to  their  purposes.  Thie  is 
the  authoritative  statement  on  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  contra- 
dicted me  as  to  the  tonnage  of  the 
Imperimtt.  The  tonnage  is  given  here, 
the  displacement  is  said  to  be  7,600  tons, 
and  then  a  star  is  put  to  it,  and  there  is 
B  note  under — 

"  Beam  waa  increased  by  one  foot  by  the  addi- 
tion of  the  thickDess  of  wood  sheating  between 
the  date  of  preUmiuary  design  as  detailed  to  Par- 
liament in  March,  1  SSI,  and  the  GniaheddeBigD." 

That  is  the  explanation  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton^  to 
the  House ;  but  what  will  the  noble 
Lord  say  when  I  tell  him  that  in  every 
Estimate  presented  to  the  House  since 
the  In%piri»uia  was  begun,  the  original 
tonnage  has  been  given  ?  The  tonnage 
whichlgave — 7,309  tons — is  the  tonnage 
which  has  been  presented  t'j  this  House 
every  year  from  that  time  forth.  Then, 
why  does  not  the  noble  Lord  come  for- 
ward and  justify  my  statement  ?  Why 
does  he  seek  to  discredit  me  by  making 
statements  which  we  have  no  means  of 
verifying,  and  which  I  do  not  in  the 

Ldbd  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  I  had 
not  the  slightest   notion    that    I  was 
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attacking  the  hon.  Gentleman.    It  has 

never  been  the  practice  of  the  Admiralty 
where  tonnage  is  taken  by  displacement 
and  not  by  measurement,  to  take  notice 
of  any  alteration  which  may  occur  during 
construction.  That  is  the  invariable 
practice,  and  the  Question  put  to  ms  the 
other  day  was  what  was  the  extra 
weight  which  was  added  to  the  Tm- 
pirieute  during  construction. 

8m  EDWARD  REED  :  The  explana- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  is  this  that  when 
a  Member  of  this  House  gets  up  and 
speaks  with  care  and  conSdence  upon 
the  figures  which  have  been  year 
after  year  presented  to  this  House, 
he  ia  to  be  subjected  to  contra- 
diction, and  the  explanation  for  the 
contradiction  is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  an  alteration  was  made  iu  a 
ship  five  years  ago,  and  that  the  Admi- 
ralty never  took  the  trouble  to  acquaint 
the  House  with  it.  That  is  no  explana- 
tion at  all ;  or,  at  any  rate,  it  is  an 
explanation  which  I  myself  would  be 
ashamed  to  be  made  the  organ  of  in  any 
assembly  of  gentlemen,  and  I  am  sur- 
prixod,  nay,  more,  I  am  alarmed,  at  the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Lord,  because  it 
proves  that  in  future  we  shall  not  he  able 
to  depend  upon  communications  that  are 
made  to  us  through  the  noble  Lord. 
What  we  have  a  right  to  expect  from 
Ministers  is  personal  examination  of  all 
points  in  which  Members  of  this  House 
require  information,  and  a  Minister 
ought  to  be  able  to  depend  absolutely 
upon  what  ho  says.  Now,  in  the  noble 
Lord's  own  Minute  there  is  a  rigmarole— 
I  hope  it  is  not  un -Parliamentary  for  mo 
to  use  such  a  word— about  compound 
engines  having  a  different  quantity  of 
fuel  Hupplied  to  them.  I  had  to  deal  with 
compound  engines  when  I  was  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  nothing  of  the  kind 
existed.  It  is  a  fiction  palmed  off  upon 
the  noble  Lord,  and  it  appears  in  his 
Minute  as  though  it  were  truth.  There 
is  another  thing.  We  are  actually  told 
that  certain  ships  of  a  most  important 
character,  and  costing  £2,000,000  ster- 
ling, are  safe  because  of  their  armour 
having  been  sunk  below  the  water-line, 
and  have  got  a  lot  of  coal  on  the  top  of 
the  armour  to  help  to  sink  them.  lez- 
pected  better  things  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  even  yet  I  expect  better  things  from 
him. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMUjTON  :  I  did 
not  say  that. 
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Sir  EDWAED  EEED  :  It  ie  in  your 
Minute. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAUILTON:  No; 
it  is  not. 

Sib  EDWARD  EEED  :  I  am  Borry 
fo  detain  the  Committee,  but  it  is  said 
iD  the  noble  Lord's  Minute — 

"  ThuB,  although  the  poairion  of  tba  belt  may 
have  beoD  correctly  calculated  for  the  wpight 
of  coals  it  wae  at  the  time  decided  to  carry,  aod 
which  were  adopted  as  Iheir  deliberate  policy  by 
the  then  Board  of  Admiralty,  the  samo  is  uode- 
sintbly  low  if  coals  to  the  fall  stowage — which 
is  the  policy  of  the  present  Board  — are  put  oc 
board.'" 
Then  tfae  noble  Lord  goes  on  to  eay — 

'■  There  would  bo  above  the  armour  belt ■ 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  No; 
tend  the  preceding  paraifraph. 

Sib  EDWARD  BEED :  I  am  going 
to  read  your  words. 

LoKD  GEOEQE  HAMILTON :  Read 
the  preceding  sentence. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED:  I  am  going 
to  give  one  of  the  reasons  vhy  we  are 
to  be  satisfied. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Ton 
must  read  the  next  sentence. 

8ia  EDWARD  REED :  I  have  not 
the  slightest  reason  to  obieot  to  read  thi 
next  sentence,  and  I  will  do  so.  The 
noble  Lord  says — 

"Though  the  policy  which  placed  the  posi- 
tion of  the  belt  so  low  dues  not  camiDODd  itself 
to  the  present  Board,  it  is  right  to  say  that 
some  claim  for  it  certain  compensaticg  advan- 
tages, their  contectioQ  being— (1)  That  there 
would  be  above  the  armour  belts  running  along 
140  foet  of  its  length,  when  tho  fnll  fuel  aupply 
is  OD  board,  a  coal  protection  of  6^  feet  in  height, 
and  of  11  to  IT  feet  in  depth." 

I  quite  admit  that  the  noble  Lord  put  it 
in  the  form  that  "some  eay"  this,  but 
he  did  not  give  it  a  contradiction.  If  he 
meant  to  contradict  it  or  to  put  it  forward 
as  something  very  absurd  it  ia  a  great 
pity  he  did  not  add  a  few  words  to  that 
eCTect.  But,  to  return,  I  want  to 
make  myself  perfectly  clear  to  the  Com- 
mittee upou  the  question  of  the  relative 
coats  of  ships  built  in  private  yards  and 
of  ships  built  in  the  Royal  Dockyards. 
In  order  to  do  so,  I  will  take  what  I 
think  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  and  con- 
vincing case.  I  will  not  take  the  case 
of  the  disputed  ships ;  but  I  will  take  the 
case  of  the  figures  presented  to  us  as  the 
estimated  cost  of  certain  vessels  to  be 
built  all  alike,  tobebuilt,BOmebycontract 
and  some  in  the  Royal  Dockyards.  Now, 
I  take  the  case  of  those  belted 
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which  I  so  fondly  hoped  were  going  to 
be  belted  cruisers,  but  which  have  turned 
out  to  he  belted  cruisers  with  their  belts 
below  the  water  line,  and  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  seems  content  to  be  satisfied, 
for  he  has  made  no  proposal  for  re- 
deeming them  from  that  condition.  In 
the  Appendices  we  get  the  eetimated  cost 
of  shipbuilding  in  the  private  yards  and 
in  the  Royal  Dockyards,  and  amongst 
those  building  in  the  Royal  Dockyard 
are  two  vessels  of  the  belted -cruiser  class 
— namely,  the ImmorlaliU  and  (he  Aurora, 
and  there  are  given  the  five  vessels  of 
the  same  class  which  are  building  in  the 

Srivate  yards.  Now,  Sir,  1  hope  the 
ommittee  will  kindly  attend  to  this, 
because  it  is  perfectly  conclusive.  The 
estimated  cost  of  the  ships  to  be  built 
by  the  private  trade  are  as  follows — 
namely,  £2fi6,000,  £245,000,  £-245,000, 
£275,000,  and  £275,000  respectively. 
Now,  the  two  ships,  precisely  the  same, 
to  be  built  in  tne  Dockyard  are  the 
ImmorlaUli,  £278,000— £3,000  more 
than  the  highest  contract-built  ship — 
and  the  Aurora,  £284,000.  These  latter 
figures  are  for  labour  and  material  alone. 
Bo  that  when  you  take  the  labour  and 
material  alone,  when  you  do  not  add  to 
tho  labour  and  material  of  the  Dockyard 
ships  a  single  penny  of  the  many  charges 
for  salaries  and  other  expenditure  which 
fall  upon  the  builders  of  contract  ships 
— when  you  take  labour  and  material 
alone,  the  cost  of  the  two  Dockyard  ships 
is  estimated  to  be  in  excess  of  any  of  the 
five  ships  precisely  of  the  same  kind 
to  be  built  in  private  yards.  That 
so  what  we  have  to  look  to 
I  —  that  the  argument  of  my 
hon.and  gallsnt  Friend  (Admiral  Mayne) 
to  theeffectthat  the  Dockyard-built  ships 
become  so  expensive  because  of  these 
charges  incidental  to  a  great  Naval 
Service  falls  to  the  ground.  I  muntaiu 
I  am  justified  in  imposing  upon  the  cost 
of  labour  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  all 
these  extra  charges  which  are  numerous 
itorekeepers,  police  control,  and 
ons  to  officers,  which  I  take  to  be 
about  £90,000  a-year,  and  pensions  to 
arti6cers  which  I  take  to  be  £150,000 
a-year.  Then  I  add  to  that the£lll, 000 
for  incidental  charges,  which  gives  this 
result  that  we  have  an  aggregate  amount 
,000  piled  up  upon  an  expendi- 
ture of  £1,132,000  for  work  upon  ships 
in  the  Royal  Dockyard.  I  say  there 
is  no  way  out  of  Uiis  except  one.     I 
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must  challeDKe  the  QoTsmment  upon 
that  poiat,  and  elicit  from  tliem  at  least 
a  promise  that  in  the  future  we  shall 
have  a  clear  distinction  made  betveen 
the  charges  that  are  givenfor  the  general 
Naval  Serrioe,  and  uie  chargeaforaliip- 
building.  That  is  deBirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  Dockyards.  I  agree 
with  hon.  Members  as  to  the  capability 
of  the  Dockyards  to  do  work  as  cheaply 
aa  any  private  yard.  I  believe  they  can 
do  it  more  cheaply  when  they  are 
properly  looked  after.  The  reason  is 
that  these  figures  are  one  mass  of  con- 
fusion, and  the  services  are  mixed  up  in 
Buch  a  ridiculous  maaaer  that  no  one 
can  tell  what  ships  cost  or  what  they  are 
likely  to  cost.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  PaddiagtoR  said  to-night 
that  under  the  existing  form  of  the 
Estimates  you  cannot  tell  what  is  going 
on  in  any  Boyal  Dockyard.  I  oonfess 
that  when  I  began  to  study  this  book  of 
Appendices,  I  made  search  for  Her 
Ma^jeaty's  Dockyarda.  I  knew  that  we 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  vote  this  large 
sum  for  Dockyards,  and  I  thought  I 
should  like  to  see  what  progress  was 
being  made  with  certain  vessels.  To 
my  amazement  not  the  name  of  a  single 
X>ockyard  occurs  in  the  Index  to  the 
Estimates.  Not  even  the  name  of  a 
Dockyard  is  ^iveo,  and  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  it  will  take  anyone  half- 
a-dozen  hours  to  extract  from  the  Esti- 
mates a  notion  of  what  is  being  done  in 
the  Boyal  Dockyards.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  made  a  very  curious 
statement.  He  said  that  this  system 
had  been  adopted  advisedly,  that  it  had 
been  adopted  because  be  did  not  want 
the  Dockyards  to  know  how  much  they 
were  to  be  allowed  during  the  year, 
because  if  they  did,  they  are  induced  to 
spend  what  they  are  allowed.  But  will 
the  noble  Lord  allow  me  to  say  that  all 
the  fault  found  with  regard  to  Dockyard 
management  lies  in  the  fact,  not  that 
the  Dockyards  have  spent  what  has 
been  allowed  them  in  the  Estimates, 
but  that  they  have  spent  monstrous 
sums    in    excess  of   what    the    House 

f  ranted  ?  We  are  deliberately  told  sow 
y  the  First  Lord  responsible  forthe  ad- 
ministration of  the  Dockyards  that  he 
cannot  be  responsible  for  the  Dockyards 
being  managed  satisfactorily  unless 
they  are  kept  in  the  dark  aa  to  what 
they  are  to  be  allowed  to  spend.  In 
brder  that  the  Dockyards  may  be  kept 
Sir  Edward  Rttd 
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in  the  dark,  ve  are  to  be  kept  in  the 
All  i  say  is  that  if  we  submit  to 
that,  our  last  state  will  be  worse  than 
our  first  has  been  for  some  time.  I  hops 
the  noble  Jjord  will  reconsider  this  point 
and  give  us  hereafter  an  authentic  state- 
ment of  what  has  been  done  in  the 
several  Dockyards.  I  agree  with  what 
fell  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Admiral  Mayne)  upon  one  point.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton)  deserves  our  thanks  and 
praise  for  having  given  us  a  good  deal 
of  information  which  exists  in  these 
Estimates,  and  which  we  have  never 
heard  before.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  made 
very  good  use,  I  thought,  to-night,  of 
some  of  the  novel  information.  I  was 
rather  sorry  to  hear  him  produce 
it,  because  I  have  taken  pains  to  pick 
out  figures  bearing  on  the  relation  to 
the  original  cost  of  ships,  to  the  expendi- 
ture which  has  been  incurred  upon 
them  since.  I  could  not  help  remark- 
ing with  what  scorn  my  hon.  Friend 
here  (Mr.  Duff)  spoke  of  a  great 
many  of  the  Jubilee  ships  which  we 
are  to  see  at  Spithead  this  week.  I  do 
not  wish  to  say  one  word  that  would 
seem  ungracious,  or  would  mar  the  plea- 
sure of  any  hon.  Member  in  looking  at 
that  great  array  of  ships,  but  I  must  say 
it  does  seem  rather  a  strange  proceeding 
to  assemble  at  Spithead,  as  a  manifesta- 
tion of  the  naval  power  of  this  country, 
a  lot  of  old  craft  which  the  Admiralty 
have  not  known  what  to  do  with  for 
many  years  past.  I  could  not  help 
thinking  of  it,  when  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  DuS)  mentioned  the  Blaek  Prince, 
a  ship  which  dates  from  the  earliest  days 
of  iron  shipbuilding.  The  Admiralty 
have  really  not  known  for  years  what  to 
do  with  half-a-dozen  or  more  of  these 
obsolete  ships,  which  we  are  to  look  at 
on  Saturday  next,  and  admire,  and  feel 
proud  of.  I  am  very  glad,  however, 
that  we  find  some  opportunity  of  putting 
them  to  some  service  in  a  National 
spectacle,  but  I  hope  no  Members  of  this 
House  will  come  away  so  impressed 
with  what  they  see  at  Spithead  as  to 
suppose  that  they  have  been  looking  at 
more  than  seven  or  eight  vessels  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  (ieorge  Hamilton) 
can  pronounce  as  suitable  to  go  into 
battle.  Iwasrathershockedtahearsome 
facte  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend,  because 
he  mentioneq  certain  vessels    as  con- 
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demned  which  vere  bollt  not  long  ago. 
That  ia  aa  appalling  state  of  thioga  for 
the  Committee  to  be  acquainted  with.  I 
thought  it  waa  bad  enough  ;  but  what  do 
I  fiodaa  regards  Ker  Majeaty'a  yachts? 
The  Victoria  and  Albtrt  coat  £136,000  a 

freat  many  yaara  ago ;  but  it  haa  coat 
300,000  aince.  The  0,borat,  which  was 
built  fifteen  yeara  ago  at  a  cost  of 
£105,000,  haa  coat  £111,000  since.  The 
JSWA<intr«M,  which  coBt£39,000origi  nally , 
has  coat  £73,000,  and  the  IftUcon  cost 
originally  £46,000,  and  has  had  £46,000 
spent  upon  it  since.  There  are  five 
other  Teasela — very  old  craft— and  I  am 
afraid  they  are  hept  going  for  no  better 
reason  than  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his 
CoUeaguea  opposite  hare  not  the  courage 
of  their  opinions,  and  to  come  dotrn  to 
the  House  and  propose  that  a  new 
yacht  should  be  built.  The  consequence 
is  that  these  yachts,  some  of  which  were 
built  before  many  of  us  were  bom,  are 
kept  going,  with  the  nett  result  that  they 
originall;  cost  £162,000,  but  have  aince 
had  spent  upon  them  £19-1,000.  This 
state  of  things  when  it  relatee  to  ships 
that  are  20  years  old  or  more,  ia  bad 
enough,  but  what  is  to  be  aaid  of  a 
state  of  things  in  which  an  hoa.  and 
(rallant  Gentleman  who  was  formerly 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  comes 
down  to  the  House  and  tells  ua  that 
ships  that  we  built  ao  late  aa  1880,  1881, 
and  1882  are  condemned  as  unfit  for  the 
Public  Service  ?  Well,  that  being  ao,  I 
aay  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington  (Lord  Randolph 
ChurohillJ  ought  to  have  a  totally  dif- 
ferent reply  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Firat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
Qeorge  Hamilton)  than  that  which  he 
haa  had. 
Lord GEOEGE HAMILTON:  Why? 
Sir  EDWARD  EEED :  Because  we 
ought  to  receive  from  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  when  such  a  ghastly 
array  of  facts  has  been  put  before  us, 
some  better  asaurancea  of  reforms  than 
have  been  given.  That,  at  any  rate,  is 
an  important  view  of  the  case.  I  con- 
fess I  should  not  feel  vary  much  hope  in 
the  matter  if  it  were  not  for  the  tremen- 
dous accession  of  force  which  the  friends 
of  economy  and  reform  in  finance  have 
received  in  the  person  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington.  I 
for  one  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
very  gallant  manner  in  which  he  haa 


devoted  himself  to  the  task  of  bringing 
about  a  change.  Aa  regards  Sheemeae, 
which  is  my  native  plhce,  I  do  not  wish 
to  see  it  abut  up  ;  but  I  must  say  I  was 
surprised  at  the  reply  the  noble  Lord 
ths  Firat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  gave  to 
the  noble  Lord  on  that  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  Sheerness  Dock- 
yard cannot  be  abut  up,  because  you 
have  a  number  of  officers  there  who 
will  bo  entitled  to  penaiona,  and  some 
men  also.  I  know  something  about 
that  question,  because  it  fell  to  my  lot 
to  shut  up  two  Dockyards  ;  and  I  would 
call  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  the 
fact  that,  however  true  hie  answer  may 
be  with  regard  to  some  ofiloers,  he  him- 
self explained  in  an  earlier  period  of  his 
speech  that  which  it  ia  necessary  to  do 
on  certain  occasions.  It  is  posaible  to 
transfer  these  officers  from  a  yard  at 
which  they  are  not  wanted  to  a  yard  in 
which  you  do  want  them.  It  cannot  be 
said— "Oh,  but  we  donot  want  them  any 
more,"  becauae  it  happens  to  be  a  fact 
that  you  have  only  about  6,000  men  on 
the  establishment  to  be  provided  fur, 
whilst  you  have  11,000  others  in  the 
Dockyarda  to  whom  the  authorities  are 
under  no  such  obligation.  I  was  very 
glad,  indeed  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  say  that  he 
would  consider  the  whole  question  of 
naval  education — to  give  something  of 
the  nature  of  a  promise  that  he  would 
have  the  whole  matter  considered. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  re- 
ferred to  the  queation  of  Engineers 
Schools  in  the  Dockyards. 

Sib  EDWARD  REED :  I  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  that  subject, 
because,  having  been  educated  myself  in 
some  degree  in  the  Dockyard  schools,  I 
know  what  those  schools  once  were,  al- 
though I  do  not  know  what  they  are  now. 
They  were  schools  established  for  the 
purpose — if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  fLord 
George  Hamilton)  will  allow  me  to  say  ao 
in  contradiction  to  his  statement — for  the 
purpose  of  providing  elementary  educa- 
tion. There  was  not,  at  any  rate  In  my 
day,  a  single  particle  of  profeaaional 
education  imparted  in  those  schools. 
When  I  say  elementary  education,  I 
mean  elementary,  mathematics,  and  so 
on.  It  was  necessary  to  sustain  theae 
schools  for  a  number  of  years,  because 
in  the  Dockyard  towns  there  existed  no 
educational  appliances  worth  mention- 


>v  Google 


1247 


Supply— 


I  COMMONS  1 


Navy  EttimaUt. 


HAi 


ing.  But  that  state  of  things  has  passed 
away ;  aad  now  in  the  common  Board 
schools  of  the  country  the  children  of 
the  working  classes  are  recetTing  in 
very  many  cases  an  education  vhich  it 
is  oftentimes  veiy  difficult  for  a  wealthy 
father  to  secure  for  his  son,  so  good  is  it. 
Therefore,  1  contend  that  the  mainten- 
ance of  schools  in  the  Dockyards  for  the 
purpose  of  teaching  elementary  and 
somewhat  advanced  scientific  education 
— apart  from  professional  education — is 
an  anachronism.  Itisnotneceesary ;  but 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  if  my  information 
is  correct,  either  the  noble  Lord  or  one 
of  his  Predecessors  is  responsible  for 
having  recently  elevated  the  class  of  mas- 
ters in  the  Dockyards.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  see  faith  hroken  with  anybody  ;  but  I 
really  think  wo  ought  to  have  an  under- 
taking, not  only  from  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiialty,  but  from  every  branch 
and  Department  of  the  State,  to  the 
effect  that  the  face  of  the  Gtovern- 
ment  will  be  as  much  as  possible  set 
against  inoreasing  the  number  of  per* 
sons  entitled  to  pensions.  The  proba- 
bility seems  to  be  that  we  have  here  a 
ease  in  which  three  or  four  men  are 
brought  away  from  the  Universities  and 
fixed  upon  us  for  the  rest  of  their  natural 
lives,  whether  they  are  wanted  or  whe- 
ther they  are  not.  If  some  remedy  is 
not  brought  about  to  remedy  that  state 
of  things  we  shall  get  into  such  a  con- 
dition that  the  country  will  demand  that 
faith  shall  be  broken  with  these  people 
rather  than  that  these  burdens  should  be 
any  longer  borne.  Will  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  allow 
me  to  ask  him  to  spare  us  those  state- 
ments with  regard  to  additional  expenses 
which  some  ingenious  person  in  bis 
Department  is  continually  furnishing 
him  with,  especially  with  regard  to  a  com- 
parison of  the  guns  of  the  past  with  the 
guns  of  the  present?  Itisdl  very  well  to 
use  these  arguments  at  the  Mansion 
House  and  other  places ;  but  to  use  them 
in  the  House  of  Commons  is  nothing 
more  than  to  raise  a  side  issue  which 
has  little  or  no  connection  with  the  main 
question.  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  must  be  upon  his  guard,  as  he  is  sur- 
rounded by  people  who  will  "  fool  us  to 
the  top  of  our  bent."  The  result  of  my 
calculations  as  to  the  proportion  that 
the  incidental  expenses  in  the  Dockyards 
bear  to  the  working  expenses  I  will  now 
state.  The  noble  Lord  showed  a  charge 
Sir  Mward  Ettd 


of  70  percent  on  the  cost  of  working. 
Well,  what  I  show  is  that  yon  put 
£673.000  of  expenditure  on  top  of 
£1,100,000.  As  I  understand  thestate- 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  we  are  expected  to  go 
on  in  this  way  without  any  serious  effort 
being  made  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things,  and  the  noble  Lord's  speech  is  to 
amount  to  nothing  more  than  an  assur- 
ance that  be  will  make  little  economim 
where  he  can.  I  do  not  want  to  challenge 
the  Government  now,  because  it  is  latn 
in  the  season — I  do  not  want  to  be  hard 
upon  them ;  I  do  not  want  to  put  diffi* 
cultias  in  their  way  which  wonld  not  bA 
to  the  advantage  of  the  public— but  I 
do  think  that  we  ought  to  have  some 
indication  from  them  that  the  affairs  of 
these  Dockyards  wilt  be  dealt  with  in 
a  different  spirit.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  was  right 
in  what  he  said  as  to  the  chaplains  and 
medical  officers  in  the  Dockyards.  There 
is  a  charge  of  £10,000  a  year  for  chap- 
lains, medical  men,  and  schools.  I  should 
like  to  ask  hon.  Members  who  are  con- 
nected with  large  private  yards  how 
much  they  spend  in  chaplains  for  their 
workmen?  Do  they  expend  money  in 
this  way?  I  apprehend  that  they  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Let  us  have  some 
explanation  of  this  matter.  If  these 
chaplains  are  not  for  this  purpose ;  if 
this  money  is  not  devoted  to  this  pur- 
pose ;  if  it  is  devoted  to  any  other 
object,  let  us  know  it,  and  do  not  go 
on  palming  these  people  off  upon 
the  Dockyards  in  connection  with  ship- 
building. The  great  complaint  against 
the  Estimates  in  their  present  form  ia 
that  wo  have  no  means  of  cheeking  what 
is  done,  not  only  in  the  Dockyards,  but 
in  individual  sbips.  I  have  looked  over 
the  details  of  several  ships  to  find  how 
the  money  has  been  got  rid  of  upon 
them,  and  I  have  not  been  able  toobtain 
any  satisfactory  information.  We  are 
told  how  much  has  been  spent ;  but  we 
are  not  told  how  the  amount  quoted  to 
us  in  this  way  has  been  got  rid  of,  and 
this  is  the  case  particularly  in  connection 
with  those  vessels  on  which  the  most  ex- 
travagance has  been  displayed,  that  is  to 
say,  those  vessels  built  by  contract  and 
brought  into  the  Navy  Establishments 
for  completion.  On  that  point  I  wish 
to  make  a  brief  reference.  The  noble 
Lord  has  told  the  Committee  that  he  has 
it  from  the  Chief  Constructor  that  there 
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are  aa  many  ae  S.OOO  new  dravings 
going  ont  of  hio  offioe  every  year.  Very 
well ;  but  I  elioiild  tike  to  know  how 
many  of  these  are  prepared  by  other 
people  and  merely  submitted  to  him 
for  approval  ?  When  we  coma  to 
Tote  3  I  ekall  more  a  couBiderable 
reduction  if  I  am  tn  the  same  mind  as 
at  present,  and  I  shall  do  it  on  this 
ground,  that  a  year  or  two  ago  a  change 
was  introduced — I  do  not  know  who 
brought  it  about,  but,  whoever  did,  it 
put  upon  us  a  salary  of  £1,500  a-year  for 
a  Director  of  Dockyards,  and  three  others 
of  £l,000  a-year  for  Assistant  Superin- 
tendents of  Dockyards,  the  object  being 
to  give  us  better  Dockyard  administra- 
tion. The  management  and  inspection 
of  Dockyards  was  in  this  way  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Ohief  Constructor  of 
the  Navy  aud  handed  over  to  these  new 
officials.  When  I  was  at  the  Admiralty 
it  used  to  take  myself  and  my  principal 
assistantB  almost  an  entire  day  to  do  this 
Dockyard  work ;  and  if  we  were  able  to 
get  into  the  drawing  office  by  3  or  4 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  we  were  very 
glad  to  be  able  to  do  so.  Well,  when 
this  enormous  labour  was  taken  from 
the  shoulders  of  the  Chief  Constructor, 
the  Chief  Constructor  becoming  simply 
a  desigaer  of  ships,  there  ought  to  have 
been,  as  a  ooneeguence,  a  large  reduction 
in  the  staff  devoted  to  that  official.  I 
maintain  that  at  least  three  lai^e 
aalaries  ought  to  have  been  saved  when 
the  control  of  the  Dockyards  was  taken 
away  from  the  Chief  Constructor.  Instead 
of  that,  however,  the  Chief  Constructor 
at  the  present  time  has  the  same  staff  to 
do  very  little  work— for,  after  all,  it  is 
comparatively  very  little  work  that  has 
to  be  done.  We  ought  to  have  had  a  great 
reduction.  If  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  can  tell  me  that 
these  gentlemen,  who  were  formerly 
under  the  Chief  Constructor,  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Director  of  Dockyards 
for  the  same  duties,  then  I  can  understand 
there  being  no  reduction  in  the  Tote, 
because  if  we  are  to  look  to  the  Director 
of  Dockyards  for  economies  in  Dock- 
yard working,  it  is  only  natural  that  his 
staff  should  be  strengthened.  Unless 
we  get  some  satisfactoiy  explanation  of 
this  matter,  I  shall  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  and  leave  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  deal 
with  those  gentlemen  as  best  he  can. 
It  appears  to  me  that  no  question  of 

TOI,.   CCX)XVII.      LtHIM)   SBSIBS.] 


JJutT  18,  1887}  Katy  SiUmatti, 


1250 


'  Party  sentiment  ought  to  induce  us  to 
lose  the  great  benefit  of  the  advocacy  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Soutti 
Faddington.  We  ought  to  avail  our- 
selves of  every  advantage  that  flows  &om 
having  such  a  supporter  of  economy.  I 
congratulate  him.  on  his  onslaught  on 
the  existing  extravagance.  When  the 
country  arouses  itself  to  the  fact  that 
every  year  whilst  you  are  spending 
£1,100,000  on  Dockyard  labour  you 
are  spending  £670,000  on  people  to 
look  idler  that  Dockyard  labour  and  its 

firodnoe,  I  do  not  think  it  will  much 
onger  submit  to  these  charges,  and  will 
insist  upon  having  enormous  changes 
brought  about.  If  I  might  venture  to 
give  advice  to  the  Oovernment,  it  would 
be  this— that  they  should  be  wise  in 
time,  and  give  us  a  promise  of  great 
amendment  in  the  future,  which,  while 
ensuring  efficiency,  will,  at  the  same 
time,  bring  about  great  economy. 

The  8E0EETAET  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Fobwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk):  Whilst  listening  to  the  able 
speeches  that  the  Committee  have  heard 
this  evening,  I  could  not  help  thinking 
that  those  speeches  would  nave  been 
much  more  appropriate  if  addressed 
to  the  Boards  of  Admiralty  which 
have  been  in  charge  of  the  Department 
in  years  past,  instead  of  to  a  Board 
that  onhr  came  in  in  August  last,  and 
whose  Estimates  had  to  be  prepared 
within  a  very  few  weeks  of  their  coming 
into  Office.  At  the  same  time,  I  feel  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington,  and  those  who  have  spoken 
to-night,  have  done  good  service  to  the 
Admiralty  in  bringing  these  matters  for- 
ward, although — as  in  the  present  ease 
— they  deal  with  what  is  passed.  I  think 
that  to  keep  ou  pegging  away  is  one  of 
the  best  means  of  strengthening  and 
assisting  those  who  are  in  charge  of  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  Ad< 
miralty.  I  believe  that  the  essence  of  eco- 
nomy is  to  have  our  aooounts  stated  in  a 
simple,  straightforward,  and  intelligible 
manner ;  and  I  perfectly  agree  with  the 
criticisms  that  have  been  levelled  against 
the  acooimts  which  the  Admiralty  have 
presented  to  Parliament  for  the  present 
year.  I  feel  that  they  are  not  sufSoiently 
clear — that  they  do  not  bring  under  one 
head  all  the  charges  that  are  properly 
applicable  to  that  head.  But  1  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  present  Board 
2  8 
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C3me  into  OfiBce  it  was  ao  late  on  in  the 
year,  and  the  Estimates  had  to  be  got 
into  shape  bo  very  soon  afterwarde,  that 
it  was  utterly  impassible  for  the  Board 
to  take  into  conaideratlon  the  reiy  serious 
and  important  duty  of  re-casting  the 
form  of  the  Eetimatea.  I  believe  that 
the  true  mode  of  seouriag  economy  is  not 
to  start  at  the  top  and  say — "You  are 
spending  £11,000,000  or  £13.000,000, 
whilst  you  ought  not  to  spend  mors  than 
£10,000,000  or  £11,000,000,"  That 
is  not  the  true  vay  to  secure  economy. 
The  best  way  is  to  start  at  the  bottom, 
and  see  where  the  sixpences  ore  spent. 
Seeing  that  it  was  impossible  to  make 
any  change  in  the  form  of  the  Estimates, 
having  regard  to  the  books  and  the 
form  in  which  they  were  kept  at  the 
Admiralty,  the  next  thing  that  could 
be  done  was  to  place  before  the  House 
the  utmost  information,  in  the  shape  of 
Appendices,  which  could  be  given.  My 
Goile^lieB,  as  well  as  myseU,  feel  that 
we  cannot  be  too  explicit  in  our  state- 
ment to  the  House ;  and,  therefore,  we 
have  laid  a  great  deal  of  information 
before  it  in  these  Appendices,  informa- 
tion which  has  never  been  ]aid  before 
the  House  of  Commons  in  any  former 
Eatamatos.  I  assure  the  House  that 
we  did  all  we  possibly  could  in  the  time 
at  our  disposal  to  give  the  fullest  and 
most  comj^ete  information  in  our  power. 
In  reference  to  shipbuilding,  for  in- 
stance, we  have  endeavour^  to  give 
the  character  and  description  of  the 
Teasels,  the  cost  of  each  vessel,  and 
the  total  expenditure  upon  each  ship 
since  its  construction.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington  com- 
mented ver^  strongly— and  I  sympathize 
with  him  m  every  word  he  uttered — 
upon  the  irref^ular  and  unsatisfactory 
manner  in  which  money  has  been  ex- 
pended in  post  years,  and  as  to  the 
unBatisfaotoiy  statements  which  were 
given  out  with  reference  to  the  cost 
of  vessels  compared  with  the  Estimates 
which  were  laid  before  the  House. 
Well,  Sir,  1  jast  claim,  for  one  moment, 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  one  of  the  Appendices  which 
have  been  laid  before  the  House  in  the 
present  Estimates.  We  have  there  set 
out  particulars  of  the  amounts  voted  last 
year  for  specific  ships,  compared  with 
the  actual  performance  or  the  actual 
expenditure  on  these  ships,  in  order 
that  the  House  may  keep  a  check  on  the 
Mr.  Forwooi 


course  of  proceeding.  Although  we 
only  came  into  Office  Tate  in  the  year,  I 
venture  to  claim  that  our  performanoe 
at  the  Dockyards,  the  expenditure  upon 
materials,  and  work  done,  have  kept  up 
very  near  to  the  promises  which  were 
made  in  the  Estimates.  Where  the 
porformanoe  has  fallen  short  of  the 
promises,  it  will  be  found  due  to 
guns  not  having  been  brought  up  in 
time  to  enable  the  construction  of  the 
ships  to  be  proceeded  with.  It  is  per- 
fectly absurd  to  go  on  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  other  parte  of  a  ship 
that  depend  upon  the  placing  of  the  guns 
until  the  guns  have  arrived ;  otherwise 
we  should  have  to  pull  down  work 
already  completed,  and  spend  large 
sums  of  money  in  alterations.  I  have 
alluded  to  the  form  of  keeping  accounts. 
The  best  way  to  keep  acoounte  is  to  have 
an  accurate  expense  account.  We  have 
heard  to-night  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Admiral  Mayno) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Puleston),  that  we  do  not  keep 
correct  accounte  of  the  expenditure  on 
the  ships  built  in  the  Dockyards.  Tbey 
believe  that  if  we  kept  our  accounts 
close  up  to  date  wo  should  show  the  cost 
of  vessels  built  at  the  Dockyards  to  be 
very  moderate  as  compared  with  the  cost 
of  those  built  by  contract.  Allusion  was 
also  made  to  Admiral  Graham's  Commit- 
tee. As  one  of  the  onteomes  of  that 
Committee — as  one  of  the  recommenda- 
tions which  we  have  adopted — we  have 
organized  an  expense  account  at  the 
Dockyards.  For  the  future  the  time  of 
every  man  employed  upon  a  certain  job 
will  be  charged  to  that  specific  job  on 
the  books  of  the  Dockyards.  Every 
atom  of  material  that  is  worked  into  a 
certain  ship  or  work  at  the  Dockyards 
will  be  forthwith  calculated  and  brought 
to  account  in  the  debit  of  the  ship  in 
the  expense  books  of  the  Dockyards.  In 
this  wa^  we  shall  be  able  to  carefully 
ascertain  the  amount  of  labour  and  the 
amount  of  expenditure.  We  shall  be 
able  to  find  out  at  once  what  the  expen- 
diture upon  a  certain  ship  is,  and 
not  be  obliged  as  hitherto  to  wait,  per- 
haps, a  year  before  we  are  able  to 
ascertmn  the  particulars.  I  hold  that 
it  is  important  that  when  the  Dock- 
yards bring  forward  an  estimate  and 
declare  that  they  are  prepared  to  do 
work  which  will  cost  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  and  the  Admiral^  givo  ^em 
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that  eum  of  money,  we  Bhonld  have  the 
BCGOunte  brought  ap  eo  cloeely  to  date 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  exceed 
that  amount  without  the  attention  of  the 
Admiralty  being  brought  to  that  ezcesB. 
Having  organized  the  expense  accounts 
of  theI)ookyardB  upon  thia  basis,  I  think 
we  shall  be  able  to  prepare  a  much  more 
satisfactory  estimate  in  the  future  than 
we  have  been  able  to  in  the  past.  My 
feeling  is  that,  instead  of  scattering  the 
cost  of  different  Services  over  a  dozen 
different  Yotes,  we  ought  to  bring  all  the 
Services  of  one  character  into  one  Vote, 
BO  as  to  show  the  total  amount  of  those 
Services.  Take  an  example.  Wehavethe 
Britannia  trainiug  ship  at  Dartmouth.  A 
ooosiderable amount  isspent  on  repairing 
that  vessel,  and  that  appears  in  the  ac- 
count of  the  Fleet  generally.  I  maintain 
that  it  ought  to  appear  as  part  of  the 
odaoational  charge,  seeing  that  this  ship 
Britannia  forms  a  portion  of  the  educa- 
tional branch  of  the  Service.  Then  take 
the  Yote  for  labour.  I  feel  that  the  Vote 
ought  to  show  the  amount  spent  on 
building  vessels,  the  amount  spent  upon 
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mar  Dockyard  and  manufacturing 
vices,  and  that  we  should  attach  to 
each  Tote  suoh  an  appropriation  of 
the  amounts,  that  the  Auditor  and  Ac- 
countant General  may  see  that  we  have 
dealt  with  the  eum  the  House  has  voted 
in  the  manner  that  was  intended  when 
it  was  voted.  These  are  matters  which 
have  engaged  the  attention  of  the  De- 
partment ^i  some  months  past,  with  a 
view  of  orinnating  reforms.  The  object 
in  view,  as  I  have  said,  is  to  enable  the 
House  to  know  exactly,  or  as  closely  as 
possible,  for  what  purpose  money  is 
going,  and  how  the  money  is  spent,  in 
order  that  the  Parliamentary  Auditor 
may  afterwards  see  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  have  applied  the  money  in 
the  way  the  House  wishes 


is  more  or  less  gaess-work  what  the  re 
pairing  will  cost.  As  regards  shipbuild- 
ing, however,  the  House  can  have  a  pre- 
cise and  definite  account  of  what  is  to  be 
spent ;  but  we  shall  require  to  have  some 
margin  at  the  Admiralty  in  order  to 
deal  with  unforeaeeu  contingendes— 
and  there  are  a  great  many  unforeseen 
contingencies,  eo  far  as  the  repairing  of 
vessels  is  concerned.  The  object  of  the 
Admiralty,  as  enunciated  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington, 
is  to  bring  each  account  under  its  proper 
head — to  show  every  item  of  expendi- 
ture on  work  done  by  the  Admiralty,  so 
that  the  House  shall  vote  as  nearly  as 
possible  the  amount  actually  required  to 
be  spent  during  a  specified  time.  As 
regards  the  incidental  charges,  it  is 
pointed  out  that  they  bear  a  very  high 
.proportion  to  the  Labour  Vote  of  the 
Admiralty ;  but  I  beg  hon.  Members  to 
remember  that  our  Dockyards  are  not 
simply  constructive  departments.  They 
are  not  merely  shipbuilding  yards.  As  I 
take  it,  they  are  kept  open  as  great  na- 
tionalinstitutions — asasort  of  provisional 
insurance  ready,  in  case  of  emergency,  to 
undertake  repairs  and  any  work  which 
it  might  be  necessary  for  them  to  per- 
form were  a  war  to  break  out.  There- 
fore, we  have  to  keep  these  establish- 
ments upon  a  very  different  basis  to  what 
would  be  necessary  if  they  were  private 
concerns,  carried  on  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  money  for  theowners,  and 
in  connection  with  which  there  was  no- 
thing else  to  consider  but  the  question 
of  money  making.  At  the  same  time, 
whilst  I  am  making  this  explanation,  I 
am  bound  to  admit  that  there  are  many 
questions  in  connection  with  incidentu 
charges  at  the  Admiralty  which  1  hope 
to  see  very  seriously  reduced  in  the 
future.  Until  we  get  an  exact  account 
of  the  labour  of  each  individual  man, 
and  an  acooujit  of  each  individual  item 


applied.     No  doubt,  there  will  be  some '.  in  the  expenditure,  we  cannot  put  our 
litUe  difficulty    in    canyiiu;    out    this  .  finger  upon  those  items  where  it  will  be 


system  with  precision.  It  must  be 
obvious  that  the  estimated  cost  of  re- 
pairs to  a  ship  mads  in  August,  Sep- 
tember, 01  October,  when  the  ship  will 
not  arrive  home  from  her  commission 
for,  perhaps,  12  months,  must  be,  to  a 
large  extent,  speculative.  Some  margin 
must  be  left  to  the  Admiralty.  Ships 
on  foreign  stations,  for  the  repair  of 
which  sums  are  put  down  in  the  Esti- 


poesible  to  save  money.  Only  by  that 
means  should  we  be  able  to  grapple 
with  this  great  charge  for  incidental 
expenses.  The  Oommittoe  must  not 
run  away  with  the  idea  that  these 
charges  for  incidental  expenses  are  all 
more  or  less  shipbuilding  charges.  I 
should  be  glad  if  hon.  Members  would 
allow  me  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  hare  no  less  than  five  ship- 


mates, have  not  been  surveyed;  and  it   building  ports,  that  each  of  these  five 
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porta  aare  dr^  docks  and  floating  docks, 
and  tbat  the  moidental charges covernot 
only  the  building  expenses  of  vessels,  but 
include  the  manipulation  of  these  docks, 
and  the  passing  in  and  out  of  the 
Teasels  that  use  them.  In  other  words, 
great  expenses  such  as  those  vhich 
Eave  to  oe  home  at  St.  Katherine'e 
Docks,  the  London  Docks,  and  etse- 
vhere,  hare  to  be  met  in  our  Dock- 
yards under  this  head  of  incidental  ex- 
penses. There  is  another  item  in  the 
incidental  charges  —  all  the  expenses 
of  constructora,  salaries  of  inspectors,  of 
working,  and  superintendence.  These 
items  ought  not  to  go  down  to  incidental 
charges.  They  are  as  much  part  and 
parcel  of  the  expenditure  of  tiie  ship- 
building as  the  labour  of  the  men ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  an  improper  mode  of 
stating  accounts  to  include  these  things 
in  the  item  for  iacideatal  expenses, 
when  they  are  strictly  applicable  to 
the  cost  either  of  oonstructing  or  re- 
pairing vessels.  1  will  not  trouble  the 
Committee  by  going  through  the  list  of 
these  incidental  charges,  item  by  item ; 
niy  eye  catches  one,  however — namely, 
the  dredging  of  harbours,  which  costs 
£26,000  a-year.  Tbat  large  charge  is 
made  in  order  to  enable  our  Dockyards 
to  be  kept  open  for  the  ingressand  egraes 
of  vessels.  That  is  put  down  as  an  inci- 
dental charge.  Then,  again,  we  have 
enormous  stocks  of  stores  to  keep  in 
our  Dockyards  —  a  great  reserve  of 
stores  which  it  is  neceseary  for  Uie  Ad- 
miralty to  keep,  in  order  to  provide 
against  contingencies.  We  have  the 
stores,  and  the  cost  of  the  labour  at- 
tendant on  the  keeping  of  these  stores, 
and  the  cost  of  receiving  them,  examin- 
I  them,  and  delivering  them.  This  in- 
Ives  an  item  of  £33,000,  and  that  again 
included  in  the  incidental  charges. 
There  are  one  or  two  of  the  other  large 
items  which  do  not  belong  to  the  Ship- 
building Vote,  and  ought  not  to  be 
added  to  the  costof  construction.  When 
hon.  Members  say  that  the  cost  of  a 
ship  amounte  to  so  much,  and  the  inci- 
dental charges  amount  to  bo  much  more, 
a  large  portion  of  the  incidental  charges 
ought  to  be  distributed  over  the  ships. 
Clearly  the  mode  of  making  out  the  ac- 
count requires  revision,  so  that  we  may 
see  what  is  the  cost  of  incidentals 
as  applicable  to  the  vessels,  and  what 
is  toe  cost  of  keeping  up  the  Dock- 
yards ae  a  great  National  undertaking. 
Mr.  Foneood 
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An  allusion  has  been  made  to  the  cost 
of  ships  in  years  gone  by,  and  the  cost 
of  building  modem  ships.  With  all 
respect  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  I  submit  that  it 
is  improper  to  draw  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  cost  of  modem  Tessels  and 
that  of  the  vessele  of  13,  or  14,  or  13 
years  ago.  It  is  quite  a  misleading 
comparison.  It  is  a  misleading  com- 
parison to  say  that  steel  in  1874  was 
£13  a-ton,  whereas  now  the  eame  steel 
can  be  bought  for  £8,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  cost  of  the  vessel  ought  to  be 
leas.  Bear  in  mind  such  vessels  as  the 
MU  and  7i-afalgar.  These  ships  carry 
a  steel- faced  plating  which  costs  £  1 00 
a-ton,  and  when  you  look  at  the  eoor- 
mous  quantity  they  carry,  it  is  obrious 
that  an  enormons  amount  of  expendi- 
ture has  to  be  incurred  in  connection 
with  thoee  modern  vessels  which  had 
not  to  be  contemplated  in  connection 
with  the  older  vessels.  Such  plating  as 
this  was  not  known  14  or  15  years  ago. 
Such  comparieons  ae  those  I  describe 
cannot  be  made.  Then,  again,  there 
is  the  question  of  power  in  which  there 
has  been  a  gnat  increase.  The  indi- 
cated horse-power,  as  applied  to  the 
hulls  of  the  ships,  has  wiUiin  the  last 
two  or  three  years  increased  five-fold 
from  what  it  was  14  or  IS  years  ago.  It 
is  true  the  cost  has  decreased  from  about 
£13  per  indicated  horae-power  to  £9, 
yet  when  we  take  the  enormons  powers 
which  are  now  used— 10,000  or  12,000 
horses  in  place  of  2,000  or  3,000  hnrses 
in  the  old  days — we  see  that  the  saring 
in  the  price  of  power  is  very  much  more 
than  absorbed  by  its  increase  in  the  case 
ofeaohship.  Then,  asregardsthe  Dock- 
yards and  their  work,  there  is  no  one 
more  anxious  to  keep  them  employed 
than  the  present  Board  of  Admiral^. 
But  there  are  matters  besides  the  Dock- 
yards to  be  considered.  There  is, 
no  doubt,  an  advantage  in  going  out- 
side to  private  yards,  as  they  form 
a  guide  and  a  test  of  what  the  coat 
of  our  own  Dockyards  ought  to  be. 
That  ia  one  reason  why  we  ought  to  go 
outside.  Another  reason  is,  Uiat  it  is 
an  advantage  to  have  other  places  in 
which  we  can  build  our  ships  besides  our 
own  Dockyards.  I  feel  that  we  ought  to 
bring  our  Dockyard  work  down  to  a 
normal  condition — to  such  a  position 
that  year  by  year  we  may  be  able  to  put 
dowa  a  given  quantity  of  tonnage,  and 
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thereby  find  employment  for  a  certain 
number  of  men ;  and  if  then  we  required 
any  additional  TSBsela  to  be  built,  by 
reason  of  serious  contingenciea  arising, 
ve  could  put  them  in  the  bands  of  pri- 
vate firms  to  build.  This  brings  me 
to  ajiother  matter  'wbich  will  in  some 
way  indicate  why  the  expenses  of  the 
Admiralty  have  increased,  and  will  show 
the  difficulties  that  the  present  Board 
hare  to  face.  The  normal  number  of 
men  employed  at  the  Dockyards  between 
1877  and  1881  was  about  17,000;  but 
when  the  present  QoTernment  came  into 
Office,  they  found  no  fewer  than  22,600 
men  employed,  or  5,800  more  than  was 
considered  the  normal  number  of  men 
neoeBsary  to  keep  the  Navy  in  an  effec- 
tive state  up  to  1860  or  1881.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  17,5110  are  soffioient.  I 
Debeve  that  one  reason  why  we  have 
had  to  increase  the  number  of  men  so 
largely  during  recent  years  has  been 
the  prevalence  of  a  starvation  system 
prior  to  1881,  and  that  the  increase  of 
the  number  since  then  has  been  to  re* 
store  that  fair  balance  of  power  which 
we  ought  to  have  maintained.  Pro- 
bably there  may  be  a  means  as  to  the 
number  of  men  necessary  to  be  employed 
between  the  numbers  employed  prior  to 
1881  and  the  numbers  now  employed. 
The  adoption  of  such  a  standard  will 
involve  the  reduction  of  a  number  of 
hands  in  the  Dockyards,  and  it  is  ob- 
viously a  most  anxious  time  for  the 
Board  to  contemplate  such  a  step  in 
these  troublous  times  of  depression.  We 
regard  it  as  a  serious  thing  to  have  to 
say  to  these  men — "We  have  no  fur- 
ther employment  to  give  you  ; "  but  if  we 
are  to  di^ose  of  the  taxes  of  the  people 
in  a  satisfactory  manner,  it  is  necessary 
for  us  to  be  hard-hearted,  and  we  must 
be  prepared,  I  am  afraid,  to  hear  a  great 
deu  said  to  our  disparagement.  But 
these  disagreeable  conditions  have  to 
be  faced,  and  I  oan  assure  those  hon. 
Members  representing  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies who  have  spoken  this  evening 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  will  en- 
deavour to  make  these  discharges  in  as 
reasonable  and  easy  a  manner  as  they 
possibly  can  so  as  to  enable  the  men 
they  discharge  to  obtain  fresh  employ- 
ment elsewhere.  Now,  Sir,  some  re- 
marks were  made  by  tike  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  as  to  pen- 
nons, and  I  wish  to  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  present  Board  have  stopped 
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putting  men  on  the  establishment.  This 
IS  not  a  time  to  discuss  that  matter ; 
there  ie  much  to  be  said  upon  it  pro  and 
eoit :  and,  at  any  rate,  until  the  matter  is 
decided,  the  Board  have  determined  not 
to  increase  the  number  on  the  Establish- 
ment, which  ie  now  6,130.  Then,  Sir, 
I  will  not  ^o  into  the  question  as  to  the 
difference  in  the  cost  oi  vessels  built  by 
contract  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  and  the  estimated  cost  of 
vessels  built  in  the  Dockyards,  because 
the  present  Board  had  noUiing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  question  of  the  Estimates 
that  were  prepared  for  ships  built  in 
the  Dockyards,  nor  with  the  comparison 
between  those  vessels  and  the  vessels 
built  under  contract.  As  regards 
fitting  ships,  the  present  Board  is 
not  responsible  for  the  estimates  of 
fitting  in  the  Dockyards  ships  built  at 
private  yards.  The  Board's  policy  has 
been  to  put  a  stop  to  this  as  much  as 
possible,  and  whenever  they  have  put 
out  vessels  to  contract  they  have  re- 
quired the  Chief  Constructor  to  call  upon 
the  contractor  to  finish  the  vessel  so  far 
as  he  could.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
hitherto  it  has  been  rather  the  custom 
to  require  contractors  to  do  as  little 
work  aa  possible  under  contract  in  order 
to  allow  as  large  an  amount  of  work  as 
possible  to  be  finished  in  the  Dockyards. 
We  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  is  an  extravagant  system,  and  we 
are  determined  to  alter  it,  and  to  have 
ovx  speoifioations  drawn,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide tliat  the  ships  shall  not  be  taken 
from  the  contractor's  yard  into  the 
Dockyard  until  there  ie  little  else  to  be 
done  to  them  than  to  put  iu  the  guns. 
Then  allusion  has  been  made  to  expen- 
diture upon  ships  that  are  worn  out. 
Well,  no  one  has  set  their  faces  more 
strenuously  against  expenditure  of  this 
kind  than  the  present  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty ;  but  we  have  had  to  deal  with 
the  necessity  of  providing  reliefs  for 
foreign  staiions,  and  to  do  so  satisfac- 
torily we  have  been  obliged  to  use 
vessels  of  an  obsolete  pattern  iu  the  ab- 
sence of  any  suitable  new  vessel.  It  has 
only  been  when  the  necessity  for  relief 
has  been  urgently  pressed  upon  us  that 
we  have  consented  to  spend  large  sums 
on  the  refitting  of  vessels  that  are  obso- 
lete. We  have  selected  in  those  cases 
ships  that  we  considered  of  sufficient 
speed,  only  regarding  as  absolutely  obso- 
lete vessels  wluoh  cannot  steam  1 3  knota. 
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When  it  bas  been  neceeBRry  to 
lief  we  have  examioed  thoTessels  at  oar 
dispoBal,  and  in  makin)!;  onr  selection  we 
have  bad  regard  to  speed  and  capacity 
for  fighting  under  modem  oirciUQstances, 
and  endeavoured toBTOidspendingmoney 
in  trying  to  modernize  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  has  alluded  to 
the  Betum  which  was  slaced  upon  the 
Table  of  the  Houee  on  Triday,  and  has 
only  just  been  put  into  the  hands  of 
Members  to-day.  As  regards  the  Tm- 
pirituit,  the  hon.  Member  did  an  in- 
justico  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) in  reference  to  those  matters.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  do  not  hesitate  to  state 
the  facts  as  they  are.  Tbe  facte  as 
to  the  displacemeac  of  the  ImpirUiut 
will  show  how  correct  was  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  in 
his  statement  with  regard  to  the  vessel. 
She  was  originally  laid  down,  and  in 
the  Estimate  originally  presented  to 
Parliament  she  was  intended  to  haro 
a  displacement  of  7,390  tons.  Now, 
as  my  noble  Friend  bas  explained, 
it  has  not  been  the  custom  to  hare  de- 
tailed particulars  of  alterations  presented 
to  Parliament  until  a  ship  is  completed. 
Until  a  ship  is  completed  you  cannot 
have  the  actual  displacement  accurately 
known.  With  regard  to  the  Impirieuu, 
let  me  remark  that  when  the  then 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  announced 
that  the  Admiralty  were  going  to  lay 
down  a  number  of  ships  of  which  the 
Jmpirieutt  was  one,  the  aotnal  designs 
for  the  resael  were  not  completed, 
having  once  stated  in  the  House 
that  it  was  proposed  to  build  such  a 
ship  immediately,  the  Dockyards  were 
greedy  for  the  work  of  building  in 
order  to  find  employment  for  the  men, 
they  pushed  on  the  work  of  construc- 
tion, really  before  the  plane  and  cal- 
culations had  been  properly  made  out. 
They  started  with  a  figure  —  7,390 
tone  displacement;  but,  as  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  well  knows,  constructors 
when  they  do  lay  down  ships  rather 
increase  upon  the  lines,  and  pnt  a 
fraction  of  an  inch  more  here,  and  a 
fraction  of  an  inch  more  there,  so  as  to 
guard  agajnst  their  calculation  being 
increased.  The  result  was  In  the  case 
of  the  Impirituie  that  instead  of  the  dis- 
placement being  as  stated  in  the  original 
estimates  it  amounted  ia  7,470  tons. 
That  does  not  seem  to  me  at  all  an  nn- 
Jfr.  FufWood 
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reasonable  margin  for  the  constructors 
to  take.  As  I  bare  stated,  it  is  to  be 
explained  by  the  fact  that  the  constniD- 
tors  were  in  a  hurry  to  get  the  ships  on 
to  the  stocks.  Sy  the  time  the  ship  had 
progressed  so  far  that  no  alteration 
could  be  made  in  her  internal  dimen* 
sions  a  determination  was  come  to  as  to 
her  armament,  a  doubt  then  arose  in 
the  minds  of  the  Admiralty  aa  to  the 
stability  of  the  ship,  and  six  inches  of 
planking  were  added  to  the  outside  of 
the  vessel  on  each  side,  which  had  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  stability,  but 
affected  her  displacement  very  little. 
The  ship  only  gained  15  tons  displace- 
ment instead  of  80,  had  they  put  the 
extra  beam  into  the  interior  of  the  ehip. 
This  additional  planking  brought  the 
vessel  up  to  the  displacement  of  7,600 
tons. 

Mr.  PTJLESTON:  Who  is  respon- 
sible for  this  ? 

Me.  FOEWOOD  :  The  matter  is  one 
of  the  dim  and  distant  past.  I  hare 
stated  the  facts  simply  as  they  were, 
and  as  we  found  them,  and  I  wish  only 
to  take  that  case  as  it  has  been  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff.  I 
can  assure  the  Committee  that  we  have 
endeavoured,  by  our  new  regulations 
which  we  have  laid  down,  to  put  a  stop 
to  any  mistakes  of  this  kind  in  the 
future.  One  of  the  earliest  decisions 
taken  up  by  the  present  Board  was  that 
the  contractors  and  designers  shall  have 
an  accurate  knowledge  of  the  weight  of 
the  ship  to  be  constructed,  of  the  weight 
of  the  engines,  and  of  the  armaments, 
and  an  accurate  knowledge  also  of  the 
number  of  men  to  be  carried  ;  and  we 
require  the  officers  responsible  for  the 
engines,  the  armaments,  and  the  men  to 
say  whether  the  weights  put  down  in  the 
ledger  are  correct,  so  that  when  a  ship 
is  partly  constructed,  and  it  is  said 
we  want  more  of  this,  and  more  of 
that,  there  shall  be  someone  to  whom 
responsibility  can  be  attached  for  having 
advised  the  Board.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  set  before  the  Committee  the  policy 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  which  ia 
governed  by  common  sense  and  by 
business  principles  such  as  would  in- 
fluence any  private  manufacturing 
firm ;  and  I  nope  that  that  policy 
will  be  judged,  not  by  work  which  the 
present  Board  has  merely  had  to  com- 
plete, but  by  work  which  it  may  itself 
originate. 
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Mk.    OAXNE     (BaiTOw-in-FurneBB) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  should  like,  la  the  first 

{ilace,  to  point  out  what  ia  the  obvious 
esBon  of  this  erening's  discussion.  The 
debate  only  confirms  the  impresaion  I 
have  formed,  after  successive  debates  in 
this  House,  that  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  is  not  altogether  a  com- 
petent tribunal  to  deal  with  the  details 
of  these  Estimates,  and  I  hope  that  every 
hon.  Member  of  the   Houaa  will  feel 

rteful  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  for  having  moved  for  the 
Committee  on  the  Estimates,  now  sitting 
upstairs.  I  think  that  the  existence  of 
that  Committee  should  make  us  com- 
paratively careless  of  the  result  of  this 
debate.  Already  it  has  justified  its 
existence  by  a  good  deal  ol  work  on  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  when  it  comes  to 
deal  with  the  Navy  Estimates  I  think 
it  will  be  shown  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  foundation  for  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  a  little  overdone  his  case,  but  I  have 
not  much  fault  to  find  with  him  for  that. 
He  has  endeavoured  to  make  abuses 
visible  to  the  naked  eye;  and,  in  the 
main,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  his 
speech  is  justified  by  the  facts.  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  stated  at 
the  close  of  his  speech  that  he  thought 
he  had  answered  nearly  all  the  points 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  IJord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ral^ made  a  very  able  speech,  and  one 
which  I  listened  to  with  very  great  at- 
tention ;  bat  I  venture  to  think  that  not 
even  he,  as  he  is,  would  be  capable  of 
dealin(f  with  one-tenth  part  of  the 
questions  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
in  the  hour  which  he  gave  to  them. 
Many  of  the  points  brou^t  forward  by 
the  nohle  Lord  and  other  hon.  Members 
it  is  impossible  to  discuss  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  There  is  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  [Sir  Edward  Beed),  and  which 
hae  often  been  raised  before,  as  to  the 
belts  of  the  Impiriexut  and  other  ships, 
I  do  not  think  it  ia  possible  for  any  lay- 
man, or  for  anybody  who  is  not  an  ex- 
pert like  the  hon.  Member  himself,  to 
properly  discuss  that  question.  We 
ou^t  to  have  that  distmgnished  engi> 
neer,  Mr.  White— Ofatef  Constructor — 


in  the  House;  we  ought  to  hare  dia- 
^ams  hung  all  over  the  walls  of  the 
House,  and  Mr.  White  walking  up  and 
down  with  a  fishing  rod  explaining  im- 
portant  points,  and  illustrating  his  ex- 
planations by  the  diagrams.  It  is  quite 
easy,  however,  to  bring  experts  before  a 
Committee,  and  to  examine  them  as 
witnesses.  I  must  say  that  to  my  mtnd, 
at  any  rate,  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  ia  not  a  competent  tribunal  to 
deal  with  the  various  questions  which 
arise  upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates, seeing  that  Members  are  not  able 
to  examine  witnesses  or  to  talk  to  the 
experts  face  to  face.  We  have  had  a 
reference  made  to-night  to  a  custom 
which  has  prevailed  in  peat  times  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  which  I  rather  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  to  be 
done  away  with.  We  have  already 
had  a  Parliamentary  Paper  containing 
some  statements  which  encourage  us  tu 
think  that  the  habit  of  altering  the  de- 
tails  of  a  ship  during  construction  will 
not  be  continued. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  It 
refers  to  the  adding  of  weight. 

Mk.  OAINE  :  A  Paper  has  just  been 
laid  on  the  Table  in  accordance  with  a 
Motion  made  by  myself,  and  it  gives  a 
very  simple  record  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Imperituit  has  been  altered  during 
construction.  It  was  decided  to  build 
her,  I  think — I  am  not  sure  of  the  date 
— in  January  or  February,  1882.  There 
have  been  six  important  changes  made 
in  the  ship  during  her  conatruction,  and 
the  increased  cost  has  amounted  to 
£90,000.  Now,  the  question  that  has 
to  be  asked  in  deciding  whether  or  not 
oonsecutive  Boards  of  Admiralty,  who 
have  had  charge  of  the  building  of  the 
ship,  have  been  justified  in  theirincreased 
expenditure  waa  whether  the  improve- 
ments have  been  worth  the  increased 
coat.  I  find  that  of  these  six  important 
changes  the  earliest  was  made  in  Febru- 
ary, 1882,  and  the  last  on  the  13th  of 
November,  1686.  The  Impirieuit  was 
a  good  ship  as  designed,  butthe  differen 
inventions  and  improvements  brought 
out  whilst  ahe  was  m  course  of  construc- 
tion induced  admirals,  constructors,  and 
other  experts  to  press  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty to  make  various  changes  in  her. 
The  first  improvement  waa  an  increase 
of  three-quarters  of  a  knot  in  speed — to 
my  mind  avery  important  improrement. 
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Then  she  had  3,000  additional  miles 
gi  TOO  to  her  by  means  of  increased  coal- 
carrjing  capacity.  Then  her  heayj  ar- 
mament vas  inoreaeed,  and  the  number 
of  torpedoes  carried  bj  her  was  increased 
from  three  to  18.  Subsequently,  some 
very  small  improTements  were  made  in 
her  many  smul  engines ;  and,  lastly,  a 
torpedo-net  vas  provided.  But  the  re- 
sult of  these  various  improvements  was 
to  put  the  ship  lower  down  in  the  water. 
As  far  as  I  can  make  out,  that  is  the 
only  deterioration  which  has  resulted 
from  the  improvements — that  is  to  say, 
that  the  height  of  the  armour  above  water 
has  been  decreased  by  1  foot  10  inches 
out  of  a  total  of  3  feet  3  inches.  I  am 
told  that  the  report  of  the  trial  trip  of 
the  Impirieute  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table.  I  have  not  yet  seen  it ;  but  I 
understand  that  the  effect  of  it  is  to 
justify,  or  that  it  professes  to  justify,  the 
changes  which  have  been  made. 

Sir  EDWAItD  REED :  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Beport  says  that  great  changes 
are  necessary. 

Mk.  GAINE  :  Well,  that  may  be  so ; 
but  what  bon.  Members  who  are  experts 
in  these  matters  have  to  determine  for 
us  is  whether  or  not  the  net  improve- 
ment— if  there  he  a  net  improvement — 
in  consequence  of  these  changes  is 
worth  £90,000.  I  do  not  myself  think 
they  are.  I  am  strongly  opposed  to 
altering  ships  during  the  time  of  con- 
struction, and  I  think  it  would  be  wise, 
when  once  a  design  is  adopted,  to  ad- 
here to  it  until  the  ship  is  completed.  If 
it  be  necessary  to  lay  down  fresh  ships 
to  compete  with  the  new  ships  of  rival 
Powers,  by  all  means  do  it ;  Imt  I  think 
the  story  of  the  Impirieuie  is  a  very  fair 
instance  of  the  way  in  which  the  cost  of 
a  ship  ia  increased  by  altering  it  during 
the  time  of  construction.  There  is,  how- 
ever, an  impression  among  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  not  experts  on  naval  ques- 
tions that  the  increased  cost  of  the 
Impirieuie  was  not  necessary,  and  that 
the  whole  of  it  has  gone  for  nothing.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  that  is  not  the 
case.  As  to  the  question  of  engineer 
students,  the  noble  Lordtho  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  very  justly  pointed  out, 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord  tiie  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  that  it  would  be 
quite  possible  for  an  engineer  student, 
after  having  had  six  years'  instruction 
in  engineering,  to  escape  entering  the 
Admiralty,  and  so  gain  all  the  advantage 
26-.  Caint 
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of  the  Qo  vemment  instruction  for  nothing 
by  wilfully  refusing  to  answer  question! 
at  the  examination.  Now,  I  would 
suggest  that  this  difficulty  might  be  got 
over  by  providing  that  every  parent  or 
guardian  of  a  boy  entering  the  Naval 
School  should  be  called  upon  to  give  a 
bond  that  if  the  lad  does  not  enter  the 
Navy,  or  if  he  fails  in  the  ezaminatioii, 
they  will  pay  a  sum  of  £500  for  the  edu- 
cation given  to  him  at  the  cost  of  the 
nation.  There  is  another  point  on  which 
I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words — 
namely,  the  rival  advantages  of  private 
hrtoB  and  dockyards.  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  men  wboare  employed 
in  our  Dockyards  constitute  a  standing 
army  of  artificers  in  case  of  war.  The 
question  we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is 
whether  or  not  we  are  to  maintain  such 
a  standing  army.  If  we  are^and.  cer- 
tainly if  we  have  a  war  with  a  Grst-clasa 
Power  that  standing  army  will  have  to 
be  largely  increased — it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  drill  the  men  composing  it,  and 
the  only  way  to  do  this  is  to  keep  them 
employed.  The  thing  to  do  in  your 
Dockyards  is  to  find  out  how  much  ship- 
building is  necessary,  to  give  sufBcient 
work  to  the  Dockyards  to  keep  the  men 
employed,  and  to  have  the  rest  done  by 
oontraot.  On  the  general  question  of 
economy  I  do  not  wish  to  say  much. 
A  Committee  has  been  appointed  ;  I 
think  that  Oommittee  is  fit  for  its  work, 
and  when  it  reports  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
will  find  in  it  great  justification  for  the 
attack  he  has  made  on  the  economy  and 
the  efficiency  of  the  Admiralty. 

Admiral  Sib  JOHN  COmfERELL 
(Southampton) :  The  hon.  Member  for 
B arrow- iu-Fumess  (Mr.  Caine)  has  chal- 
lenged the  Admirals  in  the  House  to 
answer  a  question  as  to  the  efiBciency  of 
the  Implrittue.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  so-called  improvements  in 
that  ship,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
one  which  enables  her  to  carry  more 
coal,  sink  into  utter  insignificance  when 
compared  with  the  great  detriment  she 
has  sustained  by  reason  of  the  partial 
submersion  of  her  armour  plating.  I 
myself  have  beeu  always  opposed  to 
constant  changes  of  front  in  the  oon- 
structtoD  of  ships.  I  think  that  when 
a  ship  is  once  laid  down  she  ought  to  bs 
completed  and  launched  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. It  is  a  perfect  impossibility  that 
any  ship  can  be  made    quite  perfect. 
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You  must  go  the  neareBt  va;  to  work, 
and  in  order  to  do  that  jou  muet  com- 
plete  your  ships  as  soon  as  possible. 
There  is  aaother  question  which  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Caine)  touched  upon, 
and  ona  which  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  dealt  with  in  a  way  which 
caused  ma  considerable  regret — I  refer 
to  the  subject  of  the  engineer  students. 
I  would  remind  the  Committee  that  a 
Committee  sat  on  this  subject,  and  that 
they  expressed  a  unanimous  opinioQ 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  we 
should  educate  our  engineer  officers  for 
ourselves.  There  are  other  points  to  be 
considered  besides  the  main  question  of 
getting  a  sufficient  number  of  engineer 
officers.  There  are  social  questions,  for 
instance,  which  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  It  is  desirable  that  engineer 
omoers  should  take  their  place  on  the 
quacter-deok  with  the  other  officers.  It 
is  B  necessity  that  theee  men  should  be 
brought  up  from  an  early  age  in  habits 
of  discipline  like  other  offioerB,  and  I 
have  uo  hesitation  in  saying  that 
it  would  be  the  greatest  mistake 
in  the  world  it  we  did  away  with  the 
Colleges  for  engineer  students.  I  am 
perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that  some- 
times there  may  be  a  young  man  who 
does  not  desire  to  go  on  with  the  pro- 
fession for  which  he  had  been  intonded, 
but  wishes  to  adopt  some  other  walk  of 
life.  I  belieTs,  however,  that  this  Is  not 
very  often  the  case,  and  I  think  that 
such  a  case  would  be  met  by  exacting 
from  the  parents  or  guardians  a  fine  of, 
not  £500,  as  suggested  by  the  hou. 
Member  for  Barrow — because  I  think 
that  is  a  great  deal  too  muoh,  and  that 
it  would  prevent  a  great  many  youths 
being  entered  in  the  Colleges— but  of 
£100.  This  amount  might  be  exacted 
if  a  boy  did  not  pass  the  examination 
when  it  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
he  oould  if  he  chose.  There  are  one  or 
two  other  questions  that  I  must  touch 
upon.  I  agree,  in  the  main,  with  what 
has  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill] ;  but  I  also  concur 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  in 
QiinkiDg  that,  as  far  as  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  is  concerned,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
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has  been  any  amount  of  eztravE^^aace 
iu  the  Dockyards  and  any  amount  of 
want  of  supervision.  I  will  give  the 
Committee  an  instance  of  what  certainly 
occurred  some  years  ago,  but  of  what  is, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  pretty  neatly  the 
same  at  the  present  day.  It  was  deter- 
mined to  fit  a  certain  class  of  corretto 
with  an  auxiliary  rudder.  Surely,  in 
making  an  experiment  of  that  kind,  it 
would  have  beeu  wise  to  have  fitted  one 
vessel  first  to  see  whether  the  thing 
answered.  But  the  Admiralty  insisted 
on  fitting  eight,  or  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  vesBels,  with  the  new  invention. 
The  whole  thing  turned  out  to  be  a 
signal  failure,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  the  expense  of  fitting  the  eight 
vessels  was  thrown  away.  Well,  what 
did  the  Admiralty  do  next  ?  They  fitted 
the  Canada  wiu  a  most  ridiculous 
rudder,  which  weighed  10  tons  and 
took  up  a  la^e  portion  of  that  part  of 
the  ship's  space  which  was  most  wanted. 
The  consequence  was  that  it  was  not 
only  an  element  of  the  greatost  danger, 
because  it  interfered  very  much  with 
the  ram,  but  it  was  of  no  good.  The 
fitting  of  the  rudder  cost,  I  snnpose, 
£3,000  or  £3,000,  and  the  thing  is  at 
the  present  moment  lying  in  Bermuda 
Yard  perfectly  useless.  It  was  found  that 
it  only  altered  the  course  of  the  ship  a 
couple  of  degrees  in  a  quarter  of  an 
hour,  A  similar  thing  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  Sultan  two  years  ago. 
Two  rudders  which  were  fitted  to  ttie 
ship  at  great  expense  were  found,  when 
tried,  to  be  utterly  and  entirely  useless. 
There  is  another  silly  thing  that  the 
Admiralty  do.  They  build  vessels  by 
the  half-dozen,  instead  of  building  one 
at  a  time,  so  as  to  find  out  where  the 
faults  lie  and  what  Improvements  can  be 
made.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  you  would  be  able,  on  trial,  to  see  the 
necessity  for  improvement  in  any  vessel. 
On  Saturday  hon.  Members  who  go  to 
the  Naval  Heview  will  see  1 0  gun-boats ; 
but  I  would  rather  not  call  them  gun- 
boats, for  they  are  something  between  a 
clock  case  and  a  bathing  machine.  They 
are  all  perfectly  useless.  One  of  them 
is  employed  as  a  tender  in  Portsmouth 
Harbour,  and  when  it  is  under  weigh 
all  the  other  vessels  sheer  o^  because 
those  on  board  axe  perfectly  certain  that 
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As  to  the  question  of  the  Dookyards,  I 
&ni  not  going  to  deal  with  it  as  the  Be- 
presentative  of  a  port  in  which  there 
ore  shipbuilding  ytu^s,  but  from  a  naral 
point  of  view.  I  am  not  desirous  of 
taking  awaj  any  work  from  the  Dock- 
yards ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  think 
that  there  is  plenty  of  room  for  contract 
work  oataide  the  Dockyards.  But  what 
I  complain  of  ia — and  this  is  the  general 
complaint  throughout  England— that 
the  oontracta  are  not  only  not  served  out 
fairly,  but  nobody  knows  what  the  con- 
tract prices  are.  I  myself  think,  and 
I  believe  it  is  the  general  opinion,  that 
kissing  goes  by  favour.  I  think  that  if 
the  tenders  were  issued  to  a  very  much 
larger  number  of  firms  the  work  done 
would  be  more  satisfactory.  We  are 
told — "  Oh,  such  and  euch  a  firm  is  not 
on  the  listj"  or,  "Such  and  such  a  firm 
is  on  the  list."  Sut  if  a  firm  is  on  the 
list,  and  is  not  in  the  inner  ring,  it  gets 
naworktodo.  fMr,  Fokwood;  No,  no!] 
The  bon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  saye  "  No,  no ! " 

Mb.  FOEWOOD:  I  beg  pardon. 
What  I  said  was  that  that  was  not  in 
this  Vote. 

Admiral  Sib  JOHN  COMMERELL : 
I  shall  be  happy  to  discuss  this  matter 
on  Vote  10 ;  but  I  understood  that  we 
might  do  BO  on  this  Tote.  Well,  what 
I  wish  to  say  ia,  that  if  there  were  more 
firms  employed  the  contract  work  would 
bevery  muchbetterdone.  I  know  myself 
of  one  or  two  instanceB  in  which  really 
excellent  work  could  have  been  done  by 
firms  which  have  never  bad  the  oppor- 
tunity of  tendering.  And  why  have  they 
not  had  that  opportunity  ?  They  have 
built  large  merchant  ships  which  have 
given  satisfaction  in  every  way  to  large 
Companies,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
Baying  that  they  could  give  satlefaction 
to  the  Ooremment  in  the  same  way. 
At  the  same  time,  I  affirm  that  during 
times  of  peace  we  ought  to  educate  all 
the  shipbuilding  yards  of  the  country  as 
much  as  we  can,  so  that  in  time  of  war 
they  may  be  able  to  do  the  work  required 
of  them.  GavemmeDt  work  is  a  spe- 
ciality, and  people  must  know  how  to  do 
it.  Then  there  is  the  question  of  torpedo 
boats.  If  instead  of  only  three  or  four 
firms  being  favoured  with  the  orders  for 
torpedo  boats  there  were  dozens  of  euch 
firms,  the  work  would  be  done  just  as 
well,  and  for  a  great  deal  less  money.  I 
hops  that  what  I  have  said  in  this 
Admiral  Sir  John  CammertU 
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respect  may  liave  a  little  influence  on 
theFirstLordofthcAdmiralty.  Ishould 
myself  be  very  averse  for  one  moment 
to  set  up  the  Dockyard  system  and  the 
contract  system  one  against  the  other, 
because  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  neces- 
sary to  do  BO. 

Captain  PEIOE  (Devonport) :  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  has 
brought  charges  against  various  Admi- 
ralty Administrations,  and  has  formu- 
lated his  charges  under  five  distinct 
heads,  three  of  which  I  will  name.  The 
firBt  related  to  direct  charges  for  ship- 
building; the  second  was  the  insuf- 
ficiency of  the  audit  of  accounts;  and 
the  third  was  the  useless  expense  in 
connection  with  repairs.  As  regards  the 
question  of  the  audit  of  accounts,  I  fully 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord.  All  I  can 
gather  is  that  the  audit  of  accoants  is  as 
inefficient  as  it  can  possibly  be.  But 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  inci- 
dental cnai^^,  as  compared  with  direct 
chains,  I  am  distinctly  at  isane  with 
the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  oame 
down  with  a  moes  of  figures.  I  do  not 
know  where  he  obtained  them  from 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHTJEOHILL  : 
From  the  Estimates. 

Captain  PRICE :  I  cannot  find  them 
in  the  Estimates,  and  I  do  not  find  that 
they  tally  with  the  Kstimates  now  before 
the  Committee.  I  will  give  an  instance. 
The  noble  Lord  compared  the  cost  of  the 
Camperdovin,  which  was  built  in  a  Oo- 
vernment  Dockyard,  with  the  Btnbow, 
which  was  built  by  contract.  He  sud 
that  the  cost  of  the  Camptriovm  was 
something  like  £60,000  more  than  Uiat 
of  the  Bmbow. 

Lord  HANDOLPH  CHTJEOHILL : 
No.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  allow  me  to  explain.  It  is 
as  well  to  be  accurate  in  these  matters. 
What  I  stated  was  that  in  the  original 
Estimates  respecting  the  Camperdown 
and  the  Benboto  there  was  a  difi'erence  in 
favour  of  the  Benbow,  and  that  after  the 
contract  had  been  altered  there  was  still 
a  difiPerence  in  her  favour  of  £14,000. 

Captain  PEICE  :  I  think  the  impros- 
Bion  given  to  the  Committee  by  the 
nobleLord  was  that  the  total  cost  of  the 
Camperdown  was  much  greater  than  that 
of  the  Btnhow.  I  dispute  that.  I  find 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  total  cost  of 
the  Benhoio  was  £60,000  greater  than 
that  of  the   Camperdown.     The  nobla 
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Lord  hsa  told  ua  this  evening;  what  i 
dental  expenses  are.  I  submit  that  hia 
description  of  what  he  calls  incidental 
charges  is  totally  inaocurate  and  mis' 
leading,  and  I  think  that  if  the  nobis 
Lord  oould  explain  to  the  Committee 
what  incidental  charges  really  are, 
would  be  a  much  abler  man  than  I  take 
him  to  be.  I  would  point  out  that  this 
(Question  of  incidental  charges  was  con- 
Bidered  by  a  Committee  of  this  House  ii 
1884.  Part  of  the  duty  of  that  Com- 
mittee was  to  ascertain  whether  the 
ships  made  in  the  Dockyards  were 
dearer  or  cheaper  than  those  made  ii 
private  yards.  What  was  the  compo- 
sition of  that  Committee  ?  Was  it  com- 
posed of  men  who  were  likely  to  tell  us 
that  it  was  cheaper  to  build  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards?  mtatall.  No  less  than  five 
out  of  the  seven  Memberswereeithership- 
builders,  or  men  connected  with  private 
shipbuilding  yards.  You  might  almost 
as  well  take  seven  Members  of  the 
extreme  Nationalist  Party  and  ask  them 
to  consider  whether  it  was  better  that 
Ireland  should  or  should  not  have  a 
Farhament  in  Dublin.  WeU,  what  was 
the  evidence  giTsn  before  that  Com- 
mittee as  to  ue  question  of  incidental 
charges  ?  Take  the  evidence  of  the  Ac- 
coontant  General,  Mr.  Willis.  He  says, 
practically,  that  it  is  impossible  to  state 
what  incidental  charges  really  are  in 
regard  to  the  cost  of  building  ships.  At 
the  end,  the  same  witness  said  it  was 
difficult  to  ascertain  and  determine  with 
preciseness  the  proportion  of  incidental 
oharges  which  are  applicable  to  ship- 
building  alone ;  and  the  Committee 
themselves,  composed,  as  ther  were,  of 
private  shipbuilders,  actually  say  in 
their  Report — 

"The  evidence  given  by  the  Accountant 
General  of  the  Navy  i*  sufficient  to  ahoir  that 
the  vhole  expenditure  on  incidental  clmrgei 
is  BO  obocnre  as  to  render  unreliable  any  com- 
psrison  between  ihipboilding  in  pnUic  and 
private  yards.'' 

LoED  KANDOLPH  CHCEOHILL : 
X  quoted  tbat. 

Gaptaiit  PRICE:  I  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  presidea  over  a  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Navy  Estimates,  will 
call  before  the  Committee  witnesses  who 
are  really  accustomed  to  deal  with  this 
matter,  and  who  by  experience  know 
exactly  what  the  incidental  charges  of 
I  Dockyards  amount  to.  Now,  on 
"^  int  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ran- 


dolph Churchill)  went  so  far  as  to  tell  us 
that  no  less  than  70  per  cent  of  the 
whole  charges  on  shipbuilding  in  the 
Royal  Dockyards  ought  to  be  put  to 
incidental  charges.  He  said  that  the 
labour  and  material  expended  on  the 
ships  this  year  amounted  to  £1,100,000, 
and  that  the  indirect  charges  were  no 
less  than  £774,000,  which,  as  he  told 
US,  was  70  per  cent  of  the  whole.  But 
what  are  these  incidental  charges?  He 
takes  the  whole  of  the  sums  voted  for 
our  Dockyards,  and  cuts  them  up  into 
two  parts;  he  says  that  the  £1,100,000 
is  due  to  labour  and  material,  and  that 
tbe  whole  of  the  rest  is  due  to  incidental 
charges  which  we  must  heap  upon  the 
ships  to  ascertain  what  their  real  cost  is. 
This  ought  not  to  be  so.  It  has  been 
shown  to-night  by  others  that  our  Royal 
Dockyards  are  not  Dockyards  only  for 
shipbuilding — they  are  quite  different  to 
private  yards.  In  private  yards  a  ship 
is  built  so  that  she  may  go  to  sea ;  she 
may  go  to  the  bottom  for  anything  the 
builder  cares;  at  any  rate,  she  is  never 
seen  in  tbe  private  yard  again.  The 
duty  of  a  private  yard  is  simply  to  turn 
out  the  slups;  that  is  not  so  with  the 
Royal  Dockyards.  The  Royal  Dock- 
yards are  great  store-houses.  The 
whole  of  the  labour  which  is  expended 
in  accumulating  these  vast  stores,  not 
only  for  shipbuilding,  hut  for  the  whole 
purposes  of  the  Fleet — stores  of  coal  and 
material  of  all  kinds — comes  under  the 
heading  of  incidental  charges ;  so  that 
actually  when  the  noble  Lord  tells  ns 
what  the  cost  of  certain  ships  is,  he 
absolutely  includes  the  charges  for  chap- 
lains, for  dredging  the  harbours,  for 
laying  down  of  moorings,  and  for  500 
other  things  which  have  nothing  to  do 
with  shipbuilding,  and  which  are  not 
chargeable  to  shipbuilding  in  private 
yards.  Let  me  add  one  or  two  items. 
There  is  a  very  large  charge  for  the 
police  force  in  ttie  Royal  Dockyards  ;  it 
amounts  to  £45,000.  [Lord  Rahdolfh 
CEnTBOHiu.:  £35,000. J  I  think  it  is 
more  than  that,  There  is  no  expendi- 
ture for  police  in  private  yards  ;  the 
police  are  paid  for  by  the  locality  out  of 
local  rates.  Then  there  is  a  snm  of 
£230,000  for  salaries  in  the  Dockyards; 
these  salaries  are  not  all  for  shipbuild- 
ing, but  only  a  small  part  of  them.  A 
very  large  proportion  of  the  salaries  are 
for  work  done  in  the  Navy  afloat,  and 
not  building.    My  hon.  Friend  the  Uem- 
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ber  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Heed)  aaid 
something  about  penBions  ;  hs  nald  tliat 
in  addition  to  all  this  you  ought  to  add 
to  the  cost  of  your  ahips  the  cost  of  the 
peneioiis  vMch  jou  are  giving  to  the 
men  on  youi  establishments,  and  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill] 
cheered  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Edward 
Beed)  when  he  made  that  etatament. 
Is  my  hon.  Friend  aware,  and  ia  the 
Committee  aware,  that  this  eum  due  for 
pensions  is  added  to  the  coat  of  the 
ships  ?  The  evidence  giren  by  the  Ao- 
coantant  General  upon  this  point  was 
very  olear.  He  was  asked  how,  when 
deling  with  the  question  of  labour,  they 
dealt  with  the  expectation  of  pensions  ; 
and  he  said  it  was  decided  in  1866  that 
a  charge  should  be  added  to  the  salaries 
of  officers  and  clerks,  and  to  the  pay  of 
the  workmen  to  represent  the  eventual 
charge  for  pensions,  and  he  actually 
gave  the  opinion  that  70  per  cent  would 
fairly  represent  the  eventual  charge. 
Juat  one  word  as  regards  pensions. 
Does  the  Committee  snow  that  the 
established  men  receive  from  It.  to  4(. 
per  week  less  than  the  hired  men,  and 
that  this  compensates  for  the  pensions 
we  are  to  pay  hereafter?  It  is 
absurd,  therefore,  to  try  and  bring 
the  Committee  to  imagine  that  these 
pensions  are  perfectly  unnecessary. 
If  they  are  done  away  with,  you  must 
add  to  the  wages  of  tiie  men  to  oom- 
ponsate  them  for  the  loss  they  would 
suffer,  and  to  bring  their  wages  up  to 
the  wages  of  the  hired  men.  You 
would  not  give  a  man  who  has  worked 
tor  SO  years  continuously  a  lower  wage 
than  a  man  who  has  been  in  the  yard 
for  a  few  months  at  a  time — at  least,  I 
think  it  would  be  very  unwise  to  do  so. 
Now,  again,  as  to  the  question  of  inci- 
dental barges.  I  really  think  that  the 
noble  Lord's  own  argument  shows  bow 
absurd  it  is  to  charge  everything  not 
actually  labour  or  material  to  incidental 
charges  on  the  ships.  He  mentioned 
the  case  of  Hong  Kong,  which  is  a  very 
extreme  case.  He  said  that  the  labour 
at  Hong  Kong  amounted  to  about 
£10,000  a-year,  and  that  the  incidental 
charges  amounted  to  £29,000.  But 
what  does  the  JBstablishment  at  Hong 
Kong  exist  for?  It  exists  so  that  in 
time  of  war  we  may  have  a  Dockyard 
to  which  our  men-of-war  may  run  for 
repairs.  There  is  no  building  done  there 
and  there  is  only  a  very  small  amount 
Captain  Pnet 


of  repairing;  and,  therefore,  what 
the  noble  Lord  calls  incidental  charge 
is  very  much  in  comparison  with  the 
amount  spent  on  labour.  I  think  that 
is  sufficient  to  show  that  these  Dock- 
yards resllj  do  not  exist  for  shipbuild- 
ing alone,  but  for  great  State  or  National 
reasons,  ffow.  I  come  to  a  further  head 
of  the  noble  Lord's  charges,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cardiff  dwelt  a 
very  great  deal  upon  it  also — the  ques- 
tion of  the  useless  expenditure  on  repairs. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  said  that  the  Agincourt  and 
Minotmtr  weifi  perfectly  useless.  (Lord 
Randolph  Chubohill  :  For  fighting 
purposes.]  Is  the  noble  Lord  aware 
that  in  Foreign  Navies  there  are  a  good 
many  ships  which  these  ships  would  be 
fully  competent  to  fight ;  and,  if  that  ia 
the  case,  why  should  you  do  away  with 
them  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Memberfor 
Cardiff  talked  about  the  BlaeJi  Prince, 
and  said  what  an  absurdity  it  was  to  trot 
her  out  at  the  Naval  Review  we  are  all 
going  to  on  Saturday.     I  do  not  alto- 

f  ether  disagree  with  my  hon.  Friend  ; 
ut  I  want  to  know  what  the  economists 
wiltsaytothisargument?  What  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
who  generally  comes  down  and  preaches 
to  us  upon  economy  in  naval  matters, 
say,  and  what  will  the  other  economists 
in  this  House  say  upon  this  subject? 
What  have  we  been  accustomed  to  hear 
in  these  debates  ?  I  and  the  other 
hon.  Members  who  are  always  preach- 
ing efficiency  in  the  Navy  have  been 
from  time  to  time  accustomed  on  these 
occasions  to  make  comparisons  between 
the  Fleet  of  England  and  the  Fleets  of 
foreign  countfieai  very  much  to  the  dis- 
gust of  the  official  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  how  are  we 
met?  Those  who  represent  the  Navy 
for  the  time  being  give  us  a  description, 
from  their  point  of  view,  of  the  French 
Fleet  and  other  Foreign  Navies,  which 
they  always  very  carefully  minimize ; 
and  then  tUeydrag  out  a  long  list  of  the 
ships  in  the  British  Fleet,  and  invariably 
in  that  list  figure  such  ships  as  the  Black 
Prinet,  the  M%ttQtaur,  and  the  Agincourt, 
and  BO  on,  and  they  are  cheered  to  the 
echo  by  the  economists,  when  they  say — 
"Look  at  the  splendid  Fleet  we  have 
got !  If  these  ships  are  worthy  of  ap- 
pearing in  our  Naval  Lists,  they  are  ht 
to  be  sent  down  to  the  Review  at  Spit* 
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Price)  has  questioned  the  constitution  of 
that  Committee.  In  the  first  place,  I 
ma;  take  the  blame  or  the  credit,  which- 
ever it  may  be,  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Committee.  It  was  originated  by 
myself  by  impressing  upon  Lord  North- 
brook,  who  was  then  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  the  necessity  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  experts  to  be  formed  in  order 
to  investigate  the  management  of  the 
Dockjards,  and  a  system  of  the  repairing 
of  ships,  ihe  noble  Lord  acceded  to  my 
request,  and  all  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  with  the  exception  of  two, 
X  recommended^- the  two  exceptions 
being  the  Gentleman  who  represented 
the  Admiralty  and  the  Gentleman  ap- 
pointed by  the  Treasury.  Eoteringupon 
our  investigations,  we  naturally  desired 
to  know  how  we  could  accomplish  the 
building  of  ships  within  a  reasonable 
time.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Captain  Price)  has  read  the  evidence 

fiven  before  that  Committee,  he  will 
are  discovered  that  our  great  object 
was  to  bring  about  that  the  shipbuilding 
in  the  £oyal  Dockyards,  as  well  aa  in 
private  yards,  sbonld  be  done  in  a  rea- 
sonable time— namely,  that  specifica- 
tiona  and  plana  should  be  put  forward 
in  such  a  perfect  state  that  shipbuilders 
mi^ht  be  able  to  give  their  complete 
estimates,  and  to  turn  out  the  ships  in  a 
given  time.  Of  course,  our  desire  ex- 
tended to  the  Dockyards  as  well  as  to 
private  yards.  It  was,  in  the  first  place, 
stated  to  us  that  itwas  almost  a  matter  of 
impossibility  to  accomplish  this,  and  the 
reason  given  before  the  Committee  was 
that  our  armaments  changed  so  mate- 
rially from  day  to  day  that  we  could 
scarcely  know  what  the  fittings  of  a  ship 
would  be  before  she  was  complete.  In 
the  end,  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  must  throw  aside  the  question  of 
armaments,  and  when  the  work  was  put 
out  no  deviation  from  the  design  should 
be  allowed  until  the  completion  of  the 
vessel.  That  was  the  first  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  that  very 
fact  really  esplains  away  a  good  deal  of 
what  the  noble  Lord  has  said  as  to  the 
extra  cost  over  and  above  the  estimates 
in  shipbuilding.  Unless  you  know  what 
work  you  are  about  to  undertake  and 
to  finish,  and  when  you  can  finish  it,  it 
is  impoeaible  to  know  what  extra  expense 
will  be  incurred.  Hitherto,  the  building 
of  ships  has  been  left  to  the  discretion 
been  t^uite 


lieud."  If  economists  considerthatthese 
Bhips  should  be  done  away  with,  some- 
thing  better  should  be  put  in  their  place. 
I  wish  something  like  that  could  be  done, 
l>ut  it  is  absurd  to  use  both  arguments  ; 
either  we  ehould  have  them  or  we  should 
not.  The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  said  that  from  time  to 
time  he  had  to  submit  to  a  good  deal  of 
pressure  from  Members  representing 
Dockyard  constituencies,  and  I  was  very 
glad  to  hear  that  he  does  sometimes 
submit  to  pressure  from  local  officers 
not  to  too  largely  decrease  the  numbers 
of  the  workmen  in  the  Yards.  I  am 
quite  certain  my  constituents  do  not 
wish  for  men  to  be  kept  on  in  such 
numbers  as  cannot  be  employed.  My 
constituents  are  patriotic  enough  to 
know  that  efficiency  is,  of  course,  tlie 
first  thing  to  look  after,  but  that  eco- 
nomy must  be  also  considered  ;  and  all 
I  have  ever  done  and  shall  continue  to 
do  is  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  House  to 
take  care  that  these  dischaiges,  if  they 
must  be  made,  shall  be  made  at  a  time 
of  the  year  when  the  men  can  get  em- 
ployment, and  that  the  Admiralty  should 
even  go  ao  far  as  to  try  and  get  employ- 
ment for  them.  I  myself  remember  that 
2S  years  ago  there  was  a  aerious  reduc- 
tion made  in  the  number  of  the  men 
engaged  in  the  Dockyards.  The  men 
did  not  know  where  to  go ;  they  emi- 
grated to  America  in  thousands.  What 
was  done  then  has  never  been  forgotten 
iu  the  Dockyard  constituencies.  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  bear  this  in  mind, 
and  will  be  careful  how  reductions  are 
made,  and  will  do  all  he  can  to  get  the 
men  other  employment. 

Sir  CHAELES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jartow) :  I  rise  with  considerable  diffi- 
dence to  speak  on  this  question.  As  my 
name  is  so  much  associated  with  a  large 
flhiphuilding  company,  I  naturally  ab- 
Btam  as  much  as  possible  from  taking 
part  in  these  debates ;  but  so  much  refer- 
ence has  been  made  to-night  to  a  Com- 
mittee which  was  presided  over  by  Lord 
Bavensworth  that  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  say  a  few  words.  The  noble  liOrd  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  referred  in  compli- 
mentary terms  to  the  benefits  derived 
by  the  Admiralty  from  the  Beport  that 
the  Committee  of  which  I  was  a  Mem- 
ber submitted.  But  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Men 
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impossible  for  contractors  to  know  what 
the  ultimate  cost  would  be.  The  result 
of  all  this  has  been  that  our  shipa  have 
far  exceeded  iu  cost  the  estimates,  and 
that  altogether  the  building  of  shipa  has 
been  most  uneatisfaotory.  Xow,  what 
has  been  the  effect  of  the  Beport  of  Lord 
RaTenaworth's  Committee  ?  All  the 
diffiaulties  have  been  overcome.  The 
Report  was  followed  up,  because  I  took 
care  that  it  should  be  followed  up  by 
the  Admiralty  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Departmental  Committee  to  aee  that  the 
Beport  waa  carried  out.  Specifications 
are  now  put  forward  of  such  a  charac- 
ter that  contractors  and  out  Dockyard 
Authorities  know  precisely  the  work  they 
are  to  proceed  with.  The  result  has  been 
beneficial,  as  proved  in  the  case  of  two 
ehipa  which  have  been  built  in  the  pri- 
vate yards  connected  with  my  name,  the 
Orlando  and  the  Undaunted.  These  ships 
were  completed  three  or  four  months 
before  the  contracted  time,  and  that 
shows  that  great  progress  is  being  made 
in  that  Department  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  that  improvements  may  be  made  in 
Dockyard  administration.  Sut  the  House 
must  remember  that  the  administration 
of  such  great  establishments  as 
Dockyards  of  this  country  cannot  be 
changed  in  a  day.  There  ore  great 
faults,  no  doubt,  in  the  administration 
of  the  Dockyards ;  but  it  requires  time 
and  great  care  before  you  entirely 
change  it.  In  pursuing  my  investigations 
in  regard  to  these  Dockyards  I  went 
down  to  Chatham,  and  went  through 
the  shipbuilding  departments  ;  and  I 
must  confess  that  I  was  not  surprised 
that  the  shipbuilding  at  Chatham  utould 
far  exceed  m  cost  the  shipbuilding  in 
private  yards.  They  have  not  the  proper 
machinery  atChatbamf  or  building  ships; 
and  I  myself  suggested  the  clause  in  the 
Committee'sHeport  which  has  been  read, 
I  think,  by  the  noble  Lord,  to  the  effect 
that  the  machinery  iu  our  Dockyards 
was  very  imperfect.  Another  point  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Devonport 
(Captain  Price) — namely,  the  pensions 
of  the  meu.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  our  men  were  not  under  better  control 
than  the  men  in  the  Dockyards,  we 
should  not  be  able  to  work  at  the  price 
we  do.  The  pension  question  is  a  very 
serious  cue,  and  one  which  must  un- 
doubtedly be  abolished.  What  is  the 
result  of  the  pension  system  F  Iden  have 
Sir  Ciarki  Pahttr 
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a  claim  ujwn  the  Dockyards.  The 
Chief  Comptroller  or  Director  of  Ship> 
building  in  the  Dockyards  has  no  control 
over  his  own  men.  He  may  aee  a  man 
loiteriag,  or  not  doing  his  work  propeilj, 
and  he  may  report  him  to  the  Admiral 
Superintendent.  Considering  that  the 
man  has  a  pension  to  look  lorward  to, 
the  Admirfd  Superintendent  merely 
gives  him  a  little  lecture,  and  sends  him 
book  to  hie  work.  We  would  not  do 
that  iu  a  private  yard ;  and,  therefore, 
the  time  has  come  when  the  penelou 
system  will  have  to  be  reconside^.  If 
our  Dockyards  are  to  compete  with 
private  yards,  they  must  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing — namely,  the  footing 
of  perfect  independence  on  both  sides — 
on  the  part  of  the  workmen  as  well  as  of 
the  authorities.  I  will  not  trespass  on 
the  time  of  the  House  by  entering  on 
the  question  of  the  system  pursued  in 
our  Dockyards;  but  I  venture  to  tay 
that  the  time  must  come  when  you  will 
have  to  separate  the  constructive  depart- 
ments in  the  Dockyards  from  the  naval 
element.  Let  the  constructive  depart- 
ments take  the  responsibility  of  building 
ships  up  to  the  period  at  which  they  can 
hand  the  ehips  over  to  the  naval  depart- 
ment. Let  our  naval  officers  give  their 
advice  as  to  what  the  armaments  ahoold 
be,  but  not  interfere  when  the  building 
is  going  on.  Interference  with  construc- 
tion by  naval  officers  is  one  of  the  most 
serious  difficulties  experienced  in  our 
Dockyards.  Now,  I  think  I  have  ex- 
plained away  eome  of  the  attacks  which 
have  been  made  on  the  Dockyard  sys- 
tem— at  any  rate,  I  am  quite  sure  of 
this,  that  great  improvements  are  being 
made  in  the  system,  and  if  the  lines 
which  were  laid  down  by  Lord  Havens- 
worth's  Committee  are  followed  through* 
out,  I  am  satisfied  that  we  shall  find  in 
future  that  our  shipa  are  not  only  built 
at  a  less  cost,  but  are  built  in  the  time 
specified  and  at  the  cost  estimated. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that,  as  a 
general  principle  —  and  possibly  the 
Committee  may  think  I  speak  somewhat 
interestedly,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
I  speak  with  eome  diffidence — it  has  be- 
come almost  a  necessity  that  the  large 
shipbuilding  establishments  in  the  coun- 
try should  be  eatrusted  with  the  building 
of  the  ships  which  the  Admiralty  require, 
that  the  minds  of  the  great  shipbuilding 
establishments  should  be  directed  to- 
wards naval  construction,  and  that  the 
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Dookvards  shonld   oon6ae   themselTes 
lawely  to  repaira. 
Lob     ""  ■ "' '' 
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Lord  CHXBLES  BERE8F0BD  (A 
Ijokd  of  the  Admhultt)  (Uarylebune, 
£.) :  I  should  libo  to  make  a  few  re- 
maiks  ia  reference  to  the  speeoh  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Kandolph  OhurchiU). 
"From  his  remarke  it  will  probably  ap- 
pear to  BOme  hon.  Uembers  poesibly 
that  the  vbole  of  the  bad  administra- 
tioa  of  which  he  compIainB  ie  due  to  the 

ErsBODt  Board  of  Admiralty.  I  should 
ke  to  point  out  that  tboug;h,  as  a  rule, 
the  noble  Lord's  remarks  are  founded  on 
facte,  he  exaggerates.  The  people  who 
communicate  with  him  tell  him  what  is 
not  actually  the  fast.  Many  people,  like 
myself,  who  really  wish  to  reform  the 
Navy,  and  who  really  wish  to  get 
money's  worth,  are  put  in  a  false  posi- 
tion. By  having  to  come  down  and  con- 
tradict certain  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord,  it  appears  as  if  we  defend  the 
entire  system,  whereas  we  do  not  approve 
of  it.  I  shall  endeavour  to  make  my 
remarks  without  the  pomposity  about 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  spoken.  Many 
points  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  as  rs- 
juiring  reform  hare  been  found  out,  as 
:ftr  as  the  Admiralty  is  conoemed,  by 
Committees  which  my  noble  Frisnd  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  has  started.  The 
defioienoy,  the  maladministration,  the 
want  of  organization  generally  have 
really  been  found  out  by  the  Oommittee 
appointed  by  my  noble  Friend.  It  has 
been  remarked  in  reference  to  the  Ad- 
miralty that  they  do  not  know  their  own 
mind;  bat  I  deny  that  that  is  so  in  the 
case  of  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty. 
I  do  not  blame  the  former  Boards  of 
Admiralty,  but  I  do  blame  the  system 
tinder  which  they  worked,  and  that  sys- 
tem we  are  now  trying  to  alter.  Some 
remarks  havebsen  made  as  to  the  Timi- 
rairt  and  InJlexihU,  but  the  noble  Lord 
is  right  about  that.  They  took  some 
years  to  build,  and  their  armament  was 
altered,  and  so  circumstances  connected 
with  their  draught  were  altered  also. 
The  present  Board  have  arranged,  when 
we  lay  down  a  ship,  that  it  shall  be  built, 
and  turned  out,  and  commanded  as  she 
was  originally  planned,  and  all  within  a 
third  or  a  quarter  of  the  time  which 
was  formerly  occupied.  The  NiU  and 
Trafalgar  will  be  turned  out,  and  will 
have  their  pennants  up.  In  three  years 
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from  the  time  they  were  laid  down,  o  t 
perhaps  four  years. 

Ma.  E.  W.  DUFF:  From  tha  time 
they  wore  laid  down,  or  from  now  ? 

LoHD  OHAKLES  BEEE8F0BD  : 
From  the  time  they  were  laid  down. 
They  will  be  launched  in  the  year  and 
nine  mopths  from  the  day  they  were  laid 
down,  and  tbey  will  take  two  and  a-half 
years  to  finish,  whereas  the  Injiexibla 
took  nearly  eight  years,  which  is  a  con- 
siderable difference.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  touched  upon 
some  important  points,  and  spoke  about 
the  education  of  tbo  Navy.  Well,  I 
consider  that  a  most  important  point. 
You  may  do  what  you  like ;  you  may 
undertake  what  plan  of  campaign  you 
like ;  you  may  build  what  vessels  you 
like ;  but  all  your  work  is  useless  unless 
your  officers  and  men  are  taught  how 
to  use  the  ships  and  vessels  you  put 
them  in.  I  consider  that  the  most  im- 
portant point  for  the  safety  of  the  country 
we  can  imagine.  I  bold  strong  opinions 
on  this  subject,  and  am  of  opinion  that 
our  system  of  naval  education  must 
henoeforth  be  changed  altogether,  just 
as  our  seamanship  has  changed.  The 
art  of  seamanship  has  entirely  changed, 
canvas  has  ^ven  place  to  steam,  and  the 
sooner  we  grasp  this  fact  that  the  man 
or  boy  who  can  work  a  torpedo  about 
for  three  months  is  more  valuable  to  the 
Admiral  who  is  about  to  enter  into  action 
than  the  man  who  has  been  in  a  brig 
for  three  years  the  better  for  the  British 
Navy.  In  the  olden  days  the  best  man 
in  the  ship  was  the  oaptain,  and  so  he 
ought  to  be  in  the  present  day.  In  the 
olden  days  it  was  lookad  upon  as  a  point 
of  honour  that  an  ofEicer  should  never 
tell  a  man  to  undertake  a  duty  when  not 
prepared  to  tell  or  show  him  how  to 
do  it  himself.  Officers  were  in  the 
habit  of  telling  their  men  to  do  a 
certain  thing,  and  did  not  rdy  npon 
the  men  to  do  it  in  their  own  fashion, 
but  told  them  to  do  it  in  a  certain 
way,  and  insisted  upon  their  instruc- 
tions being  carried  out.  I  do  not  say 
that  a  captain  should  be  able  to  do  an 
engineer  B  work ;  but  he,  at  any  rats, 
should  know  what  work  an  engineer  has 
to  do,  and  should  be  able  to  give  proper 
instructions  with  regard  to  the  engiiuM|b 
ing  of  his  vessel.  As  to  the  Marlhor^^^^ 
I  ^nk  she  was  a  very  expenaive  r 
ment.  We  should  takftj|||iar 
are,  and  should  not  fiai* 
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which  ifl,  after  all,  merel;  an  esperiment. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  repairing 
ships,  a  point  having  heea  raised  on  that 
matter  by  hon.  Members,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Admiralty  have  taken  it  up 
quite  recently.  We  have  given  orders 
that  the  artificers  on  the  ships- shall  be 
employed  as  much  as  possible  in  doing 
substantial  repairs,  and  shall  not  be  en- 
gaged merely  in  making  the  ships  look 
pretty  vith  gear  and  polish  and  other 
things.  For  the  future  they  will  be  en- 
gaged in  oanying  out  such  repairs  as  it  is 
poasible  for  them  to  carry  out  without 
sending  the  vessels  to  the  Dockyards. 
Then  there  was  a  remark  made  with  re- 
gard to  Haulbowline.  I  must  say  that  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  money  has  been 
wasted  there.  But  asthemoaeyhasbeen 
expended  the  Committee  must  look  to 
what  might  happen  ;  and  of  all  the  places 
on  the  West  Coast,  Haulbowline  would  be 
one  of  the  most  useful  to  us  in  the  time 
of  war.  I  believe  that  the  Committee 
recently  appointed  will  do  a  great  deal 
to  strengthen  the  bands  of  the  Admi- 
ralty ana  to  put  matters  right.  The  line 
the  noble  Lmd  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  takes  puts  many  on  the 
defensive  when  they  do  not  want  to  be, 
because  many  of  his  statements  are 
rather  more  exaggerated  than  they 
should  be.  My  experience  is  that,  if 
you  want  to  get  things  done,  you  must 
put  them  in  the  very  worst  view  before 
the  country.     \^Latightir.]    Well,  that  is 

K  experience.  An  hon.  and  gallant 
mbei  opposite  (Captain  Price)  made 
soms  remark  to  me  about  obsolete  ships, 
and  referred  to  whathe  called  the  list  of 
my  dummies  which  was  presented  to 
Parliament.  I  think  there  are  altogether 
69  on  the  list  of  dummies  to  which  he 
referred ;  but  I  would  point  out  to  him 
that  of  that  number  49  have  been  already 
got  rid  of ;  and  though  the. remainder  are 
ships  which  are  in  the  same  category, 
they  are  those  which,  he  will  remember, 
I  asked  the  House  not  to  sanction  the 
repair  of  when  they  came  home.  We 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  get  them  home, 
as  there  are  no  reliefs  for  them ;  but 
when  they  do  come  home  they  will  not 
be  repaired.  The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
diff (Sir  Edward  Beed)  made  a  remark 
about  ships  of  the  Admiral  class,  which 
have  caused  some  excitement  throughout 
the  oountiT.  I  perfectly  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  those  who  have  the 
administration  of  our  naval  affairs  at 
Lord  CAarUt  Btmfmi 


the  present  moment  will  not  lay  down 
such  ehi^.  We  have  laid  down  a 
totally  different  class  of  ships,  and  I 
may  say  that,  so  far  as  the  present 
Board  goes,  the  ships  that  we  will  sink 
or  swim  by,  or  even,  if  necessary,  be 
hung  by,  are  the  ships  which  we  have 
ourselves  lud  down.  At  the  same  time, 
it  is  only  fair  to  the  country  that  the 
Admiralty  should  not  take  a  violent  line 
with  regard  to  those  ships  we  found  ia 
the  Service  when  we  took  Office.  We 
found  certain  ships  there,  and  we  must 
do  the  best  we  can  with  them.  I  must 
say,  looking  at  the  ships  from  an  officer's 
or  a  seaman's  point  of  view,  that  I  do 
not  think  they  are  quite  so  bad  for  fight- 
ing purposes  as  they  have  been  repre- 
sented to  be.  Compromises  have  been 
made  in  them,  and  though  it  is  quite 
true  that  their  draught  has  been  in- 
creased, that  has  baen  compensated  for 
by  their  increased  speed  and  their  in* 
creased  armament.  Their  speed  has 
been  increased  by  1^  knots,  and  tbeir 
armament  has  been  increased  from 
43  to  45  ton  guns;  their  number  of 
machine  guns  has  been  increased  from 
four  to  seven,  and  instead  of  having 
no  quick-firing  guns  they  now  have  12 
such  weapons.  Their  increase  of  speed 
has  been  from  15  to  162  knots.  The 
armaments  and  otherimprovements  have, 
as  I  say,  brought  down  the  ships  in 
draught ;  but  as  fighting  ships,  and  for 
the  money  they  have  cost,  they  are  by 
no  means  so  bad  as  some  might  wish  to 
make  out.  However,  notwithstanding 
this  increase  in  their  efficisnoy,  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  it  is  not  desirable  that  we  should 
have  Koy  more  of  such  ships  built. 
There  is  another  thing  with  regard  to 
those  ships ;  they  have  an  all-round  fire, 
and  everyone  who  knows  anything  about 
ships  of  war  knows  what  an  important 
thing  that  is.  We  know  that  rapidity  of 
fire  in  war  is  an  excellent  thing  to  have 
in  your  favour  in  action,  seeing  thatnoir- 
a-days  an  action  may  be  won  by  a  single 
shot.  There  is  no  doubt  that  I  go  so  far 
as  to  say  that  were  one  of  our  snips  like 
the  In/ltxibh  in  action  to  burst  a  single 
one- pound  shell  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
a  charge  of  powder  it  might,  owing  to 
the  confined  state  of  the  citadel,  have  the 
~  it  of  firing  the  magazine  and 
destroying  the  ship.  I  think  hon. 
Members  nave  been  very  hard  upon  my 
Colleague  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lota 
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of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
because  they  inferred  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  approved  of  the 
building  of  ships  of  the  Admiral  class, 
whose  draft  is  said  to  be  too  (^eat.  If 
hon.  Members  vill  rend  the  Admiralty 
Memorial  they  will  see  that  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Firat  Lord,  has  with  great 
honesty  protested  to  his  Predecessors 
against  these  ships.  It  will  be  seen  of 
couree  from  the  Memorial  that  he  took 
the  ships  aa  Ihey  were.  Complaint  has 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  form  in 
which  the  Eetimates  have  been  presented 
to  the  House.  I  would  ask  any  hon. 
Member  who  has  been  in  this  House 
any  little  time,  and  I  would  ask  every 
individual  Member  who  has  studied  the 
question  for  years,  whether  the  Estimates 
now  submitted  are  not  as  a  matter  of 
fact  in  a  much  better  form  than  any 
which  have  ever  been  laid  before  the 
House  on  previous  occasions.  This  I 
will  say,  that  they  are  not  nearly  good 
enough  yet,  but  so  far  aa  the  present 
Board  ia  concerned,  they  hope  that  the 
next  time  they  have  to  present  Estimates 
they  will  be  much  mare  explicit,  and 
that  many  of  the  points  which  have  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber forSouthPaddicgton  willbo  cleared 
up  so  that  all  hon.  Members  may  be 
able  to  understand  the  Eetimates.  The 
Estimates  are  in&nitely  better  than  they 
were  before;  butlaoknowledgethatthere 
is  still  great  room  for  improvemeat.  As 
to  the  question  of  the  ships  at  Spithead, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  there  will  be  a 
curious  lot  there,  and  there  ia  no  doubt 
that  some  of  these  ships  would  not,  under 
any  circumstances,  be  very  useful.  Still 
we  have  got  the  men  to  man  them ;  and 
ws  have  other  ships  coming  home  in  the 
course  of  a  year  or  two  into  which  these 
men  can  change.  We  are  in  possession 
of  those  old  ahips,  and  they  nave  been 
found  of  some  use  for  the  purpose  of 
training,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the 
review  they  have  been  fitted  as  they 
would  be  in  a  case  of  emergency.  Some 
of  them  might  be  used  against  enemies' 
cruisers,  and  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to 
break  them  up  in  a  hurry.  I  object  as 
much  as  anybody  to  obsolete  ships ;  but 
at  the  same  time,  sonLe  of  these  vessels 
can  be  turned  to  useful  account  in  oases 
of  emergency.  What  I  object  to  alto- 
gether is  the  repair  of  ships  which  oan 
be  of  no  use  at  all  in  time  of  war.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oardiff  (Sir  Edward 
VOL.  OOOXVn.    Lthied  bkbies.] 
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Reed)  has  spoken  about  the  repairs  of 
certaia  yachts.  From  the  manner  of  the 
hon.  Member's  epeeoh  it  would  have 
conveyed  the  impression  to  hon.  Members 
who  have  not  studied  the  matter  that 
all  these  repairs  are  due  to  the  inoon- 
sistencyof  the  present  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. 

Sir  EDWARD  EEED :  No,  no  ? 

LoBD  CHARLES  BEEE8F0RD :  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
most  of  these  repairs  were  effected  when 
the  hon.  Member  himself  was  at  the 
Admiralty.  Has  he  left  any  protest  in 
writing  to  tho  effect  that  he  objected  to 
these  repairs  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  BEED  :  I  did  protest 
against  these  repairs  in  times  gone  by. 

LoKD  CHARLES  BERESFORD:  I 
am  glad  to  hear  that,  but  I  would  say 
that  the  repairs  he  spoke  of  lasted  over 
a  period  of  20  years,  and  it  is  not  tme 
as  some  hon.  Members  seem  to  imagine 
that  they  have  only  been  effected  during 
the  period  that  we  have  been  in  Office. 
This  impression,  it  seemed  to  me,  was 
likely  to  be  conveyed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's remarks,  and  it  is  altogether  con- 
trary to  the  fact.  Passing  from  that 
point  I  wish  to  remark  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness  (Mr. 
Caine)  called  attention  to  the  question 
of  Dockyards,  and  pointed  out  that  those 
yards  really  contained  men  who  are  a 
standing  army  as  it  were  to  do  work 
which  we  may  require  to  have  done  in 
times  of  emergency.  Tbatis,  no  doubt, 
an  important  point ;  but  that  which  it  is 
agreed  has  conduced  to  bad  administra- 
tion at  the  Admiralty  has  been  a  want 
of  continuity  of  policy.  You  must  have 
continuity  in  everything — with  regard 
to  your  Dockyard  management,  to  your 
shipbuilding,  your  armaments,  jour 
stores,  your  coals,  and  everything,  xou 
must  decide  in  times  of  peace  upon  the 
system  to  be  followed  in  time  of  war. 
The  great  expense  this  country  has  been 
put  to  in  regard  to  naval  matters, 
including  the  buUdiug  of  bad  ships,  as 
has  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber c 
you  I 
have 
cause 
ItUi 
try   I 
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vorst  article.  We  shall  keep  the 
Dookjaide  in  an  efficient  etate,  if  the 
organization  began  by  my  noble  Friend 
is  carried  out,  as  I  believe  it  will  be,  in 
a  business-like  manner.  These  matters 
should  be  conducted  in  a  business-like 
manner  instead  of,  as  they  hare  been 
hitherto,  on  Party  prinoiplea.  The 
Boards  that  have  hitherto  been  in 
have  been  afraid  to  go  on  with  the 
neosBsary  reforms.  The  reason  why 
the  Dockyards  have  so  many  people 
employed  in  them,  and  why  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  ha3  been  obliged  to 
get  rid  of  men  la  an  apparently  harah 
way,  is  in  consequence  of  the  Party 
system.  Former  Qovernments  have  been 
uraid  that  if  they  turned  men  away 
tbey  would  lose  the  Dockyard  seats. 
For  my  own  part,  I  believe  the  present 
Qovemment  will  lose  every  single  Dock- 
ywdseatatthenextGlection.  [Zau^httr.'] 
Well,  perhaps  not  every  seat,  but  cer- 
lainly  a  great  number  of  them.  All  I 
would  now  say  to  the  Committee  is  that 
I  took  the  precaution  not  to  put  my  own 
name  on  the  Estimates,  as  I  did  not 
know  anything  about  them,  and  had  not 
had  time  to  work  them  out;  but  from 
what  I  have  since  seen  I  can  assure  the 
Committee  that  the  present  Board  are 
doing  their  best  to  put  things  right. 
They  do  not  mind  publicity,  and  they 
do  not  mind  being  abused,  but  what 
theydo  want  is  that  the  system  of  organi- 
zation, the  Dockyards  and  everyttiing 
connected  with  the  Navy  shall  be  man- 
aged, as  far  as  possible,  upon  thorough 
business  principles. 

Adiural  field  (Susaez.  East- 
bourne) :  I  will  not  trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  Committee  at  any  length, 
but  X  would  crave  its  forbearance  for  a 
moment,  reminding  it  that  when  the 
Naval  Estimates  were  last  before  us, 
I  failed  to  catch  the  Ohairman's  eye, 
although  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
who  baa  just  spoken  [Lord  Charles 
Beresford)  and  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers OQ  his  side  of  the  question  had  the 
pleasure  then  of  addressing  the  Com- 
mittee. I  was  delighted  to  hear  the 
last  observation  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  who  has  spokon  on  behalf  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  effect  that  they  are  all 
trying  to  do  their  du^  on  the  Board.  I 
am  sure  they  are,  and  of  all  connected 
with  the  Admiralty,  I  am  sure  the  noble 
aud  gallant  Lord  himself  is  specially 
earnest  in  his  desire  to  do  his  duty  to 
Zord  Charlu  Btmford 
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the  country,  and  we  all  desire  that  he 
may  long  remain  at  thoAdmiralty,  or  at 
least  as  loc^  as  the  present  Government 
exists.  I  listened  with  great  attention 
and  respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Jarrow  Division  of 
Durham  (Sir  Charles  Palmer).  He  spoke 
very  moderately  and  deliberately  as  an 
esperienced  shipbuilder  who  thoroughly 
understands  contract  work.  If  he  had 
only  stopped  there,  I  should  not  have  had 
a  word  to  say  by  way  of  criticism  with 
regard  to  his  observations;  but  he  went 
on  to  say  that  he  thought  that  the  proper 
thing  to  do  was  to  separate  the  slup- 
bnilding  establishments  from  the  naval 
element.  I  must  say  that  I  and  my 
brother  officers  would  be  moat  hostile  to 
such  a  proposal  as  that.  It  is  they  who 
will  have  to  command  the  men  and  fight 
the  ships,  and  is  it  to  be  conceived  that 
the  contractor  who  builds  the  vessels  can, 
out  of  hie  own  brain-box,  conceive  all 
that  is  necessary  for  efficiency  and 
fighting  capacity  in  a  vessel  with  which 
another  clnss  of  men  altogether  have  got 
to  fight  and  maintain  the  honour  of  the 
country  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  PALMER:  I  said 
that  the  contractor  should  take  the 
advice  of  the  Naval  Authorities  from 
time  to  time  as  to  the  construction  of 
ships. 

Adhisai.  FIELD:  I  hold  that  we 
want  more  than  advice  —  we  waot 
naval  control  and  supervision.  If  I 
could  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  should  have  said  that  the 
remedy  for  the  evils  which  have  been 
pointed  out  would  be  that  there  should 
be  more  naval  men  at  the  Admiralty. 
What  the  Service  suffers  from  is  the 
want  of  more  naval  supervision  instead 
of  less.  The  noble  Lora  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  pointed  out  the  evil  he 
had  to  grapple  with.  He  spoke  of  the 
relationships  between  the  supervisors  in 
the  Naval  Yards  and  the  men  they 
supervise.  It  seems  that  the  supervisors 
of  the  gangs  of  men  are  frequently  the 
owners  of  the  houses  in  which  these 
gangs  live ;  and,  under  those  oironm- 
stances,  it  is  altogether  out  of  the  ques- 
tion that  the  control  over  the  men  would 
be  as  strict  as  it  otherwise  should  be. 
What  we  wantis  better  supervision.  The 
motive  of  self-interest  is  at  present 
absent  in  the  Dockyards,  and  for  that 
reason  you  will  never  be  able  to  get  work 
done  eo  cheaply  in  the  Dookyaras  as  in 
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tho  private  yards.  I  have  spoken  to 
many  of  my  brother  officers  upon  this 
point  and  l^ev  all  agree  with  me.  A 
custom  prBTaila  in  many  foreign  yardt 
vhioli  ought  to  preyail  ia  our  yards 
"Why  should  Dot  the  custom  adopted  ii: 
France,  Qermany,  Italy,  and  elsewhere 
be  adopted  here  ?  At  present  we  have 
numbers  of  naval  men  eatingtheir  hearts 
away  in  idleness.  Why  should  they  not 
be  put  under  the  Admiral  Superinten- 
dent to  aaaist  him  ?  Ton  have  here  at 
home  a  number  of  talented  men  of  great 
experience  who  are  wasting  themselves 
on  shore  because,  at  an  age  when  they 
are  thoroughly  efficient  to  work,  you 
refuse  to  employ  them.  If  you  would 
put  them  in  the  Naval  Yards  in  plain 
clothes  to  do  the  work  of  supervision  and 
to  assist  the  Admiral  Superintendent, 
I  am  sure  you  would  obtain  a  great 
amount  of  practical  benefit  from  it. 
Then  I  would  offer  an  observation  in 
support  of  the  view  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Southampton 
(Admiral  Sir  John  Commerell),  and 
the  view  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
whospoke  last  (Lord  Oharles  Beresford), 
as  to  the  enormous  importance  of  edu- 
cating the  officers.  I  speak  mainly  of  the 
engineers,  because  itstartled  and  angered 
me  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  he  was  going 
to  re-organize  the  education  of  engineer 
students,  and  to  do  away  with  the  present 
system.  The  present  system  was  not  set 
on  foot  in  a  hurry.  It  was  adopted  with  a 
two-fold  object.  It  was  adopted  to  raise 
the  status  of  engineers,  because  we  felt 
more  than  ever  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
CardifF(Sir  Edward  Reed)  that  now  with 
your  modem  iron-clads  and  your  great 
scientific  inventions  in  the  Navy,  that  it 
is  more  than  ever  important  that  the 
engineer  should  be  looked  upon  as  a 
very  important  officer.  His  social  status 
was  not  years  ago  that  which  we  could 
desire  to  see  in  view  of  the  great  respon- 
sibility resting  upon  him,  and  now-a- 
daya  looking  at  the  intimate  relations 
that  exist  between  him  and  his  com- 
manding officers,  I  hold  that  it  is  neces- 
sary that  we  should  now  improve  bis 
status.  The  reason  this  Engineer  Student 
Educational  Listitution  was  established 
was  to  take  the  sons  of  gentlemen  in 
order  that  we  miarht  have  enirineers  of 
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blow  at  the  efficiency  of  the  Service.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Bir  Edward 
Heed)  drew  a  comparison  between 
the  costs  of  shipbuilding  in  private 
yards  and  Dockyards,  and  he  com- 
plimented the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  on  having 
shown  a  new-born  zeal  on  the  side  of 
what  he  called  cutting  down  expenditure 
and  reducing  redundant  Establishments. 
I  cannot  forget  that  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  Edward  Reed)  has  for  years  been  a 
Member  of  this  House— a  talented  man 
as  he  is  knowing  more,  probably,  about 
this  subject  than  any  Member  of  the 
House,  at  least  so  far  as  shipbuilding  is 
concerned — yet  he  has  not  been  able  to 
enforce  his  views  on  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member.  Why,  he  had 
for  weeks  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Navy,  and 
he  never  pressed  that  Motion  home. 

SiK  EDWARD  REED  :  The  Govern- 
ment had  all  the  time  of  the  House. 

Aduibal  FIELD :  But  when  he  was 
in  the  Government  be  did  not  show  his 
zeal  to  the  extent  of  warning  the  Govem- 

SiB  EDWARD  BEED :  Tes,  I  did. 

Admiral  FIELD :  Well,  I  will  pass 
over  that.  At  any  rate,  he  did  not  worry 
them  successfully,  and  now  he  turns 
round  and  worries  us.  X  do  not  mind 
how  much  he  worries  the  Admiralty. 
He  can  find  fault  with  them  as 
much  as  he  likes.  They  are  well 
paid.  They  do  their  work  fairly 
well ;  but  the  Board  is  not  constituted 
in  the  manner  I  desire  to  see  it.  The 
hon.  Member  is  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
worry  them  as  much  as  he  likes,  and 
by-and-bye  I  will  come  and  give  him  a 
hand.  But  I  object  to  a  man  who  haa 
been  Chief  Construotor  finding  fault 
with  the  manner  in  which  our  shipi 
are  oonatructed  in  the  Yards,  for  if 
any  man  ia  responsible  for  the  expen- 
diture there  the  hon.  Member  is  that 
man.  At  least,  I  am  not  aware  that  he 
succeeded  in  reducing  the  expenditure 
that  he  now  criticizes.  No  doubt  it  may 
be  better  now  than  in  his  days,  but  it  is 
only  a  question  of  degree.  Then  he  goes 
on  to  criticize  many  of  the  ships  that  we 
shall  Bee  at  the  Naval  Review.  Those 
ships  are  not  useless,  as  the  noble  and 
ffallant  Lord  CLoid  Charles  Beresford^ 
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QoreTaTi-ciit  proposed  to  giro  ns  if  wo 
vent  to  war  with  Bussia.  The  House 
IB  responsible  for  what  we  have  got. 
The  House  ma&es  the  Qovernment,  and 
the  OoTemment  comea  down  and  asks 
the  House  for  what  they  think  (he 
House  will  Tote.  I  was  sorry  to  see  the 
manifestations  of  surprise  and  dissatis- 
faction on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
when  the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  large 
amount  of  money  spent  on  repairing 
ships.  For  if  you  come  to  esamiuo  into 
the  lives  of  these  ships,  that  surprise 
will  ranish.  Take  the  case  of  the  yaohts 
— the  Boyal  yacht,  the  Enehantren,  the 
Jlrlieon,  and  run  down  the  list  and  see 
the  lives  of  these  ships.  Take  the 
Sslieon.  She  was  built  in  1863,  22 
years  ago,  she  cost  £46,000,  and  she  has 
cost  £46,000  sinco  in  repairs.  But  what 
is  it?  £2,000  a- year.  That  does  not 
seem  very  much  after  all.  I  do  not 
know  that  if  a  gentleman  should  keep  a 
large  steam  yBoht  it  would  cost  him  less. 
And  then  the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the 
Zeander,  of  the  great  scandal  of  her  cost- 
ing within  a  short  time  of  her  construc- 
tion over  £8,000.  Yes ;  but  ho  did  not 
tell  the  reason.  Accidents  will  happen 
to  ships  as  to  other  things;  and  an  acci- 
dent happened  to  that  ^ship  when  she 
was  with  the  Squadron  on  the  Coast  of 
Ireland.  She  ran  upon  a  rock  coming 
into  Berehaven  by  the  west  entrance, 
and  knocked  a  hole  in  her  bottom. 
You  do  not  suppose  you  could  repair 
her  for  a  mere  nothing,  and  that  sum 
represents  the  cost  of  the  repairs  of 
the  ship  after  that  accident.  I  re- 
member I  was  once  out  myself  with  a 
big  Squadron  of  iron-clada  in  a  heavy 
gue,  and  the  Admiral's  Sagship,  plung- 
ing into  the  sea,  had  30  tons  of  water 
on  her  in  a  moment.  In  a  moment,  the 
bowsprit  and  everything  that  could  move 
was  gone.  That  one  plunge,  doubtless, 
cost  the  country  £2,000  to  put  right.  It 
is  nonsense  to  talk  to  the  House  about 
the  excessive  cost  of  repairs ;  but  yon  are 
dealing  with  a  Navy  which  represents 
the  chief  defensive  force  of  this  country. 
You  do  not  want  your  ships  only  to  put 
to  sea  in  calm  weather.  We  have  known 
Admirals  who  go  to  sea  on  purpose, 
because  they  see  bad  weather  coming 
on.  Your  seamen  and  ofEcers  are  worth 
nothing  if  they  are  not  to  go  to  sea  in 
bad  weather,  and  if  they  go  to  sea  in 
bad  weather  you  must  pay  the  bill.  In 
old  days,  when  I  was  a  youngster,  the 
Admiral  Fitlo 
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Admiral  of  the  Cfliannel  Squadron  was 
putting  in,  as  everybody  thought,  forPly^ 
mouth  Sound,  for  it  was  blowing  hard, 
but  suddenlyhe  hauled  to  the  wind  again, 
and  kept  the  Squadron  at  sea  forfourdays 
facing  the  gale.  There  was  a  good  bill  to 
pay;  but  there  was  this  enormous  advan- 
tage, that  you  taught  your  young  officers 
and  your  seamen,  and  qualified  them,  in 
the  future,  to  face  all  difficulties,  and  to 
get  the  better  of  all  circumstancea.  I  do 
hope  the  Oommittee  are  not  going  to  hug 
the  delusion  to  their  breast  that  it  can 
have  a  Navy  without  paying  for  it ;  or 
that  they  will  criticize  the  Estimates  in 
a  hostile  sense  because  so  much  is  spent 
on  repairing  old  ships.  Take  the  cost  of 
10  ships  for  repairs  over  a  given  number 
of  years — say  10.  The  Admiralty  would 
much  rather  you  gave  them  10  new 
ships  at  £100,000  each,  but  the  House 
would  not  vote  the  £  1,000,000  necessary, 
whereas  it  will  vote  the  £100,000  per 
annum  which  is  necessary  in  the  10 
years  for  repairs.  It  is  a  question  of 
money,  and  it  is  nonsense  to  disguise  it. 
If  you  want  an  efficient  Navy,  you  must 
pay  for  it,  and  it  is  nonsense  to  find  fault 
with  obsolete  ehips,  unless  you  are  pre- 
pared to  find  the  money  to  build  new 
ones.  Naval  men  do  not  want  obsolete 
ships.  You  talk  about  the  Black  Prince, 
the  ITorrt'or,  andsbipsofthatdass.  Well, 
though  they  are  not  fit  to  fight  the  firat- 
class  ships  of  France  and  oUier  nations, 
they  are  competent  to  fight  their  inferior 
ships.  We  have  good  first-class  ships 
— and  we  are  building  others,  such  as 
the  NiU  and  the  Trafalgar — ready  to 
fight  the  first-clasa  ships  of  other  nations, 
and  if  the  House  and  the  country 
is  willing  to  spend  more  money, 
the  Navy  will  fling  up  their  hats 
with  joy  and  give  thanks.  Then,  again, 
one  remark  of  the  noble  Lord  puned 
me  very  much.  He  spoke  with  a  great 
deal  of  skill,  and  I  ^ould  like  to  tell 
him  that  he  will  have  the  united  thanks 
of  the  whole  Service  if  he  can  reduce 
the  expenditure  of  these  Establishments. 
We  are  not  in  favour  of  extravagance. 
There  are  no  men  who  are  so  economical 
as  naval  men  when  they  are  in  command 
of  their  ships.  I  will  give  an  instance 
which  occurred  when  I  was  a  yonng 
officer.  All  the  running  gear  had  been 
unroved  and  surveyed  and  condemned, 
but  the  captain  looked  at  the  ropes 
himself,  and  he  ordered  us  to  reeve 
the  old  gear  end  for  end.    That  meaoa 
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that  ttio  ends  that  were  on  deck  vent 
up  aloft,  and  thoae  aloft  came  on 
deok.  ThuB  the  oountiy  vas  aared  a 
Goneiderable  expenditure.  Naval  men 
are  the  advocates  of  economy.  Why, 
our  ships  are  only  allowed  to  sbsam  five 
knots,  so  as  not  to  burn  too  much  coal ; 
and  every  olBcer  knows  that  if  he  goes  be- 
yond tt  certain  speed  he  has  to  justify  it 
when  he  comes  into  port.  All  naval 
men  are  Iriends  of  economy,  and  ire 
shall  be  rejoiced  if  the  cost  of  the  Naval 
Establishments  can  be  reduced  without 
impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  Service. 
But  the  nobleIiOTd,aa  I  said,  pained  me 
by  ono  remark  he  made.  That  was 
about  closing  Sheemeas  Dockyard.  I  do 
Dot  wish  it  to  be  shut  up.  We  have  not 
too  many  in  time  of  war.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  look  at  it  from  a  peace  point  of 
view  i  bat  we  keep  up  the  Navy  for  an 
abnormal  state  of  things — vhich  is  a 
state  of  war— and,  therefore,  I  aay  it 
would  be  wild  folly  to  shut  up  Sheemess 
J)ockyard.  Then,  again,  he  spoke  of 
closing  up  the  foreign  yards.  But  they  are 
something  more  than  repairing  yards, 
they  are  great  ooaliag  stations,  and  I  say 
we  cannot  afford  to  close  any  one  of  them. 
The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  Hong  Kong  as 
of  no  use;  but  all  naval  men  know  that  it 
is  of  enormous  importance  to  this  country 
as  a  coaling  station.  Then  he  spoke 
slightingly  of  the  three  depots  on  the 
North  American  station.  Well,  I  speak 
in  the  presence  of  a  late  Commander 
of  that  station  (Admiral  Sir  John  Com- 
merell),  who  will  correct  me  if  I  am 
wrong,  and  I  do  not  think  he  is  in 
favour  of  abolishing  any  one  of  them. 
Everything  should  be  looked  at  from 
the  point  of  view  of  war,  and  looked  at 
from  that  point  of  view  I  say  we  have 
not  a  coating  station  too  many.  We  want 
more.  The  grievous  thing  is  that  they 
are  not  defended,  and  all  because  the 
House  hampers  the  Members  of  the 
Oovemment,  and  will  not  vote  the  money 
necessary  to  fortify  the  coaling  stations ; 
and  if  there  was  a  state  of  war  we  should 
be  in  a  panic.  Much  has  been  said  on 
the  importance  of  maintaining  our  Dock- 
yard Establishments,  although  there  is  a 
great  desire  on  the  part  of  many  to 
reduce  that  expenditure.  Of  the  fixed 
establishments  I  do  not  express  an 
opinion ;  but  of  this  I  am  quite  certain, 
that  one  great  defect  of  the  present 
system  is  that  the  Comptrollers  De- 
partment—which  the  hoD.  Member  for 
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Jarrow  (Sir  Charles  Palmer)  viahea  to 
abolish — is  immensely  over-worked  and 
under-manned.  Touhave  but  one  naval 
officer  at  the  head  of  it,  and  naval  men 
feel  that  another  naval  officer  is  urgently 
needed  there.  Call  him  what  you  like 
— an  Aflsiatant  oraDeputy  Cofiiptioller — 
but  I  say  such  an  officer  would  be  of 
enormous  service.  I  know  these  views 
are  shared  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) ;  at  least 
I  should  like  to  challenge  him  to  say 
whether  he  does  not  agree  with  me.  One 
word  more  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Heed.)  He  spoke 
rather  in  &vour  of  building  in  private 
yards  than  tn  Dockyards,  on  the  score  of 
expense.  It  has  been  well  said  by  other 
Members  who  have  taken  part  in  this 
debate,  that  the  proper  view  to  take  is, 
that  they  are  National  Establishments 
and  a  portion  of  the  preparations  under- 
taken  for  the  defence  of  the  country  in 
time  of  war.  We  never  ought  to  separate 
the  DodEyards  trom  the  Naval  Service 
proper  ;  it  is  one  great  Service — and  one 
depends  on  the  other — and  if  you  inter- 
fere with  the  efficiency  of  the  Yards  yon 
interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy. 
It  would  be  a  bad  day  for  the  Navy  if, 
through  mistaken  views,  you  were  seri- 
ously  to  interfere  with  the  establish- 
ments of  the  great  Yards  and  cut  them 
down  to  a  position  of  inefficiency.  In 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  when  a  ship 
comes  from  a  private  yard,  although 
it  may  be  well  fitted,  we  have  to  lay 
out  a  lot  of  money  afterwards.  Does 
the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Edward  Beed), 
forget  the  case  of  the  Ntptuna  ?  She 
was  built  for  the  Brazilian  Oovern- 
ment,  and  we  bought  her  out  of  the 
Vote  of  £6,000,000.  But  we  found  she 
was  perfectly  unfit  to  be  sent  to  sea  with- 
out  a  very  large  expenditure,  she  had 
not  even  a  collision  bulkhead.  That  is 
only  one  case  of  a  ship  built  in  a  private 
yard.  Then  take  the  case  of  the  25  tor- 
pedo boats  designed  hurriedly  during 
the  late  Bussian  scare.  Who  designed 
them?  They  were  designed  on  the  re< 
sponsibility  of  the  Contractor's  Depart- 
ment ;  but  we  were  told  that  they  were 
never  submitted  to  the  Board  as  a  whole, 
and,  in  fact,  they  were  designed  by  the 
private  yards.  But  what  happened  in 
the  case  of  these  boats?  we  had  to 
spend  £d4S  per  boat  to  alter  the 
bottle-nosed  bows ;  and  I  believe  that 
is    not    all    the    expenditure,     I    am 


>v  Google 


lOOMMOKS} 


1291  Svppig— 

told  privately  that  the  cost  was  very 
much  under- estimated.  There  v as  never 
a  ebip  vhich  came  from  a  private 
yard  on  vhicb  a  lai^  expeDditure 
of  money  has  not  been  neceBsaiy.  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  this  point.  In  Portsmouth  Dockyard 
there  are  now  some  of  the  new  torpedo 
boats— I  mean  of  the  Seout  olasa — which 
come  to  us  from  private  yards ;  and  the 
men  at  the  Dockyards  vere  employed 
cutting  holes  in  them  in  order  to  fit  the 
apparatus  for  the  torpedo.  Naturally, 
the  question  arises— "Why  could  not 
these  holes  be,  if  nut  fitted,  at  least,  loft 
for  the  reception  of  the  apparatus,  in- 
etoad  of  its  being  left  for  tbe  Dockyard 
men  to  do  ?  "  I  feel  I  have  already  tres- 
passed too  long  on  the  Committee  at 
this  hour,  and  I  thank  the  Committee 
for  the  attention  they  have  given  me. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Before  the  debate  cloaeB,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  very  few  words  for 
the  purpose  of  thanking  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddiugton  (Lord 
Bandolpb  Churchill)  for  bis  very  able 
and  effective  speech,  aad  wishing  him 
well  in  his  crusade  against  Dockyard 
mismanagemeiit,  a  subject,  however,  on 
which  it  is  much  more  easy  tp  talk  than 
to  work  with  any  effect.  I  am  incliued  to 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  that  in  some  respects 
he  baa  overstated  bis  case ;  and  there  is 
a  great  deal  in  the  remark  of  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  East 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
that  esaggeralions  of  that  kind  do  harm 
by  putting  the  Department  on  its  defen- 
sive, and  by  obliging  Ministers  to  answer 
them,  when  in  reality  they  are  only 
too  glad  to  cope  with  other  evils  which 
they  are  aware  of.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Sandolpb  Churchill),  for  instance, 
gave  us  a  long  list  of  ships  whose  re- 
pairs, he  said,  had  cost  more  than  their 
original  value ;  but  these  repairs 
have  been  spread  over  a  very  large 
number  of  years,  in  some  cases  as  many 
as  15  or  20.  In  the  case  of  a  ship  like 
the  Minotaur,  which  has  been  15  or  18 
successive  years  in  Commission,  the  re- 

{lairs  amount  in  the  aggregate  to  a  very 
arge  sum,  very  likely  equalling  her 
original  cost.  That  is  not  to  bo  wondered 
at.  It  would  be  equally  the  case  with  any 
merchant  ship  in  constant  service.  That 
is  an  illustration  of  how  cases  may  be 
Admiral  Field 
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overstated.  At  the  same  time,  there  is  a 
good  deal  in  what  the  noble  Lord  has 
said,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  very  succesafnl 
in  bringing  his  great  influence  to  bear 
upon  the  subject.  Some  of  Ms  instances 
were  rather  of  ancient  date;  when  he 
spoke  about  the  Inflexible  be  seemed  to 
forget  that  a  Boyal  Commission  was 
appointed  during  the  course  of  building, 
and,  in  consequence  of  the  Report  of  that 
Commission,  very  great  changes  were 
made  in  the  construction,  which  added 
enormously  to  her  cost,  and  were  the  cause 
of  the  very  great  delay  which  took  place. 
I  am  very  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
that  the  Board  have  set  their  faces 
against  changes  during  construction. 
Every  civilian  who  has  ever  been  con* 
nected  with  the  Board  of  Admiralty  baa 
fullyappreciatedtbeTeryseriousespendt- 
ture  and  waste  arising  from  changes  of 
this  kind.  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  imputing 
anything  wrong  to  naval  ofGcers  when  I 
say  that  changes  of  this  kind  generally 
come  from  them,  Whenever  a  new 
Admiral  comes  in  as  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance,  or  as  Comptroller,  or  aa  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
there  are  recommendations  of  improve- 
ments in  the  vessels  under  construction, 
which  it  requires  a  very  strong  First  Lord 
and  a  very  strong  Board  to  say  "No" 
to.  For  my  part,  during  the  time  I  had 
any  influence  there  I  always  used  it  in 
that  direction,  holding  that  it  is  better 
to  spend  money  on  fresh  construction 
rather  than  on  improving  things  which 
have  already  been  decided  upon,  and, 
perhaps,  partially  carried  out.  If  the 
present  Board  will  stand  firm,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  considerable  economies  will 
be  effected  in  this  direction.  A  most 
important  part  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  was  that 
in  which  he  referred  to  the  very  large  in- 
crease in  the  Dockyard  wages,  which,  I 
think,  he  said  had  doubled  since  18B2-S. 
I  caunot  help  thinking  that  the  einphyi* 
of  the  larger  Dockyards  have  now  be- 
come GO  numerous  that  those  in  charge 
are  unable  to  control  them ;  and  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  a  wise  policy  greatly  to 
reduce  the  number  of  meu  in  the  Dock- 
yards, and  to  go  back  to  the  condition  of 
former  times  when  more  work  was  given 
to  private  yards.  This  may  not  be  a  very 

Eopular  policy  in  the  Dockyard  towns; 
nt  we  have  been  told  by  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  EastMary- 
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lebone,  that  the  Board  U  prepared  to 
act  with  considerations  of  this  kind ; 
and  I  hope  that,  even  at  the  risk  of 
lostDg  a  few  seats,  the  present  Board  will 
persevere  in  the  policy  which  has  been 
enunciated  by  the  nohle  Lord.  I  ajpreo 
with  a  great  deal  of  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaanrj  said  of 
the  political  and  social  difficulties  in  the 
Dockyards;  but  I  can  assure  him  he 
will  not  find  any  increase  of  those  diffi- 
culties &oni  this  side  of  the  House.  We 
will  endeavour,  to  the  beet  of  our  ability, 
to  assist  him  in  any  reforms  which  he 
may  attempt  to  carry  out.  I  hope  the 
same  may  be  the  case  in  the  Dockyards. 
Kext  year  there  will  be  a  considerable 
reduction  iu  the  Dockyard  Vote,  due  to 
the  completion  of  the  works  now  in  hand. 
An  opportunity  will  be  afforded  for 
great  economy  somewhere,  and  the 
question  will  arise  whether  that  economy 
ehall  be  made  in  the  direction  of  private 
work,  in  tedncing  the  number  of  hands 
in  the  Dockyards.  I  hope  the  noble 
Iiord  will  seriously  consider  the  policy 
of  reducing  the  number  of  men  em- 
^oyed  there.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  longer.  I  have  given  Kotice 
of  my  intention  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Tote  by  £1,000,  with  a 
view  of  raising  an  important  ques- 
tion as  to  the  expediency  of  appoint- 
ing a  Hoyal  Commission  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  design  of  vessels 
completing.  If  I  do  not  bring  on  that 
Motion  at  the  present  time  it  is  because 
I  think  it  better  to  postpone  it  to  Yote 
10,  to  which,  perhaps,  it  more  properly 
refers.  There  is  one  further  point  I  have 
to  notice,  to  which  I  have  already,  on  a 
previous  occasion,  somewhat  briefly 
alluded.  It  is  tbis,  that  the  principal 
alteration  effected  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in 
the  Dockyards  does  not  go  far  enough. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  Civil  aesistants  to  the  Su- 
perintendents of  Dockyards  is,  on  the 
whole,  a  wise  appointment.  It  is,  per- 
haps, a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  it 
is  not  a  very  small  step.  These  officers 
have  no  responsibilities,  and  have  no 
power  to  give  an  order  to  any  single 
person  in  the  yards.     They  are  highly 

§aid  advisers  of  the  naval  auperinten- 
ents.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  doing 
away  with  Naval  Superintendents; 
but  I  believe  the  true  policy  is  to 
build  up,  under  Naval  Snperintendente, 


a  complete  Hyatem  of  Civil  management, 
and  that  you  should  make  a  ^ngle 
civilian  responsible  for  the  work  of 
the  Dockyard.  For  that  purpose  there 
should  be  an  officer  immediately  under 
theNaval  Superintendent,  as  responsible 
OD  the  whole  of  the  administration  and 
work  of  the  yard.  But  as  far  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  the  new  officer  has  no 
responsibility.  He  has  power  of  giving 
an  order,  nor  control  over  the  Dock- 
yard in  any  way.  Therefore  I  can- 
not but  think  that  his  energies  will 
be,  to  a  large  extent,  wasted.  I  believe 
it  will  be  neceeaary  to  go  further,  and 
to  build  up,  through  the  means  of  these 
officers,  a  complete  Civil  management 
of  the  Dockyards. 

Ma.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Burr) : 
Before  this  discussion  closes  I  should 
like  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  on 
a  question  of  accounts,  which  I  have, 
in  previous  years,  brought  before  the 
Committee.  I  have  looked  very  care- 
fully through  these  Estimates  to  find  if 
there  is  any  account  given  of  the  receipts 
of  money  at  the  Dockyards.  There  is 
not  a  single  figure  or  letter  to  show  that 
any  money  has  been  received.  All  the 
figures  go  to  show  large  sums  of  money 
spent,  but  none  received.  Now,  there  is 
a  system  of  sales  at  the  Dockyards  of 
old  materials.  These  constantly  take 
place.  The  first  happened  some  time 
ago,  and  was  not  in  the  time  of  the 
present  or  the  late  Administration.  A 
large  quantity  of  tin  had  been  collected, 
to  the  extent  of  10  tons,  and  at  that 
time  tin  was  worth  £160  a-ton.  Well, 
itwas  sold  by  auction  at  the  Dockyard, 
and,  notwitstondiog  the  value  of  tin  at 
that  time,  it  was  knocked  down  for  £60 
a-ton.  That  represents  aloss  of  £1,000 
on  this  single  item.  I  happen  to  know 
the  man  who  bought  it,  and  I  got  this 
account  &om  him — that  two  or  three 
days  after  he  sold  it  at  a  profit  of 
£1,000.  Itake  tbis  item  to  show  what 
a  loss  there  must  be  in  the  course  of 
a  year.  A  little  later  a  considerable 
quantity  of  wood— of  very  special  value, 
because  it  would  not  warp — was  stored 
at  the  Dockyard.  It  had  been  kept  for 
some  time,  and  its  value  had  increased 
to  a  very  great  extent.  At  one  of  these 
sales,  not  very  long  ago,  this  wo^-*  —■ **■ 
sold  for  exactly  half  its  value, 
man  who  bought  it  sold  it  "' 
price.  Still  more  r 
cost  £66  to  build' 
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sum  of  36<.  These  sales— af  what  is 
culled  old  material,  thongh  it  U  not  old 
material— are  conBtantlv  taking  place  in 
the  Dockjarde,  and  there  seems  to  be  a 
complete  vaat  of  any  snpervisioii  of 
vhat  ia  sold.  I  am  oonyinced  that  a 
very  [&rge  sum  of  money  is  lost  to  the 
country  ia  this  way  every  year,  because 
almost  immediately  after  these  sales 
take  place  fresh  orders  are  given  for  the 
supply  of  these  very  materials.  It  must 
be  quite  olear  to  the  Committee  that 
this  system  opens  the  door  to  a  constant 
Buocesaion  of  irauds  year  after  year. 
I  am  not  able  to  say  that  fraud  has 
taken  place ;  but  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  aa  representing  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country,  to  see  that 
there  shall  be  such  a  supervision  in  the 
Dookyardswhidh,  with  very  lit  tie  trouble, 
would  prevent  these  opportunities  of 
fraud  altogether.  The  Btatements,  then, 
were  not  absolutely  denied,  and  the 
Committee  was  led  to  believe  that  tbey 
wore  considerably  exaggerated.  There- 
fore, I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  attention  to  the  system  of 
accounts.  You  give  no  amount  of 
these  receipts,  whether  they  be  large, 
or  whether  they  be  small,  and  it  leaves 
tho  matter  open  to  these  constant  annual 
frauds  on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £71,800,  Victualling  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad. 

(3.)  £65,900,  Medical  Establishments 
at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(4.)  £21,700,  Harioe  Divisions. 

Beaolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Beeolutions  [Idth  July]  rtporttd. 

First  Besolution  agreed  to. 

Second  Besolution  read  a  first  and 
second  time. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish, 
upon  this  Besolution,  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  whether  he  can  give  me 
the  information  he  promised  aa  to  the 
Belfast  Board  of  Oustoms,  and  also 
the  application  of  Belfast  for  a  City 
Charter? 

The  SECKETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
eUEY(Mr.  JAOKfloir)(Leeda,N.):  With 
reference  to  tho  first  question  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast— 
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namely,  the  status  of  the  Customs  estab- 
lishment there,  I  have  to  say  that  there 
is  no  classification  of  Customs'  ports  in 
classes.  The  salaries  of  the  staff  are 
regulated  by  the  amount  and  character 
of  the  general  shipping  trade  of  the  par- 
ticular port,  and  not  solely  by  the 
amount  of  revenue  oolleoted  at  the 
port.  There  ia  this  peculiarity  aa  to 
the  salaries  connected  with  Belfast  and 
Dublin.  The  salary  of  the  present 
Collector  at  Dublin  was  £1,000  a-year; 
and,  in  fact,  £1,000  is  P^id  to  the  pre- 
sent holder  of  the  office;  but  by  a 
Treasury  Order  of  the  3rd  December, 
1885,  I  think  the  salary  of  the  Collector 
at  Dublin  was  reduced  to  £700  a-year, 
and  when  the  present  officer  vacates  bis 
office,  his  successor  will  not  receive  more 
than  £700  a-year.  I  think  that  answers 
the  hon.  Member's  question  so  far  as 
claeeifioation  goes.  With  regard  to  the 
other  question — ^namely,  the  Charter 
which  had  been  applied  for  for  Belfast, 
it  appears  that  this  question  has  been 
before  the  Law  Officers  in  coneequance 
of  some  difficulties,  and  that  eomeinfor- 
mation  was  necessary  before  the  case 
could  bo  put  in  complete  form.  I  am 
informed  that  only  to-day  was  the  in* 
formation  received  from  the  Town  Clerk 
of  Belfast  to  enable  the  case  to  be  put 
before  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  in 
order  that  an  answer  might  be  given. 

Ma.  SEXTON:  The  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  satisfactory  as  regards 
the  Charter.  There  can  be  no  reason  for 
the  demand  of  so  importautacommunit; 
as  Belfast  being  refused.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the classificationof  ports,  I  would 
just  point  out  some  anomalies.  Take 
the  Fort  of  Bristol.  In  point  of  revenue 
Bristol  holds  a  very  low  place  as  com- 
pared with  Belfast.  Yet  I  understand 
Bristol  holds  a  higher  place  than  Belfast 
in  reapect  of  classification.  Then  the 
receipts  at  Glasgow  are  only  half  what 
tbey  are  at  Belfast.  The  receipts  at 
Glasgow  and  Hull  only  equal  those  at 
Belfast,  yet  Belfast  holds  a  lower  place 
than  either  Glasgow  or  Hull  as  regards 
staff.  Whether  you  consider  solely  the 
question  of  revenue,  or  the  question  also 
of  general  trade,  Belfast  ia  entitled  to  a 
higher  place  in  the  scale  than  it  receives 
from  the  Board  of  Customs.  I  am  also 
advised  that  Belfast  is  entitled  to  a 
more  efficient  staff  than  it  has  at  pre- 
sent, and  that  the  Collector  of  Customs 
there,  who  ia  a  highly  efficient  officer 
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will  be  removod  to  another  post,  unless 
the  classtfioation  ia  altered.  I  think  the 
Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury  will  find  that, 
althoQ^h  there  is  no  classification,  yet 
there  is  some  list  or  rating — I  think 
rating  is  the  vord.  At  the  present 
moment  I  shall  press  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man no  further  than  to  ask  him  respect- 
fully to  give  his  attention  to  the  question. 
Beeolution  agriid  to. 
Third  Resolution  agrtti  to. 

YOTE  OK  ACCOUMT,  £1,885,100. 
Resolution  [I5th  July")  repwUd. 
Db.  OLABK  (Caithness) :  Upon  this 
Resolution,  I  [wish  to  ask  whether  the 
Secretary  to  ihB  Treasury  will  reply  to 
certain  questions  I  put  to  him  in  Oom- 
nittee  as  to  the  barrier  put  in  the  way 
of  die  Groftera  Act  being  carried  out. 
It  has  been  in  operation  nov  for  nearly 
12  months,  ana  not  a  loan  has  been 
carried  out.  I  wish  to  know  how  long 
the  Government  intend  this  condition  of 
things  to  remain  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
am  extremely  sorry  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  raised  this  question  the  other 
day  was  obliged  to  leave  the  House  be- 
fore my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  who  was  prepared 
to  answer  the  questions  then  rose.  But 
I  may  point  oat  that  the  share  which 
the  Treasury  has  in  the  setting  of  these 
terms,  and  of  these  rules  and  regula- 
tions in  regard  to  lending  money  to  the 
crofters  under  this  Act,  is  simply  the 
approving  of  the  rules  and  transmitting 
them;  and,  therefore,  the  responsibility 
of  drawing  up  the  rules  rests  with  the 
Soottish  Office — at  any  rate,  not  with 
the  Treasury.  I  am  merely  showing 
you  the  share  which  the  Treasury  has 
in  the  matter,  and  I  am  only  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  here  the  other 
day,  because  the  Lord  Advocate  was 
desirous  to  make  bis  explanation,  and 
would  have  made  it  had  not  the  hon. 
Member  gone. 
Resolution  agre»d  to. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (SCOTLAND)  PKOCB- 

DURB  (No.  2]  BILL.— [Bn.1.  198.] 

[ThtLaid  Advocate,  Mr.  Steretary  MaUhtwi,  Mr, 

EtlUiUiT  atneraifoT  Seotfani.) 

THmD  KSASina. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read,  and 

iitchargedt — Bill  r#-M»fflt^<M,  in  respect 


of  Clauses  40,  42,  43,  51,  and  a  new 
Clause;  coiuidertd  in  Committee,  and 
reported:  as  amended,  eontidered. 

Tira  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  With  the  consent 
of  the  House  I  would  like  to  take  the 
third  reading  now. 

Me.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire):  I  object  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  have  put  down 
a  block  to  it. 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  Yon 
cannot  block  a  Bill  on  its  third  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — 
(7S»  Lord  Advocate,) — ^pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patted. 

TRUCK  BILL.— [Bill  2BB.] 

{Mr.  BrarOaugh,  Mr.  IVarmingtott,  Mr.  John 
Ellii,  Mr.  ArlAur  WiUiaiiu,  Mr.  Smoard 
Viattnt,  Mr.  Sithment.) 

THIBD  BXADIHO. 

Order  for  Third  Readiug  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — i^Mr.  Bradlattgk.) 

Mb.  OREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  Before  this  Bill  passes  its  final 
stage,  I  wish  to  express  my  deep  regret 
at  its  imperfect  character,  and  that  it  will 
still  leave  unredressed  many  grievances 
from  which  thousands  of  working  men 
suffer.  It  will  be  in  the  reoolleo- 
tion  of  hon.  Members  who  attended 
the  Committee  and  the  Report  stage 
that  an  earnest  effort  was  made  by  £e 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Lanark- 
shire (Mr.  Donald  Crawford)  to  intro- 
duce into  the  Bill  a  clause  giving  work- 
men a  right  to  appoint  their  own  medical 
officer.  A  more  reasonable  proposal  in 
my  Estimation  could  not  possibly  have 
been  made.  That  proposal  met  with 
the  most  determined  hostiUty  from  the 
author  of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (1^.  Bradlaugh),  and 
mainly  at  hie  instigation,  it  was  re- 
jected by  the  Committee.  I  was 
certainly  surprised  at  the  opposition 
which  was  offered  to  such  a  reason- 
able proposal.  It  seemed  to  me  that 
that  opposition  was  based  on  the 
course  which  in  the  past  was  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  working  men,  when 
we  were  told  our  duty  was  simply  to 
pay,  that  our  employers  were  very  much 
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better  judges  of  our  vaats  thsn.  we  were. 
Certain^,  it  does  aeem  to  me  onl; 
reasoaaolo  and  right  that  those  who 
have  to  pay  ought  to  have  a  Toios 
in,  and  the  right  of,  selecting  their  own 
medical  officer.  Against  the  exclusion 
of  such  a  very  wholesome  and  demo- 
cratic proTiaian  from  the  Bill  I  enter 
my  emphatic  protest.  Then  another 
clause  which  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
move,  was  one  to  exempt  workmen  from 
any  deductions.  I  did  bo  because  I 
thought  the  time  had  gone  by  when 
employers  ought  to  have  tho  right  to 
deduct  from  the  wages  of  the  workman, 
any  amount,  no  matter  however  small  it 
might  be ;  but  the  House  in  its  wisdom 
thought  otherwise,  and  the  clause  was 
negatived.  Then  I  introduced  another 
clause  to  exempt  from  any  such  deduc- 
tions workmen  who  had  already  made 
provision  for  sickness,  old  age  or  death, 
so  that  they  should  not  be  compelled  to 
pay  twice  over.  It  did  seem  to  me, 
now,  that  we  hare  huge  organizations 
such  aa  the  Oddfellows,  the  Foresters, 
and  the  large  and  powerful  trades 
unions,  and  that  nearly  every  workman 
has  made  provision  for  himself,  that 
there  was  no  necessity  that  this  coddling 
process  should  go  on.  There  might 
have  been  some  20  or  30  years  ago, 
when  the  practice  was  first  introduced, 
a  necessity  for  these  funds— and  I  have 
no  doubt  many  employers  were  actuated 
by  most  benevolent  motives— but  the 
necessity  for  them  has  now  been  super- 
seded by  the  operation  of  the  societies 
to  which  I  have  referred.  Again  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  inter- 
posed, and  the  House  decided  to  reject 
that  clause.  Then  there  was  another 
veiy  wholesome  provision  attempted  to 
be  introduced,  to  compel  employers  to 
render  a  statement  of  the  income  and 
expenditure  in  matters  of  this  kind  with 
respect  to  deductions,  and  for  the  life  of 
me  I  am  unable  to  conceive  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  could 
have  opposed  such  a  wholesome  pro- 
vision as  that.  Burely,  when  workmen 
are  compelled  to  pay.thoy  have  a  right 
to  know  what  is  done  with  the  money 
taken  from  their  wages.  At  the  insti- 
gation of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton the  House  rejected  that  clause ; 
but,  a  clause,  which  was  introduced  by 
thehon.  Member  for  North-East  Lanark- 
shire, and  which  provided  in  part  for 
a  statement  of  income  and  expenditure, 
Jfr.  Cremer 
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was  accepted.  Now,  the  Bill  is  i 
anomalous  condition,  that  where 
ployers  make  deductions  from  the  wages 
of  workmen  for  the  purpose  of  school 
fees  and  for  tho  purpose  of  medical 
attendance,  they  will  be  compelled  to 
provide  their  workpeople  with  a  balance 
sheet  showing  what  has  been  done  with 
the  money  which  they  receive.  So  that 
when  pence  are  collected — and  for  tho 
purpose  of  school  fees  and  medical 
attendance  it  will  only  amount  to  pence 
— a  balance-sheet  will  have  to  be  pro- 
vided by  the  employer  for  his  work- 
men ;  but  in  the  case  of  a  benevolent 
fund,  where  shillings  would  be  deducted, 
the  employer  would  not  be  compelled  to 
provide  his  workmen  with  a  balance 
sheet.  It  seems  to  me  an  anomaly  to 
compel  employers  to  render  a  statement 
in  regard  to  small  deductions,  and  not 
to  enforce  the  same  conditions  in  regard 
to  the  greater.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  taunted  me  with  my 
ignorance  on  this  subject,  and  I 
frankly  admit  that  my  only  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  has  been  acquired 
by  something  like  20  years'  experience 
in  workshops  and  on  scaffolds,  and 
never  having  seen  a  balance  sheet  of  the 
money  deducted,  or  the  way  in  which 
it  has  been  expended.  What  is  the 
practice  that  obt^ns  amongst  em- 
ployers? Some  employers  deduct  from 
the  wages  of  their  workmen,  and 
hand  over  to  a  Committee  of  work- 
men tho  money  which  they  have  ao 
deducted ;  and  the  committee  distribute 
the  funds  and  render  an  account  to 
their  fellows  of  the  money  which  they 
had  received  from  their  employers,  and 
the  way  in  which  they  had  expended 
it ;  but  there  are  other  instances  —  a 
great  many,  unfortunately  —  of  em- 
ployers who  deduct  these  moneys  from 
the  wages  of  their  workmen,  and  retain 
them  in  their  possession.  There  is  no 
committee,  no  check,  and  no  audit.  The 
workmen  never  know  what  is  done  with 
the  money  which  they  are  compelled  to 
hand  over  to  the  employer,  or  his  agent. 
It  seems  to  me  a  monstrous  thiog  that 
thissystemehouldgoonnuohecked;  and 
it  will,  because  of  the  exclusion  from 
the  Bill  of  that  wholesome  provision  in 
the  clause  that  I  moved,  and  which 
would  hare  met  this  difficulty.  I  have 
been  informed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Ashburton  Division  of  Devonshire 
(Mr.  Seale  Hayne)  that  in  the  mining 
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districts  of  Cumwall,  the  employers  do 
not  keep  accounta  of  the  deductions  they 
make  from  the  workmen;  and  it  " 
mixed  up  with  their  capital.  In  many 
instancea  the  employers  act  in  a  most 
beaeTolent  spirit  to  their  workmen,  and 
supplement  the  amount  they  deduct 
from  the  workmen's  wages  by  grants 
from  thsir  private  purse.  But  there  are 
a  large  Dumber  of  employers — espe- 
cially the  smallsr  employers — who  make 
deductions  from  the  wages  of  their  work- 
men ;  and  frequently  they  become  bank- 
rupt, and  the  workmen  do  not  get  a  single 
farthing  from  the  funds  to  which  they 
have  been  compelled  to  subscribe.  No 
balance  sheet  is  oyer  published,  and 
no  account  is  rendered  to  the  workmen, 
and  no  account  is  giren  of  the  way  in 
which  the  money  is  expended.  If  all 
employers  were  good  men — I  do  not  say 
they  are  all  bad  men — there  would  have 
been  no  necessity  for  this  Bill.  The 
very  fact  that  this  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced proves  that  bad  practioes  obtain 
on  the  part  of  a  considerable  number  of 
employers ;  and  it  was  to  meet  those 
bad  practices,  and  to  prevent  their  con- 
tinuance, that  this  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced. I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton's 
experiences  of  the  practices  obtaining 
among  the  mining  organizations  of  the 
Northern  part  of  the  Kingdom,  led 
him  to  the  conclusion  that  the  practices 
obtained  generally;  but  it  was  with  some 
surprise  that lobserved  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth(Mr.Burt)oppose  this  olaase; 
because  he  frankly  admitted  he  knew  no- 
thing about  the  organizations  of  the 
workmen  in  any  other  part  of  the  King- 
dom— that  his  knowledge  was  conGned 
to  the  miners  of  the  North,  whose  in- 
terests he  BO  well  repreeeuts  in  this 
House.  In  the  North  of  England, 
where  dedudions  are  made  from  the 
wages  of  their  workmen  by  the  em- 
ployers, it  is  done  with  .the  full  know- 
ledge, and  consent,  and  concurrence, 
and  I  may  sav  the  wish  of  the  mining 
population ;  fcut  the  employers,  after 
the  deductions  have  been  made  by 
themselves  or  their  agents.  Immediately 
hand  over  the  amount  to  a  committee  of 
workmen  who  receive  and  distribute  the 
funds.  I  imagine  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  thought  that  practice  ob- 
tained all  over  the  Kingdom.  [Mr. 
Bradlauoe  dissented.]  He  shakes  his 
head,  but  that  makss  his  position  all  the 


more  unintelligible.  Having  failed  in 
that  direction,  I  sought  to  induce  the 
House  to  accept  another  clause,  giving 
compensation  to  workmen  when  they 
are  discharged  from  their  employment 
after  having  contributed  for  a  long  time 
to  such  funds.  Some  employers  make 
a  practice  of  giving  compensation  to 
workmen  in  such  a  case.  For  instance, 
the  London  and  North-Westem  Bail- 
way  Company  compensate  their  work- 
men when  they  are  discharged  from 
their  employment  after  having  sub- 
scribed to  funds  of  that  kind,  and  I 
sought  to  make  it  compulsory  on  all 
employers  to  do  what  the  London  and 
North-Western  Railway  Company  does 
voluntarily.  And  I  am  thoroughly 
amazed  to  see  how  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  could    have  opposed 

clause  of  that  kind,  containing  such 

t  equitable  and  just  provision.  I 
should  like  to  ask,  in  conclusion,  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  how 
any  hon.  Member  of  this  House,  would 
like  to  have  deductions  made  from  his 
income,  and  then  be  cast  adrift  at  any 
period  when  it  suited  those  who  made 
the  deductions,  without  a  farthing  of 
compensation  ?  It  seems  to  me  monstrous 
that  such  a  system  should  continue— a 
system  involving  practices  which  might 
have  been  put  an  end  to  by  the  clauses 
to  which  I  have  referred,  but  which 
have  been  rejected  by  the  House  at  the 
instigation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  It  is  against  the  rejection 
of  these  clauses  and  against  the  imper- 
fect nature  of  the  Bill  that  I  have 
entered  my  protest,  and  having  entered 
it  in  the  name  of  tens  of  thousands  of 
workmen,  whose  grievances  will  still  be 
untouched,  I  shall  offer  no  further  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  a.aipaued. 

MOTIONB. 

LABOURERS  ALLOTMENTS  BILL. 
HOTIOM  FOB  LEAVE.      FIRST  BXADHTO. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RiroHre) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Bill  which  I  am  now  about  to  ask  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  introduce  dealing 
with  allotments  formed,  as  the  House 
is  aware,  a  portion  of  the  programme  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  com- 
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niennement  of  the  SeBBion,  and  was  in- 
cluded among  those  measures  to  which 
reference  was  macle  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
pledge  was  given  at  that  time,  of 
intention  of  t^e  Qovernment  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  pledge  has  been  repeated 
on  mors  than  one  occasion  hj  various 
Uemben  of  the  GoToroment.  Although 
the  oiroumstances  of  the  Session  have 
been  such  as  hare  prevented  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  from  dealing  with  the  subject  at 
an  earlier  period,  they  have  never  aban- 
doned the  hope  that  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  they  would  be  able  to  in- 
troducethoBill.andthat  the  House  would 
pass  it  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 
The  question  is  recognized  on  all  hands 
as  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
requires  to  be  dealt  with  as  soon  as  the 
Govemment  could  possibly  undertake  it, 
and  although  the  period  of  the  Session 
is  now  very  far  advanced,  we  believe 
that  the  proposals  which  the  Government 
are  about  to  make  will  so  recommend 
themselves  to  the  House,  and  we  believe 
the  interest  the  House  and  the  public 
feel  in  the  question  is  so  great  that  we 
have  every  reason  to  hope  that  the  Bill 
I  am  about  \a  ask  the  leave  of  the 
Housetointroduce  will  pass  through  the 
House  with  the  assistance  of  all  parties. 
It  is  unnecessary  tor  me  to  enlarge 
on  the  benefit  of  allotments  to  the  work- 
ing claesefl.  They  are,  rightly  used,  a 
valuable  means  of  education,  a  means 
by  which  the  working  classes  may  ele- 
vate themselves  inJ,o  a  position  of  manly 
independence  by  industry  and  sobriety, 
which  will  be  greatly  beneficial  to  them- 
selves, their  employers  and  the  whole 
oommunity,  whose  interests  are  very 
much  wrapped  up  in  the  interests  of  its 
individual  members.  The  Allotments 
Question  has  made  great  progress  during 
the  past  few  years.  According  to  Re- 
turns presented  to  Parliament  this  year, 
there  were  in  England  and  Wales  in 
1686,  detached  from  cottages  131,207 
allotments  each  under  an  eighth  of  an 
acre;  116,365,  between  one  -  eighth 
and  a  quarter  of  an  acre;  103,915 
between  a  quarter  of  au  acre  and 
one  acre;  and  of  allotmentewhich  hardly 
can  be  called  such,  of  between  one  and 
four  acres  35,036— in  all  386,fil3.  In 
addition  to  these,  there  were  allotments 
attached  to cottagesexceedingone-eighth 
of  an  acre,  to  the  number  of  2SS,805. 
Therefore,  the  number  of  allotments 
Mr.  Ritehia 


attached  to  and  detached  from  cottages 
in  England  and  Wales  are  no  less  than 
643,318.  According  to  the  same  Setum, 
the  number  of  agricultural  labourers  in 
England  and  Wdes  in  1881,  was  about 
800,000;  so  that  it  will  be  seen  that 
even  if  we  exclude  allotments  attached  to 
cottages  and  only  take  those  detached 
from  cottages,  nearly  one-half  of  the 
whole  number  of  agricultural  labourers 
in  England  and  Wales  have  been  pro- 
vided with  allatments.  Well,  it  will  be 
thus  seen  that  voluntaty  agreement  has 
done  much  to  meet  the  demand  for 
allotments,  and  it  is  clear  that  there  is 
no  great  indisposition  on  the  part  of 
landowners,  where  allotments  are  in 
general  request,  to  supply  the  demand, 
and  I  am  sure  that  no  one,  however  he 
may  desire  the  extension  of  the  number, 
no  one  will  deny  that  voluntary  agree- 
ment is  by  far  the  best  principle  by 
which  allotments  may  be  provided, 
and  has  the  best  chance  of  Buoeess. 
[Jfurmurs.]  I  do  not  ea;  that  we  are 
going  to  trust  io  purely  voluntary  agree- 
ment, but  I  do  say  that  the  voluntary 
system  to  meet  the  demand  has  the 
greatest  element  of  success.  Now,  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  which  the  Gkivemment 
are  about  to  introduce,  is  not  in  any  way 
to  do  away  with  voluntary  agreements, 
but  to  supplement  them  where  necessity 
arises.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
this  is  no  question  affectiog  exclusively 
agricultural  labourere,  dwellers  on  the 
outskirts  of  our  large  towns  are,  I  think, 
fully  as  much  interested  in  this  measure 
as  are  the  agricultural  labourers,  and  I 
venture  to  think  the  benefits  this  Allot- 
ments' Bill  will  confer  are  as  likely  to  be 
availed  of  by  labourers  in  the  one  case 
as  in  the  other.  By  the  proposals  of  this 
Bill  we  propose  to  place  allotments 
within  the  reach  of  labourers  on  the 
outskirts  of  towns,  as  well  as  of  agri- 
cultural labaurerB;  and  if  this  can  be 
ine  on  sound  priuciples,  it  will  bring 
ith  it  enormous  benefit  to  those  con- 
cerned. The  object  of  the  Bill  Is  not  (o 
supplant,  but  to  supplement  voluntary 
agreement  between  die  would-be  allot- 
ment holder  and  the  landowner;  there- 
fore the  Local  Authority  we  propose  to 
authorize  to  act  by  this  Bill  must  first 
satisfy  itself  that  allotments  cannot  be 
obtained  at  a  reasonable  rent  by  volun- 
tary agreement  between  owners  of  land 
suitable  for  allotments  and  the  applicants. 
On  being  satisfied  of  this,  it  will  be  the 
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duty  ofthe  authority  by  purchaee  or  hire, 
to  acquire  any  suitable  land  whioL  may 
lie  available  adequate  to  provide  a 
Bufficient  number  of  illotmonts,  and  to 
let  this  land  in  allotmants  to  persons 
resident  in  the  district.  This  obligation 
is,  however,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  laud  can  be  obtained  at  such  c  price 
or  rent  as  may  reaeonably  be  expected  to 
be  recouped  by  the  allotment  rents.  So 
far  the  arrangement  la  one  of  a  volun- 
tary character.  Firstofall,theapplicant8 
can  make  their  own  arrangement  with 
the  landowner,  then  to  meet  the  cases 
where  it  is  not  possible  for  applicants  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement  for  obtainiDg 
allotments,  though  the  landowuer  may 
be  qnite  willing  to  provide  them,  where 
in  fact,  some  organization  is  necessary 
to  produce  them,  we  make  it  the  duty  of 
the  Local  Authority  to  treat  with  the 
landowner.  And  now  the  question  arises 
what  is  the  Local  Authority  to  be? 
There  have  been  su^ested  die  Parish 
Authority,  the  County  Authority,  and 
the  Sanitary  Authority.  I  may  say,  at 
once,  we  do  not  propose  to  adopt  the 
Parish  Authority.  We  do  not  think  the 
Parish  organization  is  such  as  would 
justify  us  in  entrusting  it  with  this 
power  and  duty,  but  apart  from  that 
as  hon.  Members  are  well  aware 
the  number  of  extremely  small  parishes 
in  England  and  Wales  is  very  great, 
and  therefore  the  authority  in  a  large 
number  of  cases  would  be  an  authority 
over  a  very  small  area.  Well,  then 
there  is  the  County  Authority,  but  that 
authority,  as  at  present  constituted,  is 
not  an  elective  authority,  and  therefore 
do  not  think  that  it  is,  in  a  broad  sense, 
representative  of  the  ratepayers,  and  an 
authority  we  can  recommend  the  House 
to  adopt  for  the  performance  of  functions 
under  this  Bill.  Besides,  we  think  the 
area  is  too  large.  Then  the  authority 
we  do  propose  is  the  Local  Sanitary 
Authority.  The  Sanitary  Authority,  as 
members  ore  aware,  as  in  towns  tbe 
Town  Conncil,  in  local  Government 
areas  the  Local  Board,  in  rural  districts 
the  Guardians.  Then  arises  the  question, 
perhaps  one  of  tbe  most  important  in 
the  Bill,  what  is  to  be  done  in  cases 
where  there  is  a  demand  for  allotments 
which  cannot  bo  met  by  voluntary 
agreement  between  landowner  and  appli- 
cants, or  between  the  Local  Authority 
and  the  landowner  ?  My  own  eonviction 
is,  that  where  you  set  up  the  maohinery 


'  in  the  fullest  manner  we  propose  by  the 
Bill,  the  cases  will  be  rare  in  which  the 
demand  is  not  met  in  this  way ;  for  I 
really  believe  landowners  will  be  glad 
to  co-operate  with  applioants  and  with 
Local  Authorities  for  the  provision  of 
these  allotments ;  but  one  cannot  deny 
that  there  may  be  unreasonable  land- 
owners as  well  as  unreasonable  Local 
'  Authorities.  It  is  conceivable,  that 
although,  in  99  coses  out  of  100  the 
arrangements  will  bs  made  by  volun* 
tary  agreement,  yet  there  will  be  cases 
in  which  it  is  impossible  to  obtain 
voluntarily  that  for  which  there  is  a 
demand.  If  that  be  eo,  unless  there  is 
some  machinery  provided  to  meet  those 
cases,  the  exceptional  grievance  will  be 
all  the  more  intolerable ;  because  in  99 
cases  out  of  100  the  demand  is  met  by 
voluntary  agreement  between  landowner 
and  applicant.  While,  as  I  have  said, 
we  believe  the  safest  principle,  and  that 
which  bears  on  the  face  of  it  the  greatest 
chance  of  success,  is  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, we  are  reluctantly  compelled  to 
admit  that  unless  some  remedy  is  pro- 
vided against  the  action  of  the  unreason- 
able landowner  who  prevents  the  carry* 
ing  out  of  a  public  benefit,  the  Bill  will 
be  incomplete.  How  is  this  remedy  to 
be  provided?  The  Local  Authority 
might  be  empowered  to  apply  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  a  Provi- 
sional Order  under  the  Public  Healtli 
Act  of  1875.  But  that  is  a  proposal 
that  does  not  commend  itself  to  us.  We 
are  anxious,  even  in  cases  of  this  kind, 
that  what  is  meant  to  be  done  should  be 
done  in  a  mauner  to  cause  the  least 
amount  of  friction.  To  bring  in  a  Go- 
vernment Department  with  ita  Inspec- 
tors and  its  inquiry  would,  we  believe, 
lead  to  much  soreness  and  friction 
without  which  it  is  impossible  to  work. 
Government  inspection  and  inquiry  with 
reference  to  schemes  of  Local  Authori- 
ties under  the  Public  Health  Act  are 
not  only  desirable,  but,  in  most  coses, 
necessary.  The  sufficiency  and  necessity 
of  the  work  to  be  undertaken,  the  cost, 
the  period  for  which  tho  money  shall  be 
borrowed,  and  many  other  suohquestions, 
ore  all  matters  which  I  think  can  be  best 
inquired  into  by  a  central  Department, 
both  for  the  protection  of  present  and 
future  ratepayers  ;  therefore,  I  do  not 
wish  it  to  DO  imagined  that  I  am  in 
favxiur  of  abandoning  the  powers  which 
the  Local  Government  Board  possess. 
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On  the  contrary,  I  should  he  moat  un- 
williog  to  part  with  such  supervision  in 
■och  matters.  But  the  matter  in  ques- 
tion is,  in  my  opinion,  a  totally  different 
one  from  any  of  those  to  Trhioh  I  have 
alluded.  SpeciSo  powers  are  to  be  giren 
fbr  a  BpeoiGo  ohjeot  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rity. Parliament  imposes  a  special  duty 
on  the  authority,  and  it  ia  quite  un- 
necessary  for  the  Central  Department  to 
interfere.  Therefore.  I  am  not  favour- 
able to  the  proposal  that  the  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Board  should  intervene  be- 
tween the  Xiocal  Authority  and  unwilling 
landowners.  What  other  machinery  is 
there  available  ?  The  Local  Authority 
might  come  to  Parliament  for  a  special 
Act  in  every  individual  case.  Well,  I  do 
not  think  that  would  be  a  proposal 
acceptable  to  the  House.  It  would  be  ex- 
peosive,  and  would  therefore,  in  my  opi- 
nion, be  unworkable.  Local  Authorities 
wouldneveravail  themselves  of  BO  ezpen- 
■ive  and  cumbrous  a  machinery.  Having 
told  the  House  what  the  Government  do 
not  propose  to  do,  now  let  me  see  what 
we  do  propose.  As  the  House  is  aware, 
the  Oovemment  have  taken  the  first 
step  towards  the  reform  of  local  govern- 
ment throughout  England  and  Wales 
by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  to  appoint 
a  Boundary  Commission,  and  next  year 
they  hope,  at  the  very  earliest  period  of 
the  Session,  to  propose  a  Bill  to  com- 
plete the  work.  I  trust  the  House  will 
this  year  enable  them  to  begin.  By  this 
Bill  there  will  be  set  np  a  Representa- 
tive Autbority  in  every  county  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  to  this  authority 
we  propose  to  entrust  the  power  to  act 
in  those  oases  when  the  allotments  cannot 
he  obtained  by  voluntary  agreement 
with  the  applicant  or  with  the  Local 
Authority.  Where  the  Local  Authori- 
ties are  not  able,  by  hire  or  purchase, 
to  acquire  land  sufficient  for  allotments, 
then  Uiey  will  petition  the  County  Autho- 
rity to  make  a  Provisiooal  Order,  autho- 
rizing them  to  take  the  land  otherwise 
than  by  agreement,  the  County  Autho- 
rity being,  for  this  purpose,  clothed  wiLh 
the  powers  now  possessed  by  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  under  the  Public 
Health  Act.  It  will  he  the  daty  of  the 
County  Authority  to  inquire  into  the 
oiroumstanoes,  and,  being  satisfied,  they 
will  make  application  to  the  Local  Qo- 
Tomment  Board  to  introduce  a  Bill  into 
Parliament  confirming  the  Provisional 
Order,  Meantime,  pending  the  setting 
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up  of  the  County  Board,  County  Ssesions 
will  act.  Certain  rules  are  laid  down  in 
the  Bill,  providiog  that  no  park,  garden, 
or  pleasure  ground  attached  to,  or  r«< 
quired  for,  the  amenity  or  convenienoe 
of  any  dwelling  house  shall  be  token, 
and  that  regard  shall  be  had  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  holdings  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  the  convenience  of  any  other 
property  of  the  owner.  Ultimately,  it 
will  be  seen,  the  whole  qneetion  of 
acquiring  allotments,  voluntarily  or 
otherwise,  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Bepresentatlve  Bodies,  which  we  be- 
lieve will  be  the  best  means  of  satisfac- 
torily dealing  with  the  matter,  an  opi- 
nion in  which  I  hope  the  House  will 
concur.  Provision  is  made  in  the  Bill 
as  to  draining,  fencing,  dividing  the 
land,  making  roads,  and  the  apportion- 
ing of  ezpenses.  The  Local  Authorities 
are  to  make  regulations  for  the  letting 
and  management  in  the  allotments,  oud 
are  to  appoint  a  committee  or  commit- 
tees, consisting  partly  of  themselves  and 
partlyofratepayers  liable  to  contribute  to 
the  expenses  under  tiiis  Bill,  or  entirely 
of  such  ratepayers,  and  their  powers  and 
proceedings  will  be  such  aa  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Local  Authority.  In  this 
way  wehope  to  secure  the  best  men  in  the 
place  for  management  and  guidance,  in 
an  economical  manner,  of  the  allotments 
provided  by  the  Local  Authority.  The 
rents  are  to  be  such  as  may  be  reason- 
ably expected  to  ensure  the  authorities 
against  loss.  The  rates,  taxes,  and  tithe 
rent-charge  are  to  be  paid  by  the  autbo- 
rity,  and  apportioned  among  the  allot- 
ment holders.  Provison  is  made  for  the 
letting  of  any  allotment,  which  cannot  be 
let  in  accordance  with  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill,  and  for  the  sale  or  letting  of 
any  land  which  may  not  be  required ; 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act  in  relation  to  the  right 
of  pre-emption  of  superQuous  lands  are 
to  apply  to  the  sale  of  any  such  by  the 
Local  Autbority.  Ko  buildings  are  to  be 
erectedon  the  land.  Compensation  to  ont- 
going  tenants  will  be  provided,  we  hope, 
by  means  ofthe  Bill  promoted  hy  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Norf  oIk(Sil 
Edward  Birkbeok),  which  I  trust  will, 
withinashorttime.passthe House.  Only 
one  other  Doiut  remains  upon  which  the 
House  will  feel  interested,  and  that  is 
the  size  of  these  allotments.  It  is  mani- 
festly necessary  that  regard  should  be 
paid  by  the  Local  Authority  to  the  spe- 
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cial  oircnmBtanoeB  of  each  particular  case. 
I  am  aure  the  House  will  agree  that  no 
person  ought  to  ha?e  aa  allotmeat 
targer  than  he  is  able  to  atteod  to,  in 
addition  to  his  ordinal;  means  of  liveli- 
hood. We  do  not  propose,  it  is  not  in- 
tended that  an  allotment  shall  provide 
the  means  of  livelihood,  but  that  it 
should  supplement  other  labour ;  and  I 
am  assured  that  if  an;  other  plan  is 
sanctioned,  It  will  fail.  Of  couree, 
the  amount  of  land  an  allotment  holder 
can  attend  to  will  depend  on  circum- 
stances— the  proximity  of  the  laud  to 
his  house,  the  aize  of  his  family,  and  the 
nature  of  his  occupation.  Out  of  386,000 
existing  allotments  detached  from  cot- 
tages, some  240,000  are  under  a  quarter 
of  an  acre,  and,  probably,  the  great 
bulk  of  allotments  under  this  Bill  will 
not  exceed  that  size.  But  there  are 
140,000  allotments  between  a  quarter  of 
an  acre  and  an  acre  ;  and  we  think  it  is 
undesirable  to  limit  the  Local  Authority, 
vhere  they  may  feel  justified,  in  going 
to  the  extent  of  the  largest  of  meee. 
We  propose  to  put  the  limit  of  the 
allotnients  at  one  acre.  At  this  late 
hour,  1  am  unwilling  to  trouble  the 
House  with  more  details.  I  have  gone 
through  what  1  think  are  the  principal 
points  of  the  Bill,  as  to  which  the  House 
will  feel  interest,  and  I  trust  the  House 
will  consider  the  Bill  is  drawn  on  such 
broad  and  safe  lines  as  to  command  Its 
approval.  I  am  sure  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  the  Bill  in  their  hands,  they 
will  find  my  description  amply  borne 
out,  and  I  trust  the  measuie  will  com- 
mend itself  to  Parliament  and  the  coun- 
try. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  provision  of  Allotments  for 
the  Labouring  Olasaes," — (i/r,  Ritekie,') 
— put,  and  agrted  to. 

Bill  trderei  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
ErrcHiE,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  and 
Mr.  W.  H.  Long. 

Bill  preiented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  32  a.] 

POOR    LAW   SETTLEMENT    AND    REUOTAL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norton,  Bill  to  ameoti  the 
Lav  relating  to  Ibc  Settlotneot  and  Removal  ol 
the  Poor  in  Boglaiid,  ordtred  to  be  brought  in 
bT  Mr.  Norton,  Sir  Edward  Biikbeck,  and  Hr. 
Piokengtll. 
PiUf»vMntoj,andrw4Mie  first  time.  [BillSSD.] 


TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
faulitate  the  providon  of  Technical  Inatmc- 
tion."— (J.y  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke.) 

Debate   aiieiag; 

Debate  adfourntd  till  TB-m<»TOK>. 

PUBLIC    PAKKS  AHD  WORKS  (UETEOPOLts) 
[PEBSIOMS,] 
Comidtred  in  Committee. 

[In  the  Committee.) 
Stialted,  That  it  is  e^tpodient  to  aatboriae  the 

6ayment,  oat  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
ament,  of  a  portion  of  any  pension  that  may 
be  awarded  to  any  officer  transferred  from  the 
eerricee  of  the  CommiBaionere  of  Works  to  that 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. onder  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  transfer  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  the  main, 
tanance  of  certain  Public  Parks  and  Works  in 
the  Metropolis, 
itesolution  to  be  reported  Ta-morrnw. 

ATJOUENMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — ■ 
{Mr.  Jaekton.) 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish 
to  state,  for  the  information  of  the  House, 
that  I  have  received  a  tel^ram  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner),  who  is  now  in  Cork.  The 
telegram  says — 

"  Statement  made  on  Friday  night  episode 
groasly  inaccurate.  Will  meet  the  aocueation 
on  Thursday  next." 

Qneslion  put,  and  agreed  to. 


HOUSE     OP     LORDS, 
Tuetday,  \9th  July,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— PuBtic  Bills— fir»(  Reading— 
Coroners*  (177);  Criminal  Law  (Scotland) 
Procedure  (No.  2)  •  (178) ;  Truck  •  (179). 

Seetmd  Riading — Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland) 
Amendment  (170);  Legitimacy  Declaration 
Act  (1868)  Amendment  (169). 

a»nfflt»»— Copyhold  Enfranohiiement  (129- 
180). 

J{«.par(— Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Acts  Exten- 
sion [168). 

Roynl  .^iwnr— Quarriee  [fiO  ft  61  Viet.  c.  19] : 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ttelaod)  [SO  & 
61  Vict.  a.  20];  Monicipal  OonMirationa  Acta 
(Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  2)  [60  k  SI  Viel. 
c.  1 18  J. 
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Pbotmiohai,  Oideb  Biuj — Coiamillee — Riporl 
—  Public  Health  (Scotknd)  (Covdenbeatli 
■Water)"  (16*):  Pnblio  Health  (Scotland) 
Pnntoohar  and  Dalmuir  Water)  •  (167). 

B^ort—Vivt  and  Harbour"  (13TJ;  Qm  and 
Water)"  (131). 

Soyal  Autnt~'LiO0tX  Govemment  PraTimonal 
Orden  [60  A  61  Ffri.  o.  cnii'j;  Local  Go- 
vemment Provinonal  Oiden  (No.  6)  [fiO  £ 
61  Fie',  c.  cii]  i  Local  Ooreniment  Pio- 
viaional  Orders  (No.  8)  [60  &  61  Viet.  c.  ciii] ; 
Local  GovemmeDt  (Ireland)  Pro vuional  Order 
(Killinay  and  Ballybrack)  [50  &  6!  Vict.  c. 
cxiii] ;  Elementary  Education  Provimonal 
Order  Confirmation  (London)  [60  &  61  Vicl. 
ciz] ;  Elementary  Education  ProTisional 
Order  Confirmation  {ChriBtchurch)  [fiO  &  81 
Vicl.  c.  ciii];  Qae  ProviBional  Orders  [dO 
&  61  Viet.  c.  ciiv]  ;  Trarawaye  FroriBional 
Orders  (Ko.  2)  [60  &  51  Viel.  o.  cmiii] ; 
Water  Provisional  Ordera  [50  &   51    Vict. 

COPYHOLD  EKFBANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

{Tif  Lard  Hobheiut.) 

(no.  129.)    ooiucirrss. 

Order  of  the  Da;  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

LobdHOBHOTJSE;  in  moving  "That 
the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  Commit- 
tee upon  the  Bill,"  said :  Before  your 
Lordahips  go  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  it  will  DO  convenietit  if  I  state  the 
character  of  the  prinoipal  alterations 
made  in  it  since  it  was  last  before  the 
House.  It  has  been  very  largely  altered, 
in  some  respects  improved,  as  I  think, 
not  in  othere ;  and  I  do  not  conceal  that 
I  am  very  sorry  for  some  of  the  altera- 
tions that  have  been  made.  I  will  deal 
first  with  the  parts  that  have  been  struck 
out,  and  then  with  the  new  matter  that 
has  been  inserted. 

The  most  obvious  omission  is  that  of 
the  clauses  which  put  pressure  upon  the 
parties  interested  in  oopyhold  lands  to 
effect  enfranchisement  of  them.  We 
had  in  Committee  a  great  deal  of  evi- 
dence on  this  point ;  and  a  great  deal  of 
that  which  is  called  evidence,  but  is 
really  discussion  and  statement  of  opi- 
nions. And  the  effect  produced  on  my 
own  mind  was  this— I  thought  that  the 
sort  of  compulsion  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed—or even  a  more  absolute  compul- 
sion— would  not  be  any  hardship  upon 
the  lord.  But  as  reg^s  the  tenant,  it 
seemed  to  me  that  there  might  be  an 
appreciable  number  of  cases  in  which  a 
man,  having  paid  his  fine  for  admit- 
tance, having  only  small  rents  to  pay  for 
the  rest  of  his  life,  not  wanting  to  im- 
prove, and  not  caring  for  his  successors, 
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would  feel  irntated  and  aggrieved  at 
being  saddled  with  the  payment  of  a 
Bubstantial  rent,  or  of  a  lump  sum,  in 
order  to  acquire  the  freehold.  There- 
fore. I  was  averse  from  absolute  com- 
Sulsion,  Buoh  as  was  proposed  to  the 
ommittee,  and  supported  by  several 
Members  of  it.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
found  myself  more  conviuced  then  before 
that  a  modified  compulsion  would  be 
practicable  and  useful.  There  are  a  great 
number  of  manors  in  which  the  lord's 
fines  are  of  fixed  amount,  and  in  them 
the  steward  has  a  greater  interest  than 
the  lord  in  the  continuance  of  the  mano- 
rial BjBtom.  Mr.  Waugh,  en  energetic 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  and  a  principal 
witness,  boldly  calls  them  "  stewanJs' 
manors."  And  a  very  able  and  active 
opponent  of  tho  Bill,  Sir  Bichard  NiohoU 
son,  of  whom  I  ventured  to  ask  the 
question  whether  in  such  manors  "  the 
steward's  interest  was  more  than  the 
lord's,"  candidly  answered — "Tes;  his 
actual  receipts  upon  admission  are  very 
much  larger."  Now,  in  those  fine-cer- 
tain manors,  I  feel  confident  that  if  it 
were  provided — as  in  the  Bill  it  was 
provided — that  as  each  occasion  for 
admittance  came  the  lord  should  serve 
notice  of  enfranchisement,  the  process, 
being  once  begun,  would  go  on  to  its 
end,  to  the  mutual  eatiafaotion  and  ad< 
vantage  of  both  lord  and  tenant.  Both 
would  gain  by  it,  and  nobody  would 
lose,  except  the  steward,  whose  budness 
would  be  gone. 

My  Lords,  on  these  grounds,  I  much 
regret  the  disappearance  of  the  wholeof 
these  proviuons ;  and  I  am  sure  that  it 
will  be  a  keen  disappointment  to  those 
who  have  twice  carried  the  Bill  through 
the  House  of  Commons  and  have  sop* 
ported  it  out-of-doors.  And  I  thought 
it  rigbt  to  pnt  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  by  way  of  showing  to  my  Col- 
leagues, and  to  other  noble  Lords,  pre- 
cis^y  what  form  of  compulsion — being 
nearly,  but  not  precisely,  the  original 
form — it  might  be  beneficial  to  apply. 
But  as  to  moving  those  Amendment^,  I 
intended  to  be  gnided  hy  the  result  of 
counsel  with  others  when  they  had  seen 
them.  It  is  very  far  from  my  wish  to 
raise  any  discussion  of  an  abstract  or 
unpractical  nature  on  this  Bill.  And,  in 
the  result,  those  who  are  favourable  to 
the  proposed  Amendments  agree  that 
there  would  be  so  small  a  chaooe  of  in- 
ducing the  House  to  reverse  the  deoi- 
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oidata  Buffloient  oanse  for  that  is  matter 
of  opinioD ;  but  it  relates  to  old  eDclosuree 


■ion  of  the  Obmmittee,  that  I  propose 
to  withdraw  them,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  do  so. 

My  Lords,  another  set  of  important 
proTisions  which  have  wholly  disap- 
peared are  those  which  relate  to  sporting 
rights.  And  in  a  senBe  I  am  sorty  for 
this  also.  That  is  to  say,  I  think  it  leads 
to  considerable  inconreniencea  when  one 
man  has  the  ownership  of  land,  and 
another  has  the  right  of  going  orer  it  in 
search  of  game.  Nobody,  I  think, 
differed  aa  to  that ;  and  we  should  have 
been  glad  enough  if  any  practicable 
mode  could  have  been  provided  for  the 
eztinotion  of  that  divided  ownership 
through  the  ntedium  of  the  Copyhold 
Acta.  But  none  of  na  saw  our  way. 
8peaking  for  myself,  I  was  convinced 
that  the  matter  is  too  complicated  ;  that 
we  should  do  more  harm  than  good  by 
adopting  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  or 
any  other  proviuona  that  were  saggested 
to  us.  In  fact  these  original  provisioDB 
of  the  Bill  stepped  beyond  the  province 
of  copyhold  and  dealt  with  enclosures. 
With  regard  to  enfranchised  copyholds 
the  dif&culty  is  not  so  great,  because,  as 
a  rule,  the  lord  of  the  manor  has  no 
right  of  sporting  over  copyholds.  But, 
as  a  rule,  he  has  the  right  of  sportiog 
over  the  wastes  of  the  manor,  and  upon 
enolosore  that  right  has  been  continued 
to  him  in  its  integrity.  Now,  suppose 
that  a  large  waste,  say  3,000  acres,  has 
been  enclosed.  The  right  of  sporting 
over  that  apace  is  of  great  value.  But 
if  there  be  a  plot,  say  SO  acres,  allotted 
to  one  of  the  tenants  in  the  middle  of  it, 
and  the  sporting  rights  over  that  plot 
are  to  bo  extinguished,  that  largely 
impairs  the  value  of  the  sporting  over 
the  whole  area.  How  is  compenBatton 
to  be  assessed  in  such  a  case  r  Either 
you  must  throw  a  great  burden,  pro- 
bably a  prohibitive  one,  on  the  land- 
owner, or  you  will  infliat  a  serious  injury 
on  the  owner  of  the  sporting  rights. 
And,  then,  what  is  to  be  done  when  a 
second  owner  of  some  small  plot  comes 
to  set  that  free,  and  a  third  ?  Are  they 
to  have  the  benefit  of  the  deterioration 
in  value  effected  at  the  expense  of  the 
first  corner,  or  are  they  not?  Tour 
Lordshipa  will  readily  see  the  amount  of 
embarraBSDient  in  the  case.  I  myself 
believe  that  the  thing  cannot  he  do 
except  by  single  operations  over  entire 
areas,  for  which  some  new  authority 
must  be  created.  Whether  or  no  there 
YOL.  OOCXSVIL    [thibd  raBiM.] 


ach  more  than  copyholda,  and  we 
thought  that  in  this  BUI  we  had  better 
let  it  alone. 

I  pass  to  the  matters  which  have  been 
newly  inserted  in  the  Bill.  And  first 
of  minerals.  Everybody  who  has  ap< 
proached  the  question  of  copyhold  en- 
franohisement  has  begun  by  thinMng 
that  the  title  to  minerals  should  be 
setUed  when  the  enfranchisement  takes 
place,  and  everybody  has  turned  away 
disappointed.  The  difficulties  are  greater 
than  in  the  case  of  sporting  rights  ;  they 
are  enhanced  by  the  far  greater  value 
of  the  subject-matter  ;  and,  further,  in 
the  case  of  deep  minerals  which  are  the 
most  important,  by  the  uncertainty  whe- 
ther thay  will  be  found  under  tho  par- 
ticular plot  of  ground  in  question.  There 
may  be,  say,  coal  throughout  the  area 
of  the  manor;  but  under  uie  plot  of  three 
or  four  acres  there  may  be  none,  or  the 
Beam  may  run  very  thin.  If  the  parties 
were  to  deal  with  them  upon  en- 
franchieement  they  would  be  dealing 
the  dark.  All  that  we  could  see  our 
way  to  do  has  been  expressed  in  Clause  7 
of  the  amended  Bill.  It  is  intended 
to  apply  to  those  oases  in  which  the 
lord  has  the  freehold  property  in  mines, 
and  the  tenant  the  possession,  so  that 
neither  party  can  nse  them  without  the 
conaent  of  the  other.  The  tenant,  it  is 
said,  keeps  the  box  in  which  the  lord's 
property  is  placed.  If  the  lord  were  to 
work  the  minerals  he  would  be  commit- 
ting treapaaa  on  the  tenant ;  and  if  the 
tenant,  he  would  be  guilty  of  waste 
agunst  the  lord.  The  lord's  interest  ia 
the  greater  in  value,  for  the  freehold 
property  ia  bis,  and  much  more  extended 
in  area  and  therefore  more  workable, 
for  he  is  interested  in  the  whole  manor, 
and  the  tenant  only  in  his  own  plot.  It 
is  reasonable  therefore  that  the  lord 
should  be  able  to  buy  out  the  tenant  b^ 
the  usual  methods  of  compulsory  acqui- 
sition of  property. 

Before  quitting  the  subject,  I  should 
like  to  mention  the  name  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  supplied  us  with  this 
plan.  It  is  Mr.  White,  the  solicitor 
of  the  Eooledastioal  Commission.  He 
has  taken  great  pains  to  improve 
this  Bill,  and  we  have  availed  ourselves 
of  several  other  suggestions  of  lees 
importance    which    have    come    livm 
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The  next  anbject  to  which  I  draw 
attention  is  that  of  escheat,  which  ie 
dealt  with  by  Clause  4.  Your  Lrirdahips 
are  aware  that  wherever  the  ownership 
of  land  is  found  to  be  vacant  for  want  of 
lawful  aucceeaora  to  a  deceased  owner, 
it  passes  by  escheat  to  the  superior  lord 
of  whom  the  land  is  holden.  If  it  ir 
oommon  socage  land,  or  ordinary  free 
hold,  that  is  held  of  the  Crown,  and  it 
eeoheata  to  the  Crown.  If  it  ia  copyhold 
land,  that  is  held  of  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
and  it  escheats  to  faim.  When  copyhold 
ie  turned  into  freehold,  of  course  the  lord 
loses  his  chance  of  e&cheat,  and  he  must 
be  paid  for  it.  But  what  we  found  was 
that  the  payment  actually  made  ia  un- 
duly high.  Escheat  is  extremely  rare. 
Mr.  QtBgoTj,  a  solicitor  of  vast  experi- 
ence, never  knew  of  one.  The  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  own  450  manors. 
Hr.  White  of  whom  I  have  just  spoken, 
mentioned  only  one  case  as  known  to 
him  in  the  course  of  that  business, 
though  he  knew  of  another  in  another 
quarter.  Ur.  Waugh,  the  principal 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  a  solicitor  of  50 
years*  standing  in  a  district  abounding  in 
copyholds,  never  heard  of  an  escheat. 
I  am  not  exaggerating  when  I  say  that 
the  chance  against  any  given  property 
escheating  within  any  period  of  time 
worth  considering  must  be  many  hun- 
dreds to  one.  But  die  least  sum  received 
for  escheats — it  is  true  they  are  mixed  up 
with  forfeitures,  but  I  shall  have  occasion 
to  distinguish  that  matter  presently — the 
least  sum  is  a  quarter  of  the  improved 
annual  value  of  the  tenement;  it  often 
rises  to  a-third  or  a-half,  and  there  is 
evidencethatsometimesmore  is  obtained. 
Now,  when  a  property  has  been  im- 
proved, as  by  building,  such  a  demand 
very  much  increases  tho  cost  of  enfrao- 
obisement.  I  will  refer  your  Lordships 
to  an  instance  put  in  evidence  among 
others  by  Mr.  Woodcock,  a  solicitor 
from  the  Honour  of  Clitberoe.  A  oopy- 
hold  tenement  carries  a  quit  rent  of  6^^., 
and  a  £xed  Gne  of  equal  amount.  That 
was  all  the  lord  get—Bid.  a-year,  and  an 
occasional  6)rf.  more.  But  the  land  had 
been  built  on ;  not  by  the  lord,  of  course, 
bat  at  theexpenseand  risk  of  the  tenant. 
And  when  he  cams  to  enfranchise,  tho 
sum  be  had  to  pay  was  £146.  Itwaa 
the  case  of  an  industrial  oo-operative 
socie^,  who,  Mr.  Woodcock  states,  had 
to  pay  £146  for  getting  ridof  6  Jd.  a-year. 
Then  came  this  question  and  answer — 
ZordSebhouM 
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"The  Earl  of  Selbome:  Uay  I  adc  ho* 
much  of  that  goes  to  the  coasideratioa  ot  tbs 
chances  of  egcheat  and  forfeiture  P 

"Mr.  Woodcock:  loi.  ^d.  is  for  the  rent, 
and  £9i  IS(.  9d.  ia  for  the  oacheat.  ' 

The  rest  is  made  up  of  steward's 
charges ;  compensation,  and  loss  of 
fees,  £32 ;  and  coat  of  preparing  the 
deed,  some  £19  more.  Now,  your 
Lordships  will  bear  in  mind  that  for 
this  £94  the  copyholder  gets  nothing — 
absolutely  nothing.  Kis  land  escheats 
aa  before,  only  it  escheats  to  the  Crown 
instead  of  the  lord.  It  is  a  great 
burden  on  the  copyholder  to  be  com- 
pelled to  make  auch  a  purchase  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Crown.  We  thought  he 
ought  to  be  compelled  no  longer.  And 
though  it  is  rattier  bold  to  make  the 
first  enoroachmont  on  tho  Statute  of 
Subinfeudation  a,  which  has  been  woven 
into  the  tissue  of  our  law  for  five  or  six 
centuries,  the  Committee  have  inserted 
provisions  that  upon  enfranchisement 
the  lord  shall  retain  the  benefit  of 
escheats,  and  therefore  shall  not  be  paid 
for  the  loss  of  them. 

My  Lords,  I  think  that  in  the  next 
clause  the  Committee  have  not  drawn 
the  full  inference  from  this  change  of 
law.  But  I  have  an  Amendment  to 
move  on  that  subject,  and  will  reserve 
my  observations  on  that  point  for  the 
present.  The  next  clause  I  have  to 
mention  is  the  6th,  which  deala  with  the 
creation  of  new  copyholds.  It  is  often 
a  surprise  even  to  lawyers  to  hear  that 
new  copyholds  can  be  created,  because 
a  copyhold  is  the  creation  of  custom, 
and  no  man  can  make  a  custom  de  novo ; 
and  the  general  rule  is  that  a  new  copy- 
hold cannot  be  created.  But  in  some 
manors  there  is  a  oustom  that,  upon  due 
action  of  the  homage,  the  lord  may 
grant  portions  of  the  waste  or  common 
land  to  be  held  by  copy  of  court 
roll.  According  to  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Hunter  such  customs  exist,  or  at 
least  are  alleged  to  exist,  widely  in  the 
South  of  England  manors,  and  that 
they  have  been  acted  on  with  much 
greater  frequency,  and  on  a  much  larger 
scale,  in  modem  times.  In  the  days 
when  the  manor  was  a  vigorous  local 
institution,  well  attended  by  the  tenants 
and  suitors,  such  grants  were  not  made 
without  oareful  consideration,  and,  we 
may  suppose,  not  without  good  reason. 
But  manori^  courts  have  fallen  into 
decay,  the  homage  has  become  a  phan- 
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torn,  the  lord  of  the  manor  has  had  no 
check  upon  him,  and,  at  least  in  many 
places,  has  doae  pretty  much  Tvhat  he 
pleased,  and  has  been  pleased  to  make 
such  grants  simply  for  hie  own  emolu- 
ment. No  public  notice  is  given  of  the 
proposed  grant ;  the  steward  summons 
two  or  three  persons  of  hia  own  choioe 
to  sit  on  the  homage ;  and  grants  out  of 
the  oommoQ  are  thus  made  with  the 
greatest  ease.  In  the  Epping  Forest 
oaee  it  was  proved  that  eome  such  pro- 
cess as  this  went  on,  A,  B,  and  G  were 
Bommoned  to  the  hotna(;e.  A  would 
walk  out  of  the  room,  while  the  steward 
and  the  other  two  passed  a  grant  to 
him.  When  he  came  back  A  received 
his  grant;  then  B  walked  out,  and  a 
grant  was  made  to  him ;  and  so  on, 
through  as  many  letters  of  the  alphabet 
as  bfid  been  selected  for  grants  on  that 
day.  That  was  proved  in  the  Chancery 
suit;  and  I  can  add  my  testimony, 
having  had  to  examine  a  great  number 
of  such  oases,  that  these  grants  were 
commonly  made  upon  agreements  with 
the  grantees  that  they  should  build 
houses,  and  that  the  land  should  then 
be  enfranchised,  the  lord  of  course 
getting  a  large  sum  on  the  improved 
value.  In  Epping  Forest,  as  your 
Lordships  will  remember,  this  thing 
was  done  on  a  very  large  scale,  whole 
commons  disappearing  under  the  process. 
It  is  true  that  there  was  a  flaw  in  the 
proceedings  there,  through  which  some 
of  the  land  was  recovered.  But  there 
can  he  no  doubt  that  there  and  else- 
where the  custom  ia  question  haa  been 
worked  in  k  way  quite  foreign  to  its 
spirit  and  its  former  working.  Under 
these  circumstances,  what  the  Committee 
looked  for  was  some  check  upon  the 
lord's  action  in  lieu  of  that  which  has 
decayed  away ;  but  not  being  able,  in 
the  absence  of  those  local  institutions 
which  are  always  going  to  be  created, 
but  never  are,  to  discover  any  local 
authority  likely  to  place  due  restraint 
on  such  grants,  they  have  proposed  that 
the  consent  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
shall  be  necessary  for  a  valid  grant  of  a 
new  copyhold.  And  this,  I  trust,  will 
commend  itself  to  your  Lordships. 

The  only  other  subject  which  I  think 
it  necessary  to  dwell  upon  now  is  one  of 
extreme  di£Boulty,  which  is  dealt  with 
by  Clause  55.  That  clause  ia  directed 
to  a  group  of  manors  comprised  in  the 
Honour   of   Glitheroe.     The   state  of 
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things  ia  very  complicated;  and,  with- 
out taking  much  more  time  than  would 
be  convenient.  I  should  despair  of  giving 
to  your  Lordships  any  complete  account 
of  it.  But  I  may  perhaps  be  able  to 
give  a  general  outline  sufEcient  for  a  due 
understanding  of  the  objects  of  Clause 
55.  A  full  account  will  be  found  in  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Woodcock.  The  renta 
and  fines  in  these  manors  were  fiied  in 
the  Beign  of  James  I.,  and  are  quite 
insignificant  compared  with  the  value  of 
the  property.  A  large  population,  ex- 
ceeding 200,000  souls,  and  ooneisting 
chiefly  of  the  artizan  classes,  has  sprung 
up  in  the  district,  and  the  land  has  been 
built  over  to  a  great  extent,  and  has 
become  subdivided  into  many  tenements. 
It  is  said  that  there  are  from  8,000  to 
10,000  such  tenements,  and  that  they 
increase  every  year.  It  is  the  custom  in 
the  South  of  Lancashire  to  grant  build- 
ing leases  for  999  years— one  of  those 
devices  by  which  people  sought  to  escape 
from  the  Statute  of  Subinfeudations — 
and  the  custom  of  these  manors  is  for 
a  copyholder  in  fee  to  grant  leases  as  he 
pleases  to  persons  who  are  entered  ou 
the  rolls  as  tenants.  They  again  grant 
leases  as  they  please,  and  so  on 
in  infinitum.  All  lessees  are  entered 
on  the  rolls ;  so  that  in  respeot  of 
a  single  tenement  you  may  have  a 
number  of  tenants  entered  for  subor- 
dinate intereeta.  That  is  quite  con- 
trary to  the  usual  custom  of  manors 
which  do  not  admit  of  leases  by  the 
tenant,  nor  of  the  entry  upon  the  rolls 
of  any  other  interest  than  the  fee  simple. 
Now  your  Lordships  may  imagine  the 
embarrassment  which  arises  from  such 
a  state  of  things.  It  is  aggravated  by 
the  circumstance  that  the  customs  as 
to  transfer  ia  these  manors  appear  to 
be  more  clumsy  and  inconvenient  than 
ordinary.  On  each  dealing  with  each 
house,  cumbrous  and  expensive  pro- 
ceedings have  to  be  taken.  The  rents 
and  fines  to  the  lord  are  Indicrously 
small — so  small  that  rents  are  not  col- 
lected ;  hut  fees  and  law  charges  make 
a  substantial  burden.  Why  do  not  the 
tenants  onfranchise  ?  Well,  I  cited  just 
now  an  instance  from  Mr.  Woodcock's 
evidence  showing  why.  Because  the 
land  has  been  huilt  upon,  and  escheats 
and  forfeitures  havo  to  be  bought  up  on 
the  footing  of  its  improved  value.  The 
lord  lost  6^d.  a-year;  but,  besides  the 
price  of  that,  he  received  JE94  for  the 


>v  Google 


1319  Copsheid 

loss  of  a  contingency  remote  beyond 
oaloulation.  I  will  now  quote  another 
pasBE^^  from  Mr,  Woodoook,  giving 
an  example  of  this  state  of  things— 

"  Here  ii  &  pUc  of  a  aumber  of  club-houBes 
luilt  abont  fiO  yean  ago,  and  owned  by  about 
60  working  men.  Each  of  these  working  men 
i(  aubjeet  to  a  lord's  nut  of  a  farthing  per 
amiDtii,  and  the  fine  on  death  or  alienation  is  a 
birthing,  and  if  it  wore  etriotly  ascertained  it 
would  be  very  much  less." 
My  Lords,  I  have  tried  to  do  the  sum, 
and  it  my  arithmetic  ia  correct,  the  rent 
in  the  instance  giren  would  be  one- 
aeventh  of  a  farthing.  We  have  heard 
something  lately  of  extortionate  land- 
lords; but  here  the  unfortunate  lord 
oan  hardly  demand  less  than  the  smalleat 
coin  of  the  Realm,  and  so  he  is  gbliged 
to  screw  up  his  rents  to  a  farthing.  Per 
contra,  he  does  not  collect  them.  Bat 
Mr.  Woodcock  goes  on — 

*'If  the  Bill  pa«M8  as  it  stands,  each  copv- 
holder  is  to  have  notice,  and  valaers  are  to  be 
appointed;  one  to  Tspresent  the  lord,  and 
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had  given  Notice,  inTolving  the  question 
whether  a  kind  of  indirect  compulsion 
to  enfranchise  should  be  brought  to  bear 
on  lords  of  manors.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  one  of  two  things  should  be  done. 
Either  It  should  be  directly  provided 
that  all  copyholds  should  be  enfran- 
chised by  law,  or  that  enfranchisement 
should  be  voluntary  as  at  present.  In- 
direct methods  of  compulsion  he  was 
entirely  opposed  to.  Thinking  it  de- 
sirable that  immediate  compu&ory  en- 
franchisement should  take  place,  he 
moved  a  Resolution  to  that  effect  before 
the  Select  Committee,  but  it  was  lost. 
That  being  the  case,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  should  be  passed  in  its 
present  form,  leaving  eofranohisement 
entirely  voluntary.  He  believed  that 
the  Bill  contained  a  number  of  useful 
amendments  of  the  law,  and  that  it  was 
well  worthy  of  consideration. 

The   prime   MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FJE  FOREIGN 
to'ropreSOTit  the  cjopyholder,  and  an  umpire;    AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  SalisbHRT) 
•     ■   ■    •         -  la^otenfianchisomeut  and     ^^    ^  ^      jj^    ^^  j^l      j^^ 

1  of  enfranohisement  with  the  •  .,     ,'  .,         *.  .     .      ...      „.„  . 


oset 
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rid  of  the  lord's  rent  of  a  farthinff  a-;ear. 

Hy  Lords,  we  felt  that  such  a  condi- 
tion of  things  demanded  at  least  an 
attempt  at  a  remedy  ;  the  ordinary  pro- 
oessea  break  down  under  the  stress  of 
the  oircamstanoes ;  and  there  is  nothing 
for  it  but  to  create  another  process  of  a 
more  or  lees  summary  and  arbitrary 
kind  in  order  to  cut  the  knots  which  can 
hardly  be  untied.  This  is  not  the  time 
to  describe  in  full  the  details  of  the  plan. 
It  will  probably  be  sufficient  now  to  say 
that  we  propose  to  give  to  the  Land 
Oommissioners  powers  of  making  a  local 
inquiry,  of  ascertaining  in  each  manor 
whether  there  is  a  very  general  desire 
for  enfranohisement  on  the  port  of  the 
oopyboldere,andifthere  is,  of  proceeding 
to  effect  enfranchisements  throughout 
the  manor. 

My  Lords,  there  are  other  alterations 
which  will  be  seen  when  the  Bill  is  in 
Committee,  but,  I  think,  none  of  suffi- 
cient magnitude  to  warrant  my  detain- 
ing you  any  longer  at  this  stage. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — (T^Zord 
SohhouM.) 

Thb  Earl  of  EIlfBERLET  said,  be 

was  glad  to  bear  his  noble  Friend  say 

that  be  was  not    going  to    move   an 

Amendment  to  Clause  1,  of  which  he 

I^d  Sohhqutt 


that  the  subject  of  the  Bill  was  one  of 
extreme  difficulty,  and,  ia  his  opinion, 
the  House  did  a  most  sensible  thing  in 
remitting  it  to  the  consideration  of  a 
strong  Select  Committee.  He  thought 
their  Lordships  should  be  preparea  to 
accept  the  dectaion  of  that  Committee  as 
a  compromise  after  having  referred  the 
matter  to  them. 

The  Eakl  of  SELBORNE  said,  that, 
while  he  concurred  generally  in  what 
had  been  said  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
he  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  did  not  go 
so  far  as  to  object  to  the  consideration 
of  Amendments  which  might  be  moved. 
Some  were  of  importance  and  consistent 
with  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agrted  to. 

House  in  Committee  acoordiDj>ly. 

Clauses  1  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clai 


5  (Corresponding 
le  &om  the  lord's 


to  be  made  &om  the  lord's  compensa- 
tion). 

Lord  HOBHOITSE,  in  moving  an 
Amendment,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the 
olaase,  the  words  "  or  forfeiture,"  said : 
The  reason  for  the  Amendment  is  this. 
The  16th  section  of  the  Copyhold  Act  of 
18d2specifiesthe  things  which  the  values 
are  to  be  taken  into  account  iu  ascer- 
taining the  lord's  compensation.  They 
are  as  follows: — 
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"  FacilitiM  for  improTement,  caEtomn  of 
the  manor,  Gdsb,  heriota,  reliefs,  quit-reota, 
chief-reoU,  escheats,  forfeiture,  and  all  other 
incMentt  whatever  of  copyhold  or  cnBtomary 
teanre,  and  all  other  circunutances  affecting;  or 
relating  to  the  land." 

In  speaking  of  escheats,  I  mentioned 
that  they  bad  besa  mixed  up  witb  for- 
feitures. It  does  not  appear  tbat  tbere 
ever  was  sucb  a  thing  as  a  separate 
valuation  of  forfeitures  apart  irom  es- 
cheats. The  Bumfi  vhich  I  mentioned,  ae 
much  of  the  aanaat  value  of  the  tene- 
ment, were  given  as  lump  sums  to  cover 
the  two  things.  Now  escheats  are  to  be 
preserved  to  the  lord.  It  is  therefore 
aeoesaary  to  strike  them  out  of  the  in- 
structions to  valuers,  and  the  clause 
rightly  does  so.  But  then  forfeitures 
remain,  and  if  they  remain  the  valuers 
will  be  compelled  to  go  on  adding  some- 
thing for  them.  That,  I  submit,  is  not 
right.  My  Lords,  there  were  two  totally 
distinct  kinds  of  forfeitures,  those  which 
were  consequent  upon  attainder  or  out- 
law^, and  those  which  were  the  mere 
inoidents  of  tenure,  and  the  remedy 
for  wrong  doing  by  the  tenant.  Both 
attached  to  freehold  land  as  well  as  to 
copyhold ;  only,  where  freehold  land 
would  be  forfeited  to  the  Crown,  copy- 
hold would  be  forfeited  to  the  lord  of 
the  manor.  But  all  forfeitures  conse- 
quent on  attainder  or  outlawry  have  been 
abolished  by  law,  and  neither  Orown  nor 
lord  can  now  reckon  on  anything  from 
them.  I  am  speaking  in  the  presence  of 
those  who  ore  more  familiar  than  myself 
with  this  branch  of  the  law,  and  shall 
be  set  right  if  I  am  wrong.  But,  unless 
I  have  fallen  into  error,  forfeitures  for 
crime  were  finally  swept  away  in  the 
year  1870  by  the  Sututa  31^  &  38  Fiet. 
c.  23,  and  outlawiy  on  civil  process  was 
absolished  in  the  year  1879  by  the 
Statute  42  &  43  Viet.  o.  59.  As  long  as 
these  forfeituree  existed,  they  were,  Uke 
escheats,  a  chance  for  the  lord  of  some 
emolument  beyond  hie  due  from  the 
tenant,  and  he  might  rightly  be  paid 
something  for  losing  that  chance,  how- 
ever slight  it  was.  But  the  other  class 
of  forfeitures  never  were  the  proper  sub- 
jects  of  oompensation  when  the  lord's 
rights  were  bought  up,  because  they 
were  only  hia  remedy  in  case  his  rights 
were  dsnied  to  him.  If,  for  instance, 
the  tenant  committed  waste,  the  lord 
had  no  action  of  waste  at  Common  Law; 
hut  the  remedv  given  him  was  to  for- 
feit the  wasted  tenements  after  due  pre- 
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sentments  by  the  homage.  No  doubt, 
the  lord  has  for  a  great  length  of  time 
had  better  remedies  in  Equity  by  in- 
junction and  account,  and  the  clumay 
and  somewhat  odious  remedy  by  for- 
feitures  has  fallen  into  disuse.  It  is  much 
rarer  even  than  escheat.  Mr.  Qregory, 
Mr.Woodcock,  and  Mr.  Wanghbad never 
heard  of  such  a  thing.  There  was  no 
witness  who  knew  of  a  forfeiture  being 
enforced. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
Mr.  White  spoke  of  an  enforced  for- 
feiture. 

Loan  H0BH0U8E :  I  was  just  going 
to  say  that  one  of  the  witnesses — I  have 
just  been  searching  for  the  passage,  but 
could  not  lay  my  hands  on  it — said  that 
he  had  known  threats  of  forfeiture  in 
order  to  compel  tenants  to  do  their  duty  ,- 
but  I  thought  that  none  spoke  to  an 
enforced  forfeiture.  It  matters  little. 
The  extreme  rarity  of  the  prooesa  is 
clear — clsar  that  the  thing  is  for  any- 
thing but  its  proper  function — namely, 
the  safe-guarding  of  the  lord's  rights, 
a  phantom  so  attenuated  that  a  mere 
nominal  sum  would  be  sufficient  com- 
pensation for  it,  even  if  it  ware  the 
proper  subject  of  compensation.  But, 
as  I  have  endeavoured  to  show,  it  has 
not,  and  never  had,  any  existence  inde- 
pendent of  the  lord's  rights  against  his 
tenant.  All  those  rights  are  bought 
up  and  paid  for  upon  enfranchisement ; 
and  to  pay  a  man  first  for  all  hie  rights, 
and  afterwards  for  the  remedies  which 
he  would  have  if  those  rights  were 
denied  Mm,  is  contrary  to  all  principles 
of  justice.  My  liOrds,  if  the  words  of 
the  Act  of  1852  were  not  express  upon 
the  point  that  forfeitures  should  be 
valued,  there  would  be  no  need  for  this 
Amendment.  Nay,  I  believe  that  if  the 
matter  were  argued  before  this  House 
judicially,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
thing  which  was  contemplated  by  the 
Act  of  1852  does  not  exist,  and  that  if, 
owing  to  the  express  words  of  the  Act, 
any  vsluation  must  be  made  of  it,  a 
nominal  sum  would  satisfy  it.  But  this 
matter  goes  into  the  hands  of  persons 
who  may  be  well  skilled  in  valuations, 
but  who  are  unskilled  in  law,  and  pro- 
bably not  acquainted  with  the  history  of 
the  matter.  And  it  is  likely  that 
they  will  think  themaelves  bound  to 
place  some  substantial  amount  on  that 
which  an  Act  of  Parliament  tell  them  (o 
value,    I  ask  youc  Lordships  now  to 
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omit  that  which  was  rightly  incladed  in 
the  Act  of  1862,  and  had  a  juetifioation 
up  to  the  year  1879,  but  then  became 
an  anaohroiiism,  whieh  probably,  when 
mixed  up  with  escheats,  did  no  practical 
harm,  but  will,  when  eaoheats  are 
omitted,  be  productive  of  injuitice  be- 
tween the  parties. 

Amendment  movad,  in  page  2,  line  12, 
after  ("eecheats")  to  insert  ("or  for- 
feiturea").— (TA*  Lord  Hohhoiut.) 

TsB  Euu,  OF  SELBOBNE  said,  be 
should  support  the  Ameudmeut  en  the 
ground  that  Uie  Lord's  right  of  forfeiture 
had  not  been  shown  to  have  been  ever 
exercised  in  practice,  or  to  profess  to 
have  any  practical  value.  He  could  not 
thinfc  it  right  or  produotiTe  of  aoything 
but  an  expense  and  difficulty  which 
ought  not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  en- 
franshisement,  to  direct  valuers  to  put 
a  price  on  something  wfaioh  really  had 
none,  and  so  make  the  costs  of  a  valua- 
tion necessary  for  that  purpose  only, 
when  for  every  other  purpose  the  scale 
of  compensation  fixed  by  the  Land  Oom- 
missioners  would  be  enough. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  Amendment,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
proposed  to  take  away  something 
valnable  from  the  lord.  It  would  leave 
him  without  compensation  for  the  loss 
of  an  undoubted  right.  Whatthe  value 
might  be,  it  was  for  the  valuer  to  decide. 

LoaD  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  heartily 
rapported  the  Amendment.  If  the  copy- 
hold tenant  performed  his  duty  the  lord 
had  no  right  of  forfeiture.  The  lord  was 
getting  Bompensation  for  all  his  rights, 
and  it  was  not  reasonable  to  give  him 
compensation  for  the  right  of  forfeiture 
in  addition. 

Thb  Earl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
shonld  oppose  the  Amendment.  He 
oontendea  that  the  right  of  forfeiture 
was  a  valuable  right,  and  if  tiie  lord  was 
deprived  of  it,  he  ought  to  receive  com- 
pensation. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLBT  pointed 
out  that  the  question  was  of  consider- 
able practical  importance.  There  were, 
especially  in  the  North  of  England, 
manors  where  the  rights  of  the  lord 
were  exceedingly  small.  For  instance, 
he  might  receive  a  quit  rent  of  6i.  or  1*. 
and  a  few  shilliaga  as  fine  when  a  new 
tenant  was  put  on  the  roll.  But  the 
land  bad  been  built  over  and  was 
Lord  Sohhotm 
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idingly  valuable,  and  if  a  value 
was  put  upon  the  right  of  forfeiture, 
enfranchisement  would  be  made  abso- 
lutely impossible. 

The  MiBauBBS  of  SALISBUBT  said, 
that  there  was  something  valuable  in 
the  right  of  which  the  lord  ought  not  to 
be  deprived  without  oompensation. 

Lord  BRAUWELL  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

On  Question  f  Their  Lordships  ii- 
vided :— Contents  23 ;  Not-Contents  53  : 
Majority  30. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Clauses  6  to  13,  inclusive,  agrttd  to, 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  IS  (When  compensation  to  be 
secured  by  rent-charge). 

Lord  HOBHOnSE  said,  be  wished 
to  move  an  Amendment  rendered  neoes- 
sary  by  the  abandonment  of  the  compul- 
sory oUuees  in  the  Bill,  to  restore  the 
existing  rule  with  respect  to  enfranchise- 
meut — namely,  that  where  the  enfran- 
chisement was  effected  at  the  instance 
of  the  lord  of  the  manor,  the  compen- 
sation paid  to  him  should  be  by  way  of 
rent-charge,  but  where  at  the  instance 
of  the  tenant  by  payment  of  a  lump 
sum. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  5,  line  24, 
after  {"  agree  ")  insert  ("  in  every  case 
in  which  the  enfranchisement  is  made 
at  the  instance  of  the  lord,  and").— 
{Thi  Lord  WohSomt.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

B«maining  Clanses  and  Schedules 
amended,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thuredag  next ;  and  Bill  to 
bejnt'nW  as  amended.    (No.  180.) 

METROPOLITAN  OPEN    SPACES    ACTS 
EXTENSION  BtLL.-(Ho.  69.) 

{Tht  Urd  Maant-  T»mplf.) 
HEPOar  OF   AUBHDICBKTS. 

Amendments  r^rted  (according  to 
order). 

Amendment  Moved  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing sub-section  at  the  end  of  Clause  2 : — 

"  In  ths  cue  of  any  duused  ohnrchjud,  oame- 
terjr,  or  banal  gronnd,  at  lettst  one  month  be- 
fore any  tombstone  or  monument  is  removed  ui 
adfertieement  of  the  intentioa  to  roinova  or 
cbaDge  the  poiition  of  tombatonos  and  monn- 
menta  in  such  burial  ground  shall  be  inserted 
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know  nothing  about  the  removal  of  the 
tombstone  until  they  happened  to  return 
to  the  parish  to  look  for  it  and  found  it 
was  gone. 

Lord  HERSGHELL  said,  he  (^^aed 
that  there  ought  to  be  prOTiaion  made 
for  a  copy  of  all  epitaphs  and  iDscrip- 
tione  to  be  taken  and  preaerred.  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  that  such  provision  might  be 
brought  up. 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned."— (2R*  Zord  H«r»ehtU.) 

Uotion  agreed  to. 

The  further  debate  on  the  said  Amend- 
ment adjourned  to  TSutday  nest. 

VALUATION  OP  LANDS  (SUOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  178.) 

{Tki  Uarqutu  of  Ultiian.) 

BEOOtrD  BEADIHa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  SEOBETAEY  tor  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothiak),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  apply  the 
provisions  of  Section  5  of  30  &  31  Vict. 
c.  80,  which  were  now  applicable  only 
to  railways,  to  waterworks,  gasworks, 
and  other  undertakings.  The  Act  in 
question  defined  the  duty  of  the  assessor 
of  railways  in  Scotland  in  making  up 
the  valuation  roll  of  railways.  His 
duties  were  now  confined  to  railways, 
and  it  had  been  thought  expedient 
that  they  should  be  extended  to  gas- 
works, waterworks,  and  other  similar 
undertakings.  There  had  been  much 
difficulty  experienced  in  police  burghs 
in  Scotland,  especially  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Qlasgow,  in  connection  with 
rates  due  to  them  for  gas  and  water 
works,  and  other  undertakings  of  that 
description,  and  the  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  do  away  with  the  uncertainty 
which  now  existed,  and  which  had  created 
much  unpleasantness.  The  Bill  was  de- 
sired both  by  the  burghs  and  by  the 
landowners,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  give  it  a  second  reading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 

— (2»e  Marqueti  of  Lofhian.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  commilttd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thurtdag  next. 


three  times  atleait  in  some  aewapaper  turulated 
in  the  aeiRhbourhood  of  auoh  burial  ground, 
and  Boch  other  steps  ae  m&y  ^  found  practic- 
able ahull  be  taken  to  inform  personB  interested 
in  anch  tombstoniia  and  monuments  of  such  in- 
tention as  aforesaid.  In  the  case  of  any  dis- 
used consecrated  chorchfard,  cemetory,  or 
borinl  grooad,  at  least  ono  month  must  elapse 
after  the  isaae  of  the  third  adTertisement  ao 
issued,  and  at  least  one  month  before  a  licanoe 
or  faculty  be  issued  nndet  the  Metropolitan 
Open  Spaces  Act,  1881."  — (TA*  Lord  Mvant 
Temple.) 

Lord  DE  BOS  said,  that  he  had  now 
no  objection  to  the  adoption  of  this 
Amendment,  aa  in  addition  to  the  ad- 
rertisement  the  noble  Lord  had  made  it 
necessary  that  such  other  steps  as  should 
be  found  practicable  should  be  taken  to 
inform  persons  interested  that  tomb- 
stones were  to  be  removed. 

Thh  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
did  not  see  the  use  of  providing  that 
other  steps  should  be  taken  if  they  were 
not  epeoihed. 

Thb  Earl  of  WEUYSS  said  that 
the  reason  given  in  Committee  for  the 
necessity  for  some  alteration  in  the  Bill 
was  that  tombstones  might  be  removed 
without  the  persona  interested  having 
any  warning.  That  difficulty  was  now 
proposed  to  be  met  by  this  Amendment, 
which  provided  for  the  insertion  of 
advertisements  in  some  newspaper  circu- 
lated in  the  neighbourhood  of  tne  burial 
ground.  But  families  changed  their 
residences  and  went  into  other  localities, 
and  thus  an  advertisement  in  a  news- 
paper in  the  neighbourhood  where  the 
graveyard  was  situated  might  never  be 
seen  by  those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  to  enact 
that  a  record  should  be  kept  like  a  parish 
register  of  the  inscriptions  and  epitaphs 
on  all  tombstones,  so  that  no  evidence 
as  to  family  connection  or  title  might 
be  lost. 

Thb  lord  OHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Balsbuby)  remarked  that  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  apparently  do  anything  to 
preserve  such  valuable  evidence  as  the 
maoriptioQS  and  epitaphs  on  tombstones. 
He  would  have  thought  that  after  the 
discussion  in  Committee  the  noble  Lord 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  have  pro- 
vided some  machinery  whereby  copies 
should  be  taken  of  all  tombstones 
moved,  which  copies  ehonld  be  made 
evidence  instead  of  the  originals  in 
Ooorts  of  Law.  The  provision  for  adver- 
tising was  most  illusory,  and  families 
which  had  left  a  neighbourhood  might 
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LBQITIMACr  DECLARATION  ACT  (1858) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  169.) 

(ntEaile/MiUleuin.) 
SEGOITD  BBADIXa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ia^,  read. 

The  EiBL  of  MILLTOWN,  in  moTing 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  extend 
the  provisiona  of  the  Legitimacy  Decla- 
ration Act  to  natural-born  subjects  who 
m^ht  not  be  domiciled  in  England  or 
Ireland,  and  who  were  unable  to  obtain 
a  declaration  of  their  legitimacy  or  of 
the  validity  of  their  marriages  in  the 
country  of  their  domicile.  The  Bill  bad 
the  support  of  Sir  James  Hannen,  the 
President  of  the  Divorce  Oourt,  and 
others. 

Movtd,  "ThatthoBillbenowreadS- 
—{ne  Eail  of  ^illlouiit.) 

TttE  Eabl  of  SELBOKNE  said,  be 
regretted  that  a  Bill  of  so  much  im' 
portance  should  be  introduced  at  a  time 
wben  it  could  not  receive  all  the  con- 
uderation  the  subject  deserved.  The 
measure,  if  passed  iu  its  actual  form, 
would  only  tend  to  add  to  the  con- 
fusion which  arose  from  the  conflict 
of  law  on  questions  of  marriage  and 
legitimacy.  He  objected  altogether  to 
the  English  Courts  assuming  a  jurisdic- 
tion in  regard  to  people  whose  status 
was  a  proper  subject  for  consideration 
by  the  Courts  of  other  countries,  to 
wMch  their  allegiance  was  due,  and  in 
which  they  were  domiciled.  The  Bill 
was  not  limited  to  cases  in  vhich  the 
domicile  was  British  at  the  time  of  the 
marriage ;  it  embraced  foreigners  and 
foreign  marriages,  without  any  regard 
to  their  domicile  at  any  time. 

LoHD  FITZQERALD  said,  he  thought 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  correct,  and 
it  ought  to  be  read  a  second  time.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  had 
pointed  out  a  real  grievance  in  the  exist- 
ing law  which  ought  to  be  remedied ; 
but  the  Bill  would  raquirs  careful  ex- 
amination in  Committee. 

Tbe  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
was  willing  to  withdraw  his  objection  to 
the  second  reading,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Bill  would  receive,  as  it 
oertoinly  required,  much  amendment  in 
Committee. 

Lord  WATSON  said,  he  should  not 
be  disposed  to  object  to  the  principlo 


of  the  Bill.  He  would,  however,  point 
out  that  one  of  the  parts  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  which  would  be 
affected  by  this  Bill  vae  the  realm  of 
of  Scotland,  and  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  might  be  to  introduce  diffioultiss 
respeoting  the  judgments  of  their  Lav 
Courts,  which  ought  not  to  exist.  He 
had  no  doubt,  however,  that  in  Com- 
mittee they  would  be  obis  to  deal  vilh 
that  question. 

Tbb  E&rl  of  milltown  said,  that 
the  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Scotland. 

The  Mas4ubbs  of  BATH  said,  he 
was  doubtful  whether  it  would  be  wise 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  Accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  was  in  charge  of  it,  it  did  not 
extend  to  Scotland,  nor  to  India  and 
the  Colonies — he  did  not  know  whether 
Ireland  was  included — and  it  seemed  aa 
if  it  was  only  intended  to  apply  to  Con- 
stantinople and  France. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

COBOHEBB  BILL  [u.L.] 
A  Bill  to  conBolidate  tha  law  relatang  to 
coroDsra — Was  praintid  by  The  Lord  Cbaa- 
cellor;  read  1'.  (No.  177.) 

House  B4jouniwl  at  half  put  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Thunday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'dMk. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS 
TiMtiay,  Ulh  July,  1887. 
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PROVISIONAL    ORDER   BILL. 

TEAllWAYS  PROVISIONAL  OBDEES 

(No.  I)  BILL.-[BiLL  257.] 

(fiami  RtnryDt  Wormt,  Mr.  Jaekun.) 

THIBD    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  BetuliDg  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<■  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Baron  fftnry  De  Wormt.) 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancraa,  E.); 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  this  Order  goes 
beyond  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in 
1870  regarding  the  tramways  of  the 
Metropolis.  I  have  further  to  urge  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to 
make  this  Order,  and  that  it  can  only  be 
made  with  the  consent  of  the  Metro- 
potitan  Board  of  Works,  and  also  of  the 
Vestry.  In  the  present  Order,  the  Board 
of  Trade  seek  to  establish  motive  power 
other  than  horses,  such  as  electric  and 
other  power  ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  place  it  out  of 
the  power  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  if  they  find  that  the  power  em- 
ployed is  inconvenient  for  the  ordinary 
traffic— that  it  frightens  horses,  and 
becomes  dangerous  to  lifeand  property — 
to  put  a  stop  to  it.  The  Metropolitan 
Board  had  power  originally  to  refuse  to 
accept  this  Provisional  Order  at  all,  and 
although  they  did  not  exercise  Uietr 
rights,  they  imposed  conditione,  which 
conditions  are  ^sregarded  in  the  Bill. 
Of  course,  it  will  be  said  that  if  the 
Tramway  Authorities  act  in  any  way 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Order, 
the  Metropolitan  Board  will  have  power, 
if  they  desire  to  exercise  it,  to  go  to  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  but  I  may  mention 
that  the  Act  of  1S70  so  far  established 
the  principle  of  local  self-government,  in 
contradistinction  from  that  of  centralized 
government,  that  it  left  the  Local  Au- 
thorities to  decide  whether  the  tram- 
ways were  to  be  continued,  in  the  event 
of  their  not  being  worked  in  accordance 
with  their  wishes.  It  is,  however,  in 
the  interests  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  not  in  the  interests  of 
local  eelf-govemment,  that  I  rise  for  the 

furpose  of  making  this  protest.  Before 
sit  down  I  may  say  that,  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session,  seeing  that  any 
effective  opposition  to  the  BiU  would,  in 
all  probability,  result  in  getting  rid  of 
any  opportunity  of  passing  this  Order 
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this  Session,  the  Metropolitan  Board  do 
not  wish  fo  press  the  matter  to  a  Divi- 
sion. They  only  desire  to  make  a  pro- 
test against  what  they  regard  as  an 
infringement  of  their  rights.  Their  con- 
tention is  that  the  Order  goes  behind  the 
Act  of  Parliament  which  has  conferred 
certain  powers  upon  them.  I  shall, 
therefore,  content  myself  with  having 
made  these  remarks,  without  asking  the 
House  to  divide  against  the  Provisional 
Order. 

The  SEORETAKY  to  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Baron  Hebet  Db  Wobms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  i  I  have  no 
wish  to  enter  into  the  technical  discus- 
sion which  has  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Oentleman ;  but  I  will  simply  point  out 
that,  in  reality,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  have  no  cause  of  complaint  in 
the  matter.  This  Provisional  Order  was 
advertised  in  the  month  of  November 
last.  It  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  a  copy  was  forwarded  by  that  Board 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  25th  of 
March,  and  consented  to  subject  to  cer- 
tain conditions. 

Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutaford) :  Will  the  hon.  Member  state 
what  the  consent  was  which  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  gave  ? 

Baeow  henry  DE  worms  :  I  am 
unable  to  say.  All  I  can  say  is  that  no 
objection  was  taken  to  the  Provisional 
Order  until  Petitions  were  lodged  against 
it  on  the  21st  of  May  last.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  matter  is  a  very  simple 
one.  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
gave  their  consent  to  this  Frovisional 
Order  as  far  as  they  were  concerned,  sub- 
ject to  certain  conditions,  and  these  con- 
ditions were  inserted  in  the  Order  except 
the  condition  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  might  at  any  time  revoke  the 
authority  to  use  mechanical  power.  That 
authority  is  vested  in  theBoiurd  of  Trade ; 
and  if,  at  any  time  the  Board  of  Works 
can  show  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
there  is  any  reason  to  suppose  that  this 
tramway,  if  worked  by  mecoanical  power, 
is  likely  to  be  a  nuisance,  or  dangerous 
to  the  neighbourhood,  the  Board  of 
Trade  could  withdraw  the  consent 
they  had  already  given.  Let  me  point 
out  another  matter  which  might  nave 
influenced  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Works  Qpon  the  subject.  It  has  been 
alleged  that  the  tramway  will  be  worked 
by  steam  power.  That  is  not  so.  The 
motive  power  proposed  to  be  authorised 
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is  any  mechanical  power  other  than 
Bteam.  The  tramwa;  itself  will  com- 
mence, I  believe,  at  Shepherd's  Busb, 
which  is  within  the  Metropolitan  district. 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Member 
intends  to  exercise  a  wise  discretion  in 
not  opposinftthe  third  readin(f  of  tbeBill. 
Mk.  TATTON  EGERTON:  I  can  con- 
firm what  thehon, Gentleman  theMember 
for  St.  Fancras  (Mr.  Webster)  has  stated; 
but  there  is  no  wish  to  press  for  a  Divi- 
eioa  against  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Uentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  stated  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  gave  their  ooneent 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Order.  Now, 
that  I  i^solutely  and  utterly  deny.  A 
conditional  consent  is  no  consent  at  all, 
and  the  present  contention  relates  to  a 
question  of  principle.  By  the  Act  of 
1870  Parliament  gave  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities, who,  in  this  case,  were  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  power 
of  withholding  their  consent  to  the  Pro- 
Tisional  Order ;  and  the  point  of  the  con- 
tention is  that,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  proposing  to  grant  a 
Provisional  Order  which  is  to  become  an 
Act  legalizing  what  is  said  to  be  an 
illegality.  It  is  against  that  oourse  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Works  that  I 
protest.  As  the  hon.  Qeutleman  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney) 
is  in  his  place,  I  should  be  glad  if  he 
will  give  the  House  hie  advice  on  the 
matter,  because  I  believe  that  the  point 
to  which  I  have  called  attention  is  an 
important  one,  and  is  of  much  interest 
so  far  as  the  future  construction  of 
tramways  is  concerned , 

Mr.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields):  AaaMemberoftheOommittee 
appointed  to  consider  this  Bill,  I  should 
like  to  explain  that  the  Committee  came 
to  no  conclusion  whatever  in  regard  to 
the  powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 


Mr.  Spxakbb  rtporUd  the  Jtoyal  Atttnl 
to  several  Bills. 

TEAMWAYS  PHOVieiONAL  ORDERS 

(No.  1)  BILL. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  third  time." 

Mr.  J.  0.  STEVENSON :  I  was  ^ 
oeeding,  at  the  moment  the  diacuesion 
Baron  Mwry  De  Wamu 


was  inlerrupted,  to  explain,  aa  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  to  whom  this 
matter  was  referred,  that  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  no  conclusion  whatever. 
The;  felt  justified  in  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  had  no  power  to  go 
behind  the  Order  of  this  House. 

Thb  CHAmMAN  op  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  CoimTNEY)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) ; 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Knutsford 
Division  of  Cheshire  (Mr.  Tatton  Eger- 
ton)  has  appealed  to  me,  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  aay  a  Tord  before  the  Bill 
is  read  a  third  time.  I  fail  to  see  that  any 
principle  is  now  involved  in  the  matter. 
It  is  agreed  that  under  certain  con- 
ditions the  Board  of  Trade  may  make  a 
Provisional  Order  for  the  construction 
of  a  tramway  with  the  eonsent  of  the 
Local  Authority,  which  in  the  Metropolis 
means  the  Metn^olitan  Board  of  Works. 
The  secessity  of  this  consent  is  not  de- 
nied. The  only  question  in  this  case 
is  whether  or  not  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  gave  their  consent  to  the 
granting  of  this  particular  Order.  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  under  the  impression 
that  the  consent  was  given,  whereas  the 
Board  of  Works  deny  that  they  gave  it. 
The  Board  of  Trade  admit  that  consent 
was  necessary,  and  as  to  whether  it  was 
or  was  not  given  depends  upon  tfae  in- 
terpretation put  upon  a  particular  docu- 
ment, because  while  using  the  word 
"consent"  the  Metropolitan  Board  pro- 
ceeded to  add  conditions  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  disregarded.  It  is  not 
for  me  to  add  any^ing  more,  except 
that  the  two  Boards  are  now  in  agree- 
ment as  to  the  expediency  of  not  op- 
posing the  third  reading  of  the  Btu, 
and,  in  future,  I  think  it  will  be  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  give  their  consent  unequi- 
vooably,  one  way  or  the  other.  1  do 
not  think  it  is  wise  to  give  a  conditional 
consent  when  in  reali^  something  else 
is  meant. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patied. 

Q  UESTIONS. 


PiBIS  EXHIBITION,  t3S». 
Sir     BERNHAED     SAMTTELSON" 

S Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  asked  the  TJa- 
er  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
faire, Whether  he  will  state,  for  the  ia- 
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formation  of  the  Ohambers  of  Oom- 
msTce  and  of  traders  and  manufacturers 
generally,  what  is  the  character  of  the 
facility  which  the  UarqueBs  of  Salisbury, 
in  his  letter  of  the  6tti  of  May  to  U. 
Waddington,  assured  him  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govamment  would  be  very  happy 
to  afford  to  exhibitora  who  may  be  de- 
sirous of  contributing  to  the  Inter- 
national EzMbilion  to  be  held  in  Paris 
in  1889  ? 

Thb  TINDEE  8ECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaues  FERausaoti)  (Uaa- 
chester,  N.E.) :  The  facilities  to  be 
afforded  by  Her  Uajeety's  Qovemment 
to  contributors  to  the  Paris  Exhibition 
must  depend  upon  the  requirements  of 
such  contributors,  and  the  ability  of 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  to  grant 
them.  There  may  be  some  feasible 
tinder  the  Oustome  Begulations.  The 
undertaking  by  the  Marquees  of  Salis- 
bury quoted  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
mentioned  in  response  to  a  request  of 
the  French  Ambassador,  which  was  as 
follows : — 

"  In  the  event  of  the  Oovemment  ot  the 
Queen  not  being  able  to  afford  offiuial  pttrtici- 
pation,  the  French  Gavemment  would  receive 
with  «atit(actioa  the   aeaaraace  ot  theic  un- 
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iteeing  to  Biitiih  suhjects  all  neceuary 
-  '-  regard  to  carri»ge  and  Cuitonu 


Sir  BEBNHABD  SAMUELSOX 
asked,  whether  the  facilities  would  be 
granted  by  the  French  or  by  the  Eng- 
Ush  GoverDEnent? 

Sm  JAMES  FEEOGSSON'  said,  there 
were  always  questions  with  regard  to 
the  return  of  articles  exhibited ;  but  he 
did  not  pretend  that  the  facilities  which 
the  Qovemment  could  afford  were  very 
Gonuderable. 

PIERS  AND   HARBOTTRS    (IRET^ND)- 

TRALBE  AND  FENIT  PIES  AND 

HABBOUa  COUHISSIONERS. 

Mb.     EDWARD     HARRINGTON 

(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 

Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  at  the  last 

meeting  of  the  Tralee  and  Fenit  Pier 

and  Harbour  Oom miesionera,  Mr,  Robert 

M'Cowen,  J.F.,  wba  elected  Ohairman 

by  a  majori^  of  one  rote ;  whether  his 

aoD,  Mr.  Robert  M'Ooweo,  junior,  voted 

in  the  majority;  whether  Mr.  M'Cowen, 


1^34 

JQaior,  was  elected  a  Oommiesioner 
without  any  notice  of  a  vacancy  having 
been  advertised  in  the  local  papers,  as 
provided  by  the  second  section  of  the 
incorporating  Order  :  whether  this  elec- 
tion took  place  on  the  24th  ultimo,  in 
anticipation  of  the  contest  for  the 
Chairmanship;  whether  the  two  votes 
solely  recorded  for  oo  •  opting  Mr. 
M'Cowen,  junior,  were  those  of  Mr. 
L.  M.  Hussey,  his  proposer,  and  Mr. 
M'Cowen,  senior,  his  seconder,  who  also 
put  the  motion  from  the  chair,  and  de- 
clared  his  eon  duly  elected ;  whether 
Mr.  E.  R,  Murphy,  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  the  only  other 
Commissioner  then  present,  protested 
against  this  course  as  irregular  and 
illegal ;  whether  protests  were  also 
made  at  the  last  meeting  against  the 
legality  of  Mr.  M'Coven's  election  as 
Chairman,  on  account  of  his  son's  vote ; 
by  what  right  does  Mr.  Curling  sit  and 
vote  OS  member  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  Tralee  and  Fenit  Pier 
and  Harbour;  and,  to  whom  are  the 
above  body  responsible  for  any  infringe- 
ment of  "  The  Commissioners  Glauses 
Act,  1847,"  in  so  far  as  it  governs  their 
proceedings? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hbhet  Da 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I 
have  received  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Tralee  and  Fenit  Harbour  Oommis- 
sioners  a  long  answer  to  the  nine  Ques- 
tions placed  upon  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and,  if  he  will  permit  me,  I 
will  send  it  to  him  in  writing. 

Me.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
May  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  from 
whom  does  that  answer  come  7 

Babos  henry  DE  WORMS :  From 
the  Secretary  to  the  Tralee  and  Fenit 
Harbour  Commissioners. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  any  objectioa 
to  read  the  answer  to  the  House  P 

Barok  henry  DE  worms  :  I  am 
afraid  it  would  take  half  an  hour. 

MINE3  REGULATION  ACT  —WILLIAM 
SHAW,   FIREMAN  AT  THB   PARK 
MINE,  TABND  VALE  COLUBRT, 
tjEELMEBSDALE. 
Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to   the  case  of  William  Shaw, 
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fireman  at  tlie  Park  Mioe,  Taend  Yale 
Collie  ry,  Skelmersdale,  who  reported 
having  found  gas  in  a  collier's  workiog 
place  on  the  12th  of  June,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  report  shot  firing  was  dis- 
ooBtinued  ;  whether  it  ia  true  that  a  few 
days  afterwards  the  fireman  was  dis- 
charged from  his  employment  without 
any  reason  baring  been  assigned  for  his 
dismissal;  whether  the  Inspector  of 
Mines  found  on  examining  the  Beport 
Book  that  the  Beport  made  by  Mr. 
Shaw  had  been  partly  erased;  and, 
whether,  considering  that  the  work- 
men believe  the  fireman  lost  his  em- 
ployment on  account  of  his  having 
reported  the  finding  of  gas,  he  will 
inquire  into  the  subject,  as  well  as 
into  the  alleged  erasure  from  the  Be- 
port Book? 

TuE  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E):  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  the  Lancashire 
Miners'  Federation,  and  also  a  Beport 
from  the  Inspector,  who  informs  ma  that 
be  has  made  careful  inquiry  into  this 
matter.  The  facts  nppear  to  be  practi- 
cally as  stated  in  the  Question,  except 
that  the  reason  assigned  for  the  dis- 
missal of  the  fireman  was  that  he  had 
used  bad  language  and  did  not  obey 
orders.  The  Inspector  tells  me  that  he 
found  it  very  difficult  to  get  at  all  the 
facts  with  certainty;  hut,  in  view  of  the 
serious  allegations  made  against  the 
managers  of  the  mine,  I  have  ordered 
him  to  prosecute  his  inqniries  further, 
and  if  it  can  be  established  that  there 
has  bees  any  infraction  of  the  Statute, 
or  of  the  special  rules,  proceedings  will 
be  instituted. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— A  "  THAMES 
BWIMMINQ  BATH." 

Mb.  0.  V.  MOKaAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  an  article  in  I^a  Pall  MaH  Qatelte  of 
14th  July  on  a  "Thames  Swimming 
Bath  ;  "  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
bring  tu  a  Bill  to  legislate  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  ? 

Tkb  FIH8T  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plukket)  (Dublin  University) :  As 
Battersea  Park  is  about  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  as  to  the  construction 
Mr.  Burt 


of  a  swimming  bath  there,  or  on  any 
other  proposal  as  to  its  future  manage- 
ment. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBlLEfi:  YEAR 
OF   HER  HAJESTT'S    BEION  —  THE 
NAVAL  REVIEW  OFF    SPITHEAD  — 
ACCOHUODATION  FOR  HEUBERS. 
Captaik  GOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  What  is  the  estimated  num- 
ber of  Members  of  the  House  and  their 
friends  to  be  accommodated  on  board 
H.M.S.  Cfoeodilt  on  33rd  instant;  and, 
whether,  with  reference  to  the  Admiralty 
notice  exhibited  in  the  Lobbies  of  the 
House,  special  arrangements  cannot  be 
made  to    enable    Members    and    their 
friends,  who  see  no  risk  in  disembarking 
into  a  tug  by  the  aid  of  electric  light,  to 
remain  on  board  the  Crocodile  to  see  the 
illuminations  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Lord  Gbobob 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Baling) :  The 
number  to  be  accommodated  on  the 
Croeodilt  is  700,  The  disembarkation 
of  so  large  a  number  of  visitors  alter 
dark  into  tu^s  involves  a  risk  to  human 
life,  especially  as  the  flowing  tide  will 
be  Tunnine  at  the  rate  of  five  knots. 
The  Board  of  Admiralty  regret  that 
they  cannot  alter  the  decision  conveyed 
in  the  notice  referred  to  ;  as  they  do  not 
feel  justified  in  throwing  the  responsi- 
bility of  carrying  out  the  operation, 
without  accident,  on  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  troopships  and  tugs.  The  grant- 
ing of  this  request  would  lead  to  a 
similar  application  on  behalf  of  the 
visitors  in  the  other  large  troopships 
which  cannot  come  into  harbour ;  and 
even  if  the  permission  were  limited  to 
the  troopships  conveying  distingniebed 
guests,  upwards  of  2,500  visitors  would 
have  to  be  provided  for.  The  disem- 
barkation of  other  visitors  into  private 
tugs,  not  under  naval  control,  might 
possibly  be  attended  with  greater  risk, 
and  cannot  be  sanctioned  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Oaptaih  COLOMB  :  Will  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  pay  their  expenses  be  allowed 
to  remain  on  board  all  night  ? 
LoHD   GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  The 

guestion  of  providing  accommodation  on 
oard  for  700  persons  ii  a  rather  serious 
one.  I  do  not  think  we  can  vary  the 
arrongemeatB  laid  down. 
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him  to  make  further  inquiry  into  the 
statements  of  Dr.  Daly. 


LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIB)— 
CLBRKEN  WELL  POLIOE  COURT— "  AR- 

BITRAKy    CONDUCT    OF    A    POLICE 

MAGISTHATE." 

Me.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen'a 
Co.,  OsBory)  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
Thursday's  Daily  Miet,  that  Mr. 
Hosack,  the  Magistrate  at  the  Clerken- 
vell  Police  Oourt,  on  Monday  refused  to 
attest  the  roting  paper  of  Dr.  J.  B.  Daly, 
an  elector  of  Dublin  UniTeraity,  on  the 
i;roand  ihat  he  was  not  personally 
known  to  him ;  that  several  policemen 
about  the  court  knew  Dr.  Daly,  and 
were  willing  to  testify  to  the  fact  that 
he  bad  property  close  to  one  of  their 
stations ;  and,  that  Mr.  Hosack  refused 
to  interrogate  the  said  policemen,  and 
ordered  Dr.  Daly  to  stand  down,  and 
that,  as  a  consequence.  Dr.  Daly  was 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  recording 
his  rote  at  the  election  ? 

Mr.  Mao  Nbill  (Donegal,  8.)  had 
a  similar  Question  on  the  Paper  which 
was  not  askod. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  obtained  a  Beport  from 
Mr.  Hosack,  the  magistrate,  who  in- 
formed him  that  on  the  lltb  instant, 
Dr.  Daly  applied  to  him  to  certify  that 
he  was  a  voter  for  Dublin  Dniversity. 
It  was  the  invariable  rule  in  such  cases 
that  ths  applicant  should  be  introduced 
by  a  person  who  could  certify  that  the 
applicant  was  psrsonally  known  to  him. 
The  applicant  in  this  case  was  not  so 
introduced  ;  and  therefore  the  magis. 
trate  declined  to  attest  the  voting  paper. 
The  magistrate  denied  that  he  had  re- 
fused to  hear  any  evidence  as  to  Dr. 
Daly's  identity.  The  latter  stated  that 
he  was  well  known  to  the  police  of  the 
district,  and  an  Inspector  of  Police  in 
Court,  when  asked  by  the  applicant,  said 
he  did  not  know  him.  It  was  not  a  fact 
that  Dr.  Daly  was  obliged  to  wait  for 
the  arrival  of  the  magistrate  in  a  narrow, 
crowded  Court,  with  the  people  about  to 
he  charged  before  the  magistrate.  He 
was  in  another  part  of  the  building 
along  with  other  persons,  who,  like  him- 
self, were  applicants.  Mr.  Hosack  was 
absent  from  town  at  present ;  but  on  his 
return  he  (Mr,  Matthews)  would  request 


CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  TEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN  — THE 
NAVAL  REVIEW  OFF  SPITHEAD— 
"TOTAL  COMPLEMENT"  OF  THE 
SHIPS. 

Oaptaih  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  each  vessel  named 
in  the  "  Programme  of  the  Naval  Re- 
view" will  have  its  "total  complement  " 
actually  on  board  on  the  23rd  instant ; 
why,  in  the  case  of  torpedo  boats,  is  ttie 
col  umn  ' '  total  complement ' '  left  blank  ; 
what  will  be  the  total  number,  all  ranks, 
of  the  Boyal  Navy,  exclusive  of  Marine 
forces,  taking  part  in  the  Beriew ;  what 
is  the  number  of  non-combatants  in- 
cluded in  the  total;  what  will  be  the 
total  number,  all  ranks,  of  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery  and  Infantry  respeo- 
tively  taking  part  in  the  Beview  ;  what 
proportion  of  the  aggregate  force  on 
board  the  mastless  vessels  will  be  fur- 
nished by  the  Marine  Forces ;  and,  what 
proportion  of  the  aggregate  force  on 
board  the  masted  vessels  will  be  fur< 
nished  by  the  Marine  Forces  7 

The  FIB9T  LORD  (Lord  Georob 
Hauiltoh)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Each 
vessel  named  in  the  programme  of  the 
Naval  Beview  will  be  completely  manned 
and  fit  for  battle.  The  omission  of  the 
complement  of  four  torpedo  boats  in  G 
flotilla  is  a  clerical  oversight,  which  was 
not  observed  till  after  the  programmes 
were  printed.  Their  complement  is  1 6 
each,  as  in  the  case  of  other  torpedo 
boats  of  the  same  class.  The  total  num- 
ber, all  ranks,  of  the  Boyal  Navy,  ex- 
clusive of  Marine  forces,  taking  part  in 
the  Naval  Beview  will  be  approximately 
13,938.  The  number  of  non-combatants 
included  will  be  approximately  2,342. 
The  total  number  of  Bov  al  Marine  Artil- 
lery and  Infantry  will  be  approximately 
2,263 ;  but  without  going  through  the 
whole  of  the  Embarkation  Returns  it  is 
impossible  to  separate  them.  The  pro- 
portion of  the  aggregate  force  on  board 
the  mastless  vessels  famished  by  the 
Marine  forces  will  be  about  l-7th, 
or  as  1,018  is  to  7,153.  The  proportion 
of  the  aggregate  force  on  board  the 
masted  vessels  furnished  by  the  Marine 
forces  will  be  about  2-15ths,  or  as  1,245 
is  to  9,048. 
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INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT  — 
"RIDE"  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  DEASY  cMayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treaeurj,  Whon  it  is 
intended  to  grant  the  recently  promised 
£10  per  annum  increase  to  those  ride 
officera  of  Inland  Berenuo  nho  are 
standing  for  the  last  few  years  at  their 
mazimum,  which  the  Board  now  consideF 
too  low;  whether  it  be  true  that  the 
le-Bcheming  of  the  stations  of  those 
officers  haa  lat^ely  increased  their  work ; 
if  it  is  intended  to  increase  their  travelling 
and  subsistence  allowances,  which  are 
alleged  to  be  insufficient;  and,  if  the 
officera  who  auggested  and  carried  out 
the  re-soheming,  which  is  aaid  to  be 
detrimental  to  the  beet  interests  of  the 
Excise  Service  and  its  officera,  had  been 
promoted  over  the  heads  of  a  large 
number  of  their  superior  officers  T 

The  SEOKETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  From  the  1st  of  September 
the  maximum  salary  of  second-olaaa 
officers  (heretofore  styled  ride  officers) 
willbe£l40insteadof  £130,  an  increase 
of  £10.  All  such  officers  who  on  that 
date  have  for  a  period  of  one  year  or 
more  been  in  receipt  of  £130  will 
receive  their  first  increment  of  £5  under 
the  new  scale.  As  a  rule,  the  effect  of 
re-scheming  the  stations  will  be  to  in- 
crease the  work  and  responsibilities  of 
the  officers,  which  is  the  reason  why 
their  salaries  have  been  increased.  The 
allowances  on  account  of  travelling  and 
subsistence  are  always  cousidered,  and 
where  necesaary  revised,  when  the  areas 
of  stationsare  altered.  The  re-scheming 
hoe  been  both  suggested  and  carried  out 
by  the  Board  of  Inland  Hevonue  them- 
selves, who  consider  it  decidedly  advan- 
tageous to  the  beat  interesta  of  the  Excise 
Service,  and  no  question  of  promotion  of 
officera  in  connection  with  the  re- 
soheming  haa  therefore  arisen. 

OETLON— PARDON   OP    MARTINEZ 
PEREIRA. 

Sir  JOHN  DOEINGTON  (Gloueeater, 
Tewkesbury)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  has 
information  before  him  that  the  Qo- 
vemor  of  Ceylon  has  granted  a  free 
pardon  to  Martinez  Fereira,  who  had 
been  convicted  of  petjury  npon  a  pro- 
sedution  ordered  by  the  District  Court  in 
respeot  of  bia  evidence  given  on  behalf 
of  the  Ceylon  Government,  in  an  action 


brought  by  Mr.  Talbot  for  the  recovery 
of  property  lost  on  a  Government  Bail- 
way  ;  whether,  up  to  the  present  time, 
notwithatanding  the  decision  of  the 
District  Court  in  Mr.  Talbot's  favour, 
the  Ceylon  Government  has  avoided 
making  compensation  for  the  lost  pro- 
perty, such  property  having  been  lost  in 
October,  1885;  and,  whether  he  will 
make  further  inquiries  into  the  matter  ? 
The  SECBETABT  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henkt  Holland)  (Hampatead) :  The 
Governor  of  Ceylon  has  reported  that  he 
has  granted  a  free  pardon  to  Martinez 
Pereira,  who  was  convicted  of  perjury. 
The  Governor  acted  upon  the  advice  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Lieutenant 
Governor;  and  the  pardon  was  granted 
on  the  ground  that  the  statement  on 
which  the  perjury  was  assigned  woa  not 

itroved  to  have  heen  made  with  know- 
edge  or  belief  that  it  was  untrue,  but 
was  an  erroneous  inference  from  admitted 
facts.  The  Secretary  of  State  does  not 
interfere  with  the  discretion  of  Oolouiat 
Governora  in  the  exeroiae  of  the  pre- 
rogative of  pardon. 

TRADE  AND  COMMBROB  —  EXPORTS 
AND  IMPORTS  OF  THE  PORT  OP 
DUBLIN. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDB  (Dublin 
Co.,  8.)  had  the  following  Question  on 
the  Paper : — ^To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  When  he  will  be  able  to  state 
the  result  of  hia  inquirieaaa  to  the  poaai- 
bility  of  keeping  a  record  in  the  Dublin 
Custom  House  of  the  imports  and  exports 
to  and  from  the  Port  of  Dublin,  showing 
whether  they  are  Irish  or  foreign,  raiv 
or  manufactured?  The  hon.  Member 
thanked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for 
his  courtesy  in  supplying  him  with  satis- 
faotoryinformation  on  the  subject  of  thia 
Question. 

IRELAND  -  KINGSTOWN  HARBOUR 
COMMISSIONERS  —  INCLOSDRB  OF 
GROUNDS. 

Sm  THOMAS  ESMONDS  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  Bsked  the  Chief  Secretai^'  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Harbour  Oom- 
missioneraofKingstowntoinclose  the  plot 
of  ground  opposite  the  Mariners'  Church, 
which  has  been  alwaysopen  to  the  public, 
notwithstanding  the  remonstrances  ad- 
dressed to  them  by  the  Township  Com* 
missioners ;  whether  this  large  piece  of 
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g^und  IB  to  be  added  to  tbe  Harbour- 
master's garden  ;  nnd,  whether  the 
Harbourmaster,  Captain  Crofton,  has  not 
already  taken  in  a  large  piece  of  ground, 
vhich  did  not  originally  belong  to  his 
liouse,  and  has  had  it  converted  into  a 
private  lawn  tennis  ground  at  the  public 
expense  ? 

The  8ECSETAHT  to  thk  TEEA- 
81TBT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  in 
reply,  said,  the  Harbour  Cammissioners 
of  Kingstown  had  decided. to  place  a 
redling  across  the  open  space  men* 
tioned!  A  remonstrance  had  been  re- 
ceived trom  the  Township  Oommis- 
sioners;  but  it  was  not  renewed,  on  an 
explanation  being  given  that  the  enclo- 
sure would  prevent  the  ground  from 
being  pat  to  most  objectionable  uses. 
There  was  no  intention  of  adding  this 
small  plot  to  the  Harbourmaster's 
garden.  If  anyone  was  prepared  to  rent 
it,  and  give  an  adequate  guarantee  that 
it  would  not  be  used  for  an  objection- 
able purpose,  he  could  do  bo.  The 
Harbourmaster  was  in  occupation  of  a 
amall  piece  of  ground  between  his  house 
and  his  office ;  but  no  expenditure  upon 
it  from  the  public  funds  had  ever  been 
made  or  intended. 

ARMS  (IRELAND)  ACT-JOHN  HEN- 
CHEY,  OF  BODYKE,  CO.  CLAKE. 

Mk.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  John  Henohey,  of 
Bodyke,  County  Clare,  a  farmer  and 
blacksmith,  has  been  deprived  of  his 
Ucenoe  to  carry  arms,  and  thereby  pre- 
vented from  protecting  his  crops  from 
vermin;  and,  whether  Henchey  has 
ever  been  charged  with  any  crime ;  and, 
it  not,  why  has  hie  arm's  licence  been 
revoked  ? 

The  PAEUAMENTAET  TJNDEE 
8ECEETABY  (Colonel  Krua-HAKMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thauet)  (who  replied) 
aaid,  the  arm's  licence  of  Henchey  had 
been  revoked.  This  man  had  not  been 
charged  with  any  offence ;  but  the 
autliorities  did  not  consider  him  to  be  a 
fit  person  to  hold  an  arm's  licence.  With 
regard  to  the  allegation  that  he  had 
been  thereby  prevented  from  protecting 
his  crops  from  vermin,  he  might  men- 
tion that  Henohey  stated  that  the  gun 
did  not  belong  to  him,  but  that  he 
borrowed  it  from  the  owner.  He  re- 
fused to  give  the  owner's  name. 


Mb.  cox  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  bad  not  given  the 
reasons  why  he  bad  been  deprived  of 
his  licence. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  the 
reason  was  because  he  was  not  con- 
sidered a  6t  person  to  hold  a  licence. 

Ma.  COX  gave  Notice  that  he  would 
call  attention  to  this  matter  on  a  subse- 
quent occasion. 

TECHNICAL  AND  COMMEKCIAL 
EDUCATION-EMPLOYMENT     OF 

FOREIGNERS  IN  LONDON. 
Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT(8hBffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  It 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statistics  and  particulars  obtuned  by  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce  as  to  the 
employmeot  of  foreigners  in  London, 
summarized  in  TAe  Timet  of  the  I3th 
instant ;  it  he  can,  by  Circular  Iietter  or 
otherwise,  endeavour  to  arouse  the  at- 
tention of  all  persons  concerned  in  edu- 
cation, and,  in  particular,  the  Governing 
Bodies  and  Head  Masters  ot  Public, 
Grammar,  and  High  Schools,  although 
not  under  the  authority  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  to  the  woeful  state  ot 
affairs  thereby  proved  to  be  now  existing 
in  the  City  ot  London — namely,  the 
employment  of  foreign  clerks  by  35  per 
of  mercantile  houees — 


and  because — 

"  99  Englishmen  out  of  100  are  acquainted 
with  no  language  but  their  own." 
and,  if  he  can  state  when  the  Govern- 
ment Technical  and  Commercial  Educa- 
tion Bill  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers? 

The  VICE  PRE8IDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hakt  Dtes)  (Kent,  Dsrtford),  in 
reply,said,  heboped  that  theBill  referred 
to  would  be  printed  and  in  the  hands  ot 
Members  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 
He  trusted  that  some  of  tlie  provisions 
of  the  Bill  would,  at  all  events,  go  far 
to  remedy  the  state  of  affairs  mentioned 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Uueetion.  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  seem  to  be  aware 
that  the  Charity  Oommissioners  in  no 
less  than  333  schemes  out  of  a  total  of 
4 1 2,  bad  kept  the  requirements  of  com- 
mercial education  strictly  in  view,  and 
had  in  all  these  cases  made  prorision  for 
the  teaching  of  one,  if  not  two  foreign 
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languageB.  Other  commercial  subjects 
are  trequentlj  iDcluded,  and  new  Eohemes 
on  the  Bame  linee  ore  conatantly  coming 
into  operation. 

WAR  OFFICE-IMPORTATION  OP 
CANADIAN  HORSES. 

Mr.  C.  W.  aRA.T  {Eaaei,  Maldon) 
Ksked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  statement  in  Th  Echo  of 
the  ISth  instant  is  correct,  that  in  a.  re- 
cently arrived  consignment  of  Canadian 
horses  at  Woolwich  there  was  a  large 
proportion  of  weeds  which  raised  the 
price  of  the  horses  adopted  to  about 
£45  ;  and,  if  he  is  aware  that  English 
horses  from  English  farmers  could  be 
obtained  at  a  lower  price. 

The  secret  art  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle)  : 
The  horses  which  have  arrived  from 
Canada  are  pronounced  to  be  a  very 
good  lot.  After  considering,  however, 
the  price  of  these  Canadian  horses,  I  do 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  continue  at 
present  the  experiment  of  importing 
tkorses  from  Canada.  I  am  not  without 
hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  establish 
a  eastern  by  which  we  can  obtain  all 
the  necessary  horses  from  our  home 
markets. 

ADMIRALTY— THE  DIRECTOR  OF 
DOCKYARDS. 

Sib  WILLUM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  whether  the  Director  of 
Dockyards,  who  was  appointed  upwards 
of  a  year  ago,  has  yet  been  provided 
with  a  Chief  Constructor  as  his  assistant ; 
has  his  staff  been  completed  to  its  full 
assigned  strength ;  and,  is  it  now 
upon  such  a  basis  Uiat  the  Director  can 
be  made  directly  responsible  for  the 
economical  performance  of  work,  and  for 

?reventing  wasteful  expenditure  at  the 
)ockyardB  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  GKORflB 
Hauilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  The 
Director  of  Dockyards  has  not  yet  been 
provided  with  a  Chief  Constructor  as  an 
assistant;  but  an  arrangement  is  in 
course  of  completion  by  which  that  addi- 
tion will  be  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury. 
The  Director  of  Dockyards  does  exercise 
now  a  salutary  iofluence  in  the  econo- 
mical administration  of  the  Dockyards, 
as  is  shown  by  the  savings  he  Las 
effected  ;  but  his  efforts  will,  doubtli 
Sir  William  Seri  Dj/kt 


be  greatly  supplemented  by  the  aaust- 
anoe  of  an  adequate  staff. 


Mb.  LLEWELLYN  {Somerset,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  possible  to  make  provi- 
sion whereby  omcers  of  the  Militia  may 
attend  the  course  of  Army  signalling  at 
Aldernhot? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
This  would  not  be  practicable  without 
an  increaso  of  the  staff  of  the  School  of 
Signalling.  For  this  and  other  expense 
which  would  be  caused  provision  has 
not  been  made  in  the  present  Estimates. 
I  will  consider  before  next  year  whether 
any  sum-should  be  taken  for  this  object. 

LAW  AND  POUCB  (METROPOUB)  - 
MAEYLEBONE  POLICE  COURT— RE- 
MISSION OF  SENTENCES. 
Mr.  FICKERSaiLL  (Bethnal  GFreen, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  decision 
of  the  Middlesex  Magiatratea  on  Satur- 
day, quashing  the  conviction  of  Mr. 
Williams,  who,  along  with  six  other 
defendants,  were  sentenced  by  Mr.  De 
Rutzen,  on  the  27th  April,  at  the  Mary- 
lebone  Police  Court,  to  six  months'  im- 
prisonment, with  hard  labour,  on  a 
charge  of  asaaulting  the  police  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty  ;  whether  Mr. 
De  Rutzen  then  stated  that  the  sentence 
was — 


son  most  to  bkme ; ' 

whether    Mr.    Williams    on    Saturday 

called  witnesses  who   "described    tbe 

Solice  as  having  been  very  rough  in- 
eed;"  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
other  defendants,  or  eeveral  of  them, 
were  prevented  from  appealing  by  their 
poverty  andinability  to  obtain  bail,  which 
Mr.  De  Rutzen  refused  to  reduce ;  and, 
whether,  in  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  will  at  once  order  the  release  of 
all  the  defendants  who  are  now  in 
prieon  1 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
now  in  communication  with  Mr.  De 
Rutzen,  and  have  asked  for  a  Report  on 
this  case  with  reference  to  the  recent 
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decision  of  the  Middlesex  Magistrates. 
When  I  receive  it  I  will  commtinicBte  it 
to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  PICKEK8GILL  inquired  when 
he  might  expect  a  reply  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days. 

Mb.  PICKEESaiLL  said,  It  wna  a 
very  pressing  case. 

COMMISSIONERS   OF   METROPOLITAN 

POLICE  — THE   OFFICE    OP    LEGAL 

ADVISEE. 

Mk.  FIOEBRSOILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked  the  SetTetary  of  State  for 
the  Home  department,  Whether,  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  of  1879,  he  will  now 
abolish  the  Office  of  Legal  Adfiser 
to  the  GommisBioners  of  Metropolitan 
Police  just  rendered  vacant  by  the  death 
of  Mr.  James  Davis,  and  thus  save  the 
salary,  £1,000,  of  the  Office  ? 

Thk  8ECEETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Maithsws}  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
question  of  retaining  the  Office  of  Legal 
Adviser  to  the  Oommiaaioaer  of  Police  is 
now  under  my  consideration.  The  Com- 
mittee of  1879  recognized  the  necessity 
of  some  legal  adviser ;  but  thought  that 
if  one  Assistant  Commissioner  were  a 
person  of  legal  knowledge  and  magis- 
terial experienoe  he  could  give  the  ne- 
cessary advice.  I  have  not  yet  satisfied 
myself  that  the  other  functions  of  the 
Assistant  Oommissioners,  which  yearly 
increase,    will    leave    either    of   them 


LAW  AND  POUCE  (METROPOLIS)— SIR 

CHARLES  WARREN'S  LETTER  TO  SIR 

JAMES  INGHAM. 

Mk.  FICKEESQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
^a  Home  Department,  What  were  the 
terms  of  Sir  Charles  Warren's  letter  to 
Sir  James  Ingham,  bearing  date  16th 
October,  on  the  subject  of  magisterial 
comments  on  police  orders? 

Thk  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthhwb)  (Birmingham,  H.) :  The 
effect  of  the  letter  of  Sir  Charles  Warren 
of  the  16th  of  October.  1BS6,  was  that 
it  would  be  very  desirable  that  learned 
magistrates,  when  they  disagree  with 
the  orders  given  to  the  police  by  the 
Commissioner,  should  oommunicate  offi- 
cially either  with  him  or  with  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  Stats,  instead  of  only  making 
their  comments  in  open  Courts  and  leav- 
ing the  Commissioner  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  Press  has  correctly  reported  the 
magistrate. 

ADMIRALTY-EXAMINATION  IN  SBA- 
MANSHIF— THE  REPORTS. 

Mb.  CEAIG-SELLAB  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  (having  r^ard  to 
his  statement  on  the  matter  of  examina- 
tion in  seamanshipj  the  Admirals  in 
command  of  the  Mediterranean  and 
Channel  Squadrons  have  sent  in  their 
Eeports  as  to  the  best  means  of  improv- 
ing the  present  system  of  examination 
in  seamanship ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
these  Eeports  will  be  communicated  to 
Parliament  P 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  Geohoe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Reports  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  have  been  received ; 
but  the  Board  are  waiting  for  a  Eeport, 
which  has  been  called  for,  from  the  Com- 
modore of  the  Training  Squadron  before 
coming  to  any  decision.  There  will  be 
no  objection  to  the  presentation  to  Par- 
liament of  these  Reports  when  the 
Admiralty  have  come  to  a  decision  on 
them  ;  but,  perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  confer  with  me  on  the  subject. 

THE  ANGLO-EOTPTIAN  CONVENTION 
—RATIFICATION. 

Mr.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  negotiations  for 
the  ratification  by  the  Sultan  of  the  Con- 
vention relating  to  Egypt  are  now  pro- 
ceeding, or  likdy  to  be  shortly  resumed ; 
and,  whether,  if  no  such  negotiations  are 
to  be  resumed,  it  is  intended  that  the 
ratification  of  the  Convention  already 
given  on  Her  Majesty's  part  shall  be 
withdrawn  ? 

The  UNDBE  SECEETAHT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febsusbon)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  No  snoh  negotiations  are 
now  proceeding,  or  likely  to  be  shortly 
renewed.  The  ratification  of  the  Queen 
has  not  been  given  by  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  and  therefore  cannot  be 
withdrawn. 

Snt  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, fto.)  asked,  whether  on  the  return 
of  Sir  Hen^  Drummond  Wolff  from 
Constantinople,  his  functions  would 
come  to  an  end? 
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cheater,  N.E.) ;  The  qneetioa  of  usent 
to  the  election  at  a,  Prince  of  Bulgaria 
does  not  present  itself  to  the  l^ceaty 
Powers  until  that  election  liaa  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Sultan. 


8ia  JAMES  FEHGU880N:  I  think 
that  naturally  fallows  on  the  Mission 
being  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BRYOE  :  The  Oonreotion  having 
been  signed  by  Her  Majesty,  is  it  not 


SiE  JAMES  PEB&TJS80N:  The 
ratification  was  signed  by  Her  Majesty  ; 
but  not  having  been  ezohanged,  it  is  of 
no  eS^t,  by  a  well-known  principle  of 
International  Law.  There  are  fully  30 
instances  in  the  last  50  years  of  Treaties 
which  had  been  signed  ;  but,  the  ratiS- 
catious  not  having  been  exchanged, 
have  fallen  to  the  ground. 

EIS0N8   (ENGLAND    AND   WALES)- 
ALLEaBD     ILL-TREATMENT  OF     A 
LUNATIO  IN  STAFFORD  GAOL. 
Ma.  W.  J.  CORBET  ("Wicklow,  B.) 
asked    the   Secretary  of  State  for   the 
Home  Department,  What  is  the  result 
of  his  inquiries  into  the  alleged  ill-treat- 
ment of  a  lunaticin  StaffordOaol;  and, 
whether  the  Lunacy  Cummissioners  have 
taken  any  action  in  the  case  t 

The  SEOEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthkvs)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have 
received  a  Beport  from  thePrisons Com- 
missioners of  the  inquiry  which  has 
recently  been  held  at  Stafford  Qaol,  and 
which  was  conducted  by  the  Yiaiting 
Committee,  assisted  by  an  Inspector. 
The  inquiry,  as  a  whole,  is  not  yet  com- 
plete ;  but  it  appears  from  the  Beport 
to  be  clear  that  the  injuries  which  were 
fband  upon  the  man  were  salf-inflicted ; 
that  no  violence  was  done  to  him  by  the 
prisoners  with  whom  he  was  placed; 
and,  generally,  that  the  amount  of  the 
injuries  has  been  much  exaggerated. 
Further  investigation  will  be  made  as  to 
whether  all  was  done  that  should  have 
been  done  to  prevent  the  prisoner  from 
injuring  himself.  At  the  same  time, 
there  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  magi- 
strates committed  an  error  of  judgment 
in  aending  him  to  Stafford  Qaol,  ior  his 
mental  condition  showed  that  he  should 
have  been  removed  at  once  to  an 
naylnm. 

BTILGABIA— ELECTION  OP  A  PRINCE. 
Ma.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Mewton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  any  of  the 
Powers  have  signified  their  asaent  to  the 
election  of  the  new  Prince  of  Bulgaria? 
The  UNDEE  SECBETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jahxs  FEKODsaox)  (Itfan- 


Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  8.)  aaked  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  many 
jnoreasea  of  pay  and  allowances  have 
taken  place  in  Dundrum  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum  ;  what  they  amount  to  ; 
and,  what  are  the  names  and  the  posi- 
tiona  of  the  officials  who  received  them  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTABY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harmam) 
(Kent,  IaleofThsnet)(whoreplied)Baid: 
Since  the  opening  of  Dundrum  Asylum, 
in  1850,  the  following  increaaes  in  the 
remuneration  of  its  offloiala  appear  to 
have  taken  place:— The  resident  physi- 
cian and  governor,  original  salary  £240 
a-year.  This  salary  was  increased  on 
five  different  occasions  to  the  present 
scale  of  £400,  by  £10  a-year  to  £450 
a-year.  The  visiting  physician,  original 
salary  £150  a-year;  increased  in  1868 
to  its  present  rate  of  £175  a-year. 
Chaplains. — The  Protestant  chaplain 
had  up  to  1875  £40  a-year;  since  that 
date  the  salary  has  been  £50  a-year. 
The  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  had  up  to 
1875  £60  a-year;  since  that  date  the 
salary  has  been  £80  a-year.  The  head 
male  attendant,  original  salary  £24, 
later  on  £40,  and  since  1874  £60,  by  £2 
a-year  to  £60  a-year.  The  subordinate 
staff,  composed  of  attendants  and  ordi< 
nary  domestics,  received  formerly  wages 
averaging  from  £12  to  £lfi  a-year. 
The  present  increased  rates  for  the  sub- 
ordinate staff  shown  in  the  Estimates 
date,  for  the  moat  part,  from  the  1st  of 
April,  1874.  These  several  increased 
rates  of  remuneration  were  not  assigned 
to  individual  persons ;  but  to  the  different 
posts  named.  The  total  of  the  increased 
rate  of  remuneration  appears  to  be 
about  £450. 

THE  PANAMA  CANAL -EIOESSIYE 
MORTALITT. 
Sifi  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  excessive  mortality 
among  the  coloured  labourers  employed 


>v  Google 


134d 


Sutimit  if 


{Jolt  19,  1867} 


th«  SOUM. 


1350 


on  the  vorka  nf  tlie  Panama  Canal; 
and,  whether  Sir  Henry  Norman,  Qo< 
▼ernor  of  Jamaica,  haa  taken  any  notion 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  8E0EETABT  or  STATE  (Sit 
Hbmrt  HoixAin>)  (Hampstead) :  I  have 
not  been  informed  of  an  exceesire 
mortahty  amon^  the  ooloored  labourers 
employed  on  the  works  of  the  Panama 
Oanal.  In  March,  1885,  and  in  April, 
1887,  the  Qovemor  of  Jamaica,  havins 
received  information  from  the  BridBh 
Consul  at  Panama  that  a  large  number 
of  labourers  on  the  isthmus  were  with- 
out employment,  issued  notifications  to 
that  effect  in  the  Jamaica  Qovemment 
On«iU;  and  in  these  notificationa  the 
magistratea,  minieters  of  religion,  and 
others  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the 
people  were  invited  to  worn  them  of  the 
risk  they  would  incur  by  going  to  the 
isthmus. 

WALES— THE  TITHE  AGITATION -THE 
DISTURBANCES  AT  LLANOWM. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  whether 
tbe  Treasury  has  applied  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari  to  remove  the  trial  of  the  31 
men  charged  with  riot  during  the  oolleo- 
tion  of  tithe  at  Llangwm ;  and,  if  so, 
upon  what  grounds  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  OENEEAL  (Sir 
EichabdWbbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight):  la 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that,  in  pursuance  of  a  power 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General,  I  have 
cansed  the  proneedinga  in  question  to  be 
removed  into  the  Queen's  Bench,  in 
order  to  secure  a  fair  trial.  The  place 
of  trial  is  a  question  which  must  come 
before  the  Court ;  and,  therefore,  I  can- 
not say  anything  upon  the  subject. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  M.  Hralt  (Long- 
ford, N.), 

Sib  EICHABD  WEBSTER  said, 
there  was  no  change  of  venue.  To  re- 
move a  case  to  the  Queen's  Bench  did 
not  involve  change  of  venue. 

Mb.  T.  £.  EIJJS  reminded  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  had  not 
answered  the  latter  part  of  the  Question 
— namely,  upon  what  grounds  had  the 
case  been  transferred  to  the  Queea'a 
Bench? 

SibBICHABDWEBSIEB:  I  have 
already  said  in  order  to  secure  a  fair 
trial. 


Mb.  T.  £.  ELLIS  asked  the  reason 
why  these  men  could  not  have  had  a  fair 
trial  at  the  Assizes  in  the  Goun^  of 
Denbigh  ? 

Sir  KICHABD  WEBSTER :  As  the 
responsibility  rests  with  me,  I  must  de- 
cline to  give  the  grounds  for  mj  action. 

THE   LAND  TBAN8FBE  BILL— EEFER- 

ENCB  TO  A  aELEtrr  COMUITTBB. 

Mk.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, £.)  asked  the  Firet  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  Lord 
Caima'  Conveyancing  Acta  and  Settled 
Land  Act  were  referred  to  and  fuUy 
considered  by  Select  Committees  of  this 
House ;  whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose that  a  similar  course  should  be 
adopted  with  respect  to  the  Land  Trans- 
fer Bill ;  and,  whether  he  thinks  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  secure  a  full  consi- 
deration by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
complicated  details  of  the  Land  Transfer 
Bill  during  the  present  Session  f 

TheFIRSTLORD  (Mr. W.H.Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  aaid, 
he  was  aware  that  the  Acts  referred  to 
were  very  carefully  considered  hy  a 
Select  Committee  of  this  House ;  and  he 
believed  they  were  not  the  subject  of 
debate  in  the  Honse  at  all.  If  a  similar 
oourae  could  be  pursued  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Trend'er  Bill,  he  thought  it 
probably  would  tend  very  greatly  to  the 
advantage  of  the  meoaure  itself,  and  of 
the  countiT.  But  he  had  not  been  able 
to  satisfy  himself  that  that  course  could 
be  taken.  He  would  make  further  in- 
quiries, however,  and  give  a  further  an- 
swer to  the  Question  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  renew  it  next  week. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE:  I  pre- 
sume, from  the  answer  just  given,  that 
the  second  reading  will  not  be  moved  for 
on  Thursday. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  under- 
took that  no  further  steps  should  be 
taken  with  the  Bill  until  he  had  satis- 
fied himself  whether  it  could  or  could 
not  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 
MOTIONS  ON  "  LONDON  CORPORA- 
TION (0HABGE8  OF  MALVEE8A. 
TION)." 

Mb.   BRADLAtlGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  can  now  fix  a  day  for  the 
2^3 
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Corporation  (Charges  of  MalverBation) 
standing  on  the  Paper  for  this  day,  and 
vhich  Motions  have  already  been  de- 
layed by  the  actioa  of  the  Government  ? 
The  FIE8T  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  WeatminBter),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that,  in  the 
pesent  state  of  Public  Business,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  name  a  day  when 
the  Motions  could  be  considered,  and  he 
was  a&aid  that  the  aame  remark  would 
apply  to  otherMotioDS.  Tbehon.Membi 
however,  would  be  oertain  to  be  able  to 
avail  himself  of  an  opportunity  at  a 
later  period  of  the  Session. 

THE  SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

azKEBAi  8m  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
(Kincardine)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If,  with  a  view  to  improving 
the  efficient  working  of  Uie  Scottish 
Secretariat,  he  will,  in  the  Bill  now 
under  preparation,  provide  for  the  Scot- 
tish Secretary  being  a  member  of  the 
Cabinet,  also  for  a  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Office  of  Lord  Advo- 
cate being  discontinued  as  a  political 
Office,  for  the  abolition  of  the  Office  of 
Scottish  Solicitor  General,  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Fishery  Department  as  a 
Board,  and  its  removal  to  London,  under 
a  single  Head,  with  power  to  consult 
individuals  and  bodies  on  fishery  affairs  ? 

Thb  FIE8T  LOED  (Mr.  W.  " 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
great  Parliamentary  experience  of  the 
Eon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  mast,  I  am 
sure,  satisfy  him  that  it  would  be  alto- 
gether unprecedented  for  an^  statement 
to  be  made  as  to  the  pronsionB  of  a 
measure  which  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Cabinet ;  and  I  am, 
therefore,  quite  unable  to  give  him  any 
answer  to  lus  numerous  Questions.  But 
it  must  not  be  inferred  from  my  silence 
that  I  acquiesce  in  the  views  expressed 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentieman. 

COAL  MISE8,  &c.  REGULATION  BILL. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Masok  (Lanark,  Mid), 
The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
BUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  mention  when  the  Bill  would 
oe  further  proceeded  with ;  but  he  had 
undertaken  to  give  sufficient  notice  of 
the  resumption  of  proceedings  upon  it  in 


LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARGES  OP 
MALVERSATION)  —  Sift      KOBEliT 

FOWLEH  AND  MR.  HOWELL. 
Mr.T.M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
I  desire  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  you  ruled  that  it  was  not 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bethnal  Green  Division  (Mr.  Howell)  to 
bring  before  the  House,  as  a  matter  of 
Privilege,  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  Eobert  Fowler)  who,  he 
alleged,  called  him  a  "  damned  liar  "  in 
the  Lobby?  I  wish  to  know  whether  it 
is  competent  to  bring  that  forward  as  a 
matter  of  Privilege  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  entitled 
to  ask  me  that  question.  Nothing  has 
passed  of  late  to  re-open  the  questiDn.  I 
think,  if  I  recollect  aright,  in  March  last 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Howell)  came  to 
me  and  made  a  complaint  of  something 
that  bad  passed  in  the  Lobby,  without 
mentioning  anything  of  the  terms  that 
had  been  used,  or  anything  like  the 
expression  now  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  endeavoured, 
as  I  always  do,  in  the  interests  of  the 
House,  and  I  hope  with  the  consent  of 
the  House,  to  make  peace  between  the 
two  hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
said,  at  the  time,  if  I  recollect  aright, 
that  be  left  the  matter  entirely  in  my 
hands.  He  has  since  spoken  to  me  on 
the  subject;  but  it  is  impossible  to 
revive  now  a  qnestion  of  anything  that 
happened  in  March  last;  nor  has  it  any 
re^rence  to  the  question  which,  unfor- 
tunately, arose  yesterday. 
Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  I 
Bhall  move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with 
regard  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)— 

"  That  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  be  suipeoded  from  the  serrine 
of  the  Hauae  for  a  month." 

SUPPLY— THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Eahdolph  ChubohiUj 
(Paddington,  S.), 

The  FIRST  LOED  of  thb  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.    W.    H.    Smith)   (Strand, 


Committee :  it  was  then  proposed  to  go  I  Westminster),  said :  I  am  not  able  to 
through  with  it  until  it  was  concluded,      say  now  when  the  Houbq  will  proceecf 
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with  the  oonsideratioa  of  the  Navy 
Eatimatea;  but  I  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  that  when  they  are  proceeded 
with  it  would  be  rery  de«rable  that 
Tote  10  should  be  takeafirst,  andlwill 
make  arrangemeots  accordingly. 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  aek  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Government, 
at  a  meeting  of  their  supporters  this 
afternoon,  agreed  to  accept  Amendments 
to  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill,  iuTolving  a 
revision  of  judicial  rentsP 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  Go- 
vernment will  make  their  statement  as 
to  the  course  they  may  think  it  right  to 
take  with  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  when 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  that  Bill  is 
called. 

NAVY— COLLISION   BETWEEN  H.M.SS. 

'■AJAX"AND  "DEVASTATION"  OFF 

PORTSMOUTH. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
{Susaei,  N.W.):  Can  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  tbo  Admiralty  Bay 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report 
in  the  evening  papers  that  the  ■djax  and 
the  Detoitation  have  come  into  colliaion 
on  their  way  from  Portland  to  Spithead, 
and  that  the  Dtvattation  has  gone  into 
Portsmouth  Harbour  very  full  of  water? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gboboe 
Hamilton)  (Uiddlesez,  Ealing):  I 
have  heard  that  the  Ajax  and  Deviutation 
have  collided ;  but  I  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  details. 


PAELIAMEMT— THE   NEW    EULEB    OF 
PRUOEDURB    (1882)  —  RULE    a    (AD- 
JOURNMENT OF  THE  HOUSE). 
■WALES— THE     TTTHB    AGITATION  — 
DISTURBANCES  AT  LLAKaWM. 
Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS   (Merionethshire) 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  the  Answer 
he   had    received   from    the   Attorney 
General  he  would  ask  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournmeot  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance — namely,  the 
determination  of  the  Government  to  try 
by  Special  Jury  thirty-one  men  charged 
with  riot  during  the  collection  of  Tithe 
»t  Llangwm,  North  W&les. 
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The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified, 

Mb.  SPEAKERcalled  on  thoseMem- 
bers  who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and  not  less  than  Forty 
Members  having  accordingly  risen : — 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  would  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
great  length  in  discussing  this  question. 
He  considered  it  would  be  unfair  to  the 
prisoners  now  about  to  be  put  upon  their 
trial  not  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  matter.  Before  proceeding 
to  the  actual  subject  of  his  Motion,  be 
should  like  to  say  that  during  the  last 
two  years  various  districts  in  North  and 
SoutJi  Wales  had  been  disturbed  owing 
to  the  circumstances  attending  the  oolleo- 
tion  of  the  tithes.  In  three  instances  the 
disturbances  were  serious,  and  public 
attention  had  been  called  to  them  in 
various  ways.  The  three  disturbed  dis- 
tricts were  Cerrig-y-Druidiun,  Llangwm, 
and  Mochdre.  In  the  case  of  most 
of  theae  the  Government  thought  fit  to 
institute  an  inquiry  by  means  of  a  Oom- 
missioner,  but  in  one  case  —  namely, 
that  of  Llangwm,  the  Director  of 
Fublio  Prosecutions  had  instituted  a 
trial  against  31  men  for  assault  and 
riot.  The  alleged  offences  took  place 
on  the  27th  of  May.  As  the  Home  Se- 
cretary had  promised  an  inquiry,  not 
merely  into  the  disturbances  at  Mochdre, 
but  into  all  the  tithe  disturbances  in 
North  Wales,  there  was  no  idea  what- 
ever as  to  the  prosecution  of  any  man 
connected  ivitb  these  riots.  But  on  the 
30th  of  June  and  the  1st  of  July,  that 
was  to  say,  considerably  over  a  month 
after  the  offences  took  [uaoe,  summonses 
were  issued  against  31  men,  farmers  and 
labourers,  in  the  district.  Summonse* 
were  issued  on  the  Thursday  and  Friday, 
and  the  trials  were  to  take  place  on  the 
following  Wednesday.  That  just  left 
three  clear  days  between  the  receipt  of 
the  summons  and  the  trial.  Instead  of 
those  men  being  tried  at  the  Petty  Ses- 
siona  Court  where  the  alleged  offenoe 
took  place,  they  were  taken  to  another 
place  ISor  20  miles  off.  Theresultwas 
that  the  counsel  for  the  defence  had 
only  two  or  three  sheets  of  brief  in  order 
to  start  the  trial.  On  Saturday  and 
Monday  the  solicitor  for  the  defence 
asked  the  prosecutor  for  an  adjournment 
for  a  few  days  in  order  to  prepare  the 
evidence.     The   prosecutor   abwlutely 
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refused  to  give  aoy  time  whaierer. 
Benewed  applicatioQ  for  adjournment 
VI6B  made  at  the  trial,  but  that  aleo  was 
refused.  Au  incident  occurred  wliicti 
gave  nev  point  to  the  application  for 
adjournment.  The  wife  of  one  of  the 
defendants  died,  and  the  man  asked  that 
the  trial  should  be  adjourned,  but  not 
BTsnthen  wasthe  request  granted.  Last 
Tuesday  the  defendauts  were  committed 
to  the  Assizes  at  Suthin,  to  be  held  next 
Thursday.  Since  this  was  done  the 
solicitor  for  the  defendants  went  from 
St.  Asaph  to  the  district  of  Cerrig-y- 
Drutdion  in  order  to  obtain  evidence. 
He  had  done  this  at  great  expense  and 
had  procured  four  gentlomea  as  counsel 
in  the  approaching  trial.  He  might 
state  that  there  was  so  little  crime  in 
North  Wales  that  it  was  hardly  worth 
while  for  barristers  to  attach  themselves 
to  the  North  Wales  Circuit,  and  the 
result  was  that  itir  a  trial  of  this  sort 
ono  had  to  go  outside  the  Circuit  ii 
order  to  secure  competent  counsel. 

TnK  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Si 
Richard  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  misin 
formed. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  if  he  was 
uisiuformed  he  would  Itbe  the  hon.  and 
learaed  Gentleman  to  give  the  statistics 
of  the  number  of  white  gloves  presented 
to  the  Judges  during  the  last  20  or  30 
years  in  almost  all  the  Assize  towns  in 
North  Wales,  and  to  state  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  the  Judges  had  re- 
peatedly  declared  that  their  coming  to 
North  Wales  was  simply  a  holiday  for 
them?  The  prepatations  for  the  defence 
having  thus  been  completed,  intimation 
was  given  last  Saturday  morning  that  a 
writ  of  certiorari  was  to  be  moved  for  in 
order  to  remove  the  trial  from  the 
Assizes  at  Denbighshire  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  or  some  other  place,  of 
which  the  solicitor  was  not  informed. 
Now,  if  there  was  so  much  cause  for 
huny  in  getting  the  men  committed, 
he  wanted  to  know  why  there  should 
be  this  change  of  front  on  the  part  of 
the  prosecution  when  the  evidence  bad 
been  prepared,  the  sureties  given,  and 
the  counsel  engaged?  The  Attorney 
General  said  to-day  he  bad  given  his 
decision  for  the  removal  of  the  trial 
because  he  could  not  expect  a  fair  trial 
at  Butbin.  It  seemed  rather  remark- 
able that  in  the  very  first  semi- political 
trial  in  Wales  the  hon.  aud  xeamed 
Mr.  T.  E.  mii$ 


Gentleman  by  his  own  )Ea^  should  take 
advantage  of  a  provision  which  his  own 
Government  refused  to  put  into  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill.  What 
did  the  removal  of  the  trials  mean  ?  It 
meant,  in  the  first  place,  entailing  im- 
mense expense  on  those  men,  who  were 
but  farmers  and  labourers,  and  it  also 
meant  that  the  Attorney  General,  repre- 
senting either  the  Treasury  or  iiie  Go- 
vernment, wished  to  say  on  the  very 
first  semi- political  trial  in  Wales  that 
Welsh  juries  were  not  to  be  trusted. 
He  should  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  tell  the  House  plainly  why 
he  expressed  his  mistrust  of  Welui 
juries  when  politics  and  religion,  to 
some  extent,  came  in.  Then  the  next 
point  was  that,  after  mistrusting  this 
jury,  and  publicly  expressing  to  the 
country  that  he  could  not  expect  justice 
in  an  ordinary  trial  by  jury,  he  wished 
to  remove  the  trials  to  the  Queen's 
Bench.  Did  ha  mean  to  remove  them 
to  any  other  Assize  in  North  Wales? 
Did  be  mean  to  take  the  men  for  trial  to 
Chester  or  to  bring  them  to  London? 
When  the  Government  proposed  to 
bring  Irish-speaking  witnesses  from  Ire- 
land to  London  they  shrank  fiom  their 
own  proposal.  They  withdrew  the 
clauses  and  promised  to  bring  in  Coer* 
Dion  Bill  No.  2.  In  this  case,  where 
Welsh- speaking  witnesses  were  con- 
cerned, men  who  understood  very  little 
English,  they  proposed,  apparently,  to 
bring  them  to  London  without  the 
enactment  of  either  Coercion  Bill  No.  1 
or  Coercion  Bill  No.  3.  The  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  connection  with  the 
trial  was  very  ill-omened,  and  it  was 
remarkable  lliat  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  had  no  experience 
whatever  of  Welsh  juries,  should  offer 
this  public  insult  to  them  by  branding 
them  as  unreliable  and  unworthy  to 
carry  out  the  law  of  the  land  and  to 
judge  the  men  of  their  own  raoe  before 
an  ordinary  Judge  of  Assize,  If  the 
Government  wished  to  make  matters 
more  difficult  in  Wales,  if  they  wished 
to  infiame  a  quiet  and  orderly  peasantry 
to  do  acts  and  harbour  feelings  which  io 
their  normal  state  they  would  neither 
do  nor  harbour,  they  could  not  possibly 
select  a  more  sure  method  of  attaining 
their  object.  It  might  be  of  small 
moment  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  London  to  sign  a  Paper  and 
a  trial ;  but  an  act  of  that  kind 
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Bask  and  burned  into  the  hearts  of  a 
Benaitive  people.  He  gave  the  Qovern- 
ment  fair  warning  that  the  Wei  ah 
people,  no  more  than  the  Iriah  people, 
would  allow  themselvea  to  be  trampled 
upon  and  insulted  by  actions  of  this  kind. 
The  queation  of  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State  might  be  a  different 
matter ;  but  if  the  Oovernment  wished 
to  make  that  question  a  difficult  and 
complicated  one,  if  they  wished  to  arouse 
the  animosities  of  race  or  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  difficult,  they 
were  going  exactly  in  the  right  way  to 
do  it ;  but  if  they  wished  the  Welali 
people  to  be  in  the  future,  as  in  the 
past,  quiet  and  law-abiding,  then  the 
Govemment  should  give  to  them  the 
same  fair  play  aa  they  gave  to  Engliah- 
men  in  their  own  English  counties.  He 
GODcluded  by  moving  the  adjoummont 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made  and  Queation  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
—{Mr.  T.  K  EUi».) 

Sir  EIOHARD  WEBSTER  said,  it 
was  impossible  for  him,  for  otvious 
reasons,  to  reply  to  that  portion  of  the 
hon.  Members  speech  which  was  ad- 
dressed to  audiences  outside  the  House. 
When  the  hon.  Member  spoke  about 
trampling  on  the  Welsh  people  be  must 
know  perfectly  well  that  no  Law  Officer 
of  the  Grown  could  reply  in  that  strain 
to  obaervationa  made  in  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.  At  any  rate, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  mighthave 
had  the  fairness  to  remember  the  distinct 
answer  which  he  gave  to  a  Question  the 
previous  evening,  and  not  to  have  mis- 
represented the  intentions  of  the  Oovem- 
ment.  There  had  never  been  the  slightest 
intention  or  proposal  to  bring  this  case 
to  London.  The  hon.  Member  also 
stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  change  the  venue. 
The  Attorney  General  had  not  the  power 
to  do  so;  it  must  be  dono  by  the 
Court  upon  a  proper  application.  To 
suggest,  therefore,  with  such  impas- 
sioned eloquence  that  this  power  had 
been  used  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  he,  as  Attorney  General,  wished  to 
cast  a  tdight  on  Welsh  juries,  and  that 
the  Government  were  aiding  bim  in  this 
object,  was  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion. He  could  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion 
whi< 


on  materials  properly  laid  before  them- 
It  would,  therefore,  be  wrong  for  him  to 
prejudge  the  case  one  way  or  the  other. 
As  regards  the  preliminary  proceedings, 
which  bad  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  his  knowledge  of  these  matters 
was  obtained  probably  from  the  same 
sources  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
possibly  the  hon.  Member  knew  more 
about  the  case  than  he  himself  did.  He 
hadheard  the  questions  put  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  answers  which  had 
been  given.  The  Attorney  General  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  committal  of  the 
prisoners  or  the  place  where  the  magis- 
trates were  to  sit.  If  there  was  a  cause 
of  complaint  against  the  magistrates  it 
could  be  invested  in  another  way.  The 
hon.  Member  stated  that  it  was  on  Tues- 
day last  when  the  committal  for  trial 
took  place.  Then  and  then  only  did  the 
matter  come  before  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. On  the  materials  which  were  placed 
before  him — which  he  declined  to  discuss 
in  the  House — he  considered  that  a  fair 
trial  would  not  have  been  obtained  at 
Ruthin  in  the  state  it  then  was,  and  he 
accordingly  determined  that  the  case 
should  be  removed  to  the  Queen's  Beuch 
side,  in  order  that  proceedings  might 
there  be  taken  so  that  a  fair  tnal  might 
he  secured.  One  result  of  this  would  be 
that  if  the  Oourt  thought  it  desirable  in 
the  interests  of  justice  the  trial  could 
take  place  by  special  jury,  whereas  it 
would  not  be  tried  by  special  jury  on  the 
Crown  side.  That  was  all  that  had  been 
done,  and  for  it  he  took  the  full  respon- 
sibility. As  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
said  about  securing  counsel,  he  had  to 
say  that  his  information  was  to  the  con- 
trary effect.  He  was  not,  of  course, 
entitled  to  refer  to  private  conversa- 
tions; but  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
endeavour  to  obtain  information  from 
those  who  instructed  him  in  this  mat- 
tar  he  would  ascertain  that  counsel  on 
the  North  Wales  Circuit  were  per- 
fectly ready  to  defend  these  men.  The 
removal,  however,  to  another  place  on 
that  Circuit— Chester,  for  example- 
would  not  lessen  the  power  of  the  de- 
fendants to  get  more  counsel.  Buthin 
was  a  place  to  which  counsel  did  not  go 
so  much  as  some  other  places  on  the 
Circuit.  In  reference  to  the  expense 
in  securing  counsel,  the  hon.  Member 
would  find,  on  inquiry,  that  the  outside 
"  be  a  guinea  each  for  re- 
The  suggeetion,  there- 
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fore,  that  moae;  had  bean  thrown  away 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  A.ttomey 
Qeneral  was  wholly  unfounded.  Then 
as  to  the  witnesses.  It  must  be  boroe 
in  mind  that  the  witnesses  must  appear, 
wherever  thej  had  to  give  evidence.  Tho 
matter  stood  in  thiaposition  : — Here  was 
a  ease  where  there  was  no  fewer  than  SI 
defendanle,  and  it  was  quite  possible,  on 
furtherconeideiation,  thatitwouldnotbe 
necessary  to  try  them  all.  It  would  be 
eCAU  that  a  person  who  bad  the  reapi 
sibility  of  coming  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
defendants  whom  it  would  he  necessary 
to  try  would  naturally  be  anxious  not 
to  rush  the  case  through  the  Court ;  the 
committal  only  took  place  last  Tuesday, 
and  they  were  to  be  tried  on  Thursday 
next,  leaving  the  authoiities  only  ni 
days  to  make  up  their  minds  wheUier 
not  it  would  be  neoessary  to  proceed 
againat  the  whole  of  the  31  defendants 
or  not.  The  course  he  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  had  taken  bad  been  adopted 
by  him  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
authorities  more  time  to  consider  the 
queation,  aa  it  was  often  found,  in  cases 
of  disturbances  or  not,  that  the  guilt 
was  confined  really  to  two  or  three  per- 
sons, and  he  had  also  the  interests  of 
the  defendants  in  view,  for  be  considered 
that  it  must  be  of  advantage  to  them  to 
have  more  time  to  get  up  their  defence. 
He  declined  to  follow  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  in  his  suggestion  that  he  wo;  acting 
differently  than  he  otherwise  ehonld 
have  done,  because  the  subject  involved 
a  question  of  politics  or  religion.  In 
his  judgment  it  would  be  found  to  in- 
volve nothing  of  the  kind.  It  would  be 
found  to  be  a  riot  or  disturbance  which 
sprang  from  the  action  of  two  or  three 
persons,  and  not  from  wide-spread  ]>oli- 
tical  or  religious  feeling  which  ^e  hon. 
Member  was  rather  inolined  to  exagge- 
rate than  underrate.  He  accepted  the 
responsibility forwbat  be  bad  done,  and 
protested  that  he  bad  not  been  actuated 
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there  not  be  a  fair  trial  ?    The  Attorney 


General  would  probably  reply  that  an 
impartial  common  jury  could  not  be  em- 
pannelled  at  Buthin.  That  view  rather 
surprises  me,  because  I  had  always 
thought  that  the  impartiality  of  British 
juries  was  a  cardinel  article  of  faith  with 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Attorney  General, 
unlike  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  has  learnt  to  separata  Wales 
from  England  in  his  own  miad.  But 
this  I  will  say — that  a  Welsh  jury  is 
quite  as  likely  to  give  an  impartial  ver- 
dict in  such  a  case  as  this  aa  a  London 
jury  is  likely  to  try  impartially  the  case 
of  "ParnelU.  TAa  Times."  But  what 
did  the  boo.  and  learned  Gentleman 
mean  by  saying  be  could  not  get  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial  at  Buthin?  He 
meant  this — that  he  could  not  get  a  con  • 
viction.  Why  could  he  not  get  a  fair 
trial  ?  Admitting,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  thiswastrue.Iwonld  ask  whose 
fault  was  that  ?  I  will  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  this — if  it  is  the  case, 
it  is  because  these  unfortunate  defend- 
ants have  been  so  harried  and  worried 
that  popular  sympathy  is  naturally  en- 
listed in  their  favour.  Instead  of  their 
being  taken  to  a  Court  near  their  own 
homes,  a  cock-and-bull  story  was  told 
that  there  was  no  Court-house  or  proper 
accommodationatCerrig-y-DruidioD,and 
these  31  poor  men  wore  dragged  a  dis- 
tance of  18  miles  to  be  examined  at 
Buthin.  It  appears  from  the  report  of 
the  proceedings  there,  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand,  that  there  were  103  witnesses 
to  be  called  for  the  defence ;  but  the 
Bench  declined  to  hear  them.  Why  ? 
Because  they  were  unanimously  agreed 
to  commit  them  for  trial  at  the  County 
Assizes,  which  will  be  held  at  Butbin  on 
Thursday  next.  In  order  to  show  how 
these  men  were  treated,  I  will  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  read  a  telegram 
which  I  received  this  morning  from  the 
"    tor  for  the  defence^ 


by  any  other  feeling  than  that  of  wish- 

'°S  *o  "6  that  a  fair  trial  should  be       "  Proiecntion  point  blank  retosed  to  sdji 

obtained.  for  »  few  day«  on  srouad  o(  Absjzce  being 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbi(th-i  "«»'■■  f-oaiad  hsJ  to  proceed  witb  defence 
Bhire,  E.):  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  and  ! ''^^ 'll'l" '^°=*L^  *'"?f  Since  commitUl  I 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  '•  ^o^Sn!"  m^i7n^^J^''::nou.\7n^ 
no*  given  an  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  ,  with  counsel  and  law  aUtionerB,  sod  aitanged 
which,  except  in  point  of  length,  is  really  conaultation  for  to-monow,  beUeviag  implicitly 
no  answer  at  all.  The  hon.  and  learned  ;  ™**  ^ouU  come  on  at  Ratbin.  I  receired  no 
Gentleman  said  that  there  could  not  bo  I  '"^'-TSirJ''*'  "'""V"  """^  be  sppHod  for 
.    f.!_   *-;=i    „t   Tt   .u-    9       iiTiT  Yj '•"'''' SatanUy  morning.    Proiacution  inopen- 

a  fair  tnal   at  Buthin?      Why  could,  ingcawgaro  no  hint.    Part  of  coonMla  Yew 
Sir  Riehard  Wtbiter  ' 
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conpleUI^  vaated.  Expensea  from  niBhiDg 
procAedinga  iocDrred  in  vain.  Witnassea  hnre 
to  be  stopped  and  soretieBto  be  procured." 

Now,  I  asb,  is  that  a  fair  way  of  treat- 
ing thoBe  poor  peasants  ?  And  jet  the 
Attorney  Qeneral,  sheltering  himself 
behind  his  lofty  pTtvilege,  does  not  even 
deign  to  say  when  or  where  the;  are  to 
be  tried.  I  quite  admit  that  ^e  has  the 
law  on  his  side.  The  Attorney  General 
000,  without  assigning  any  reason,  obtain 
this  writ  of  otrtiorari;  but  it  is  a  prac- 
tice, I  venture  to  say,  "  more  honoured 
in  the  breach  than  the  observance." 
The  esse  which  comes  nearest  to  the 
present  was  the  notorious  case  of  "  Sex. 
V.  the  Dean  of  St.  Asaph,"  defended  by 
Erskine,  when  the  Crown  brought  the 
case  from  Wales  to  be  tried  in  f£gland, 
because  a  Welsh  jury  could  not  be 
trusted — with  what  result  we  all  know. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
pardon.  The  thing  has  been  frequently 
done  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
Oorernment  of  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  waa  himself  a 
Member. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  WiU 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tell  me 
in  what  cases  itwaedone?  I  do  not  like 
these  vague  generalities.  I  thought  not 
— be  that  as  it  may,  I  will  say  that  it  Is 
an  odious  practice,  handed  down  from 
the  time  when  the  liberties  of  England 
had  to  be  defended  on  the  scaffold  and 
on  the  battle  field.  Thank  God,  those 
days  are  over!  But  there  are  other 
ways  of  crushing  out  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  You  may  make  a  trial  so  ex- 
pensive, that  a  poor  man  cannot  defend 
himself;  and  that  is  what  you  are  doing 
now.  Ton  have,  on  one  side,  the  At- 
torney General,  with  all  the  wealth  of 
the  nation  at  his  back ;  and,  on  the 
other,  31  labouring  men,  who  earn  a 
few  shillings  a-week.  I  say  the  House 
has  a  right  to  know  when  and  where 
these  men  will  be  tried;  and  whether 
they  can  be  placed  in  a  position  in  which 
they  can  properly  conduct  their  case.  I 
can  assure  the  Attorney  General  I  de- 
plore these  unfortunate  occurrences  as 
much  as  he  can  do ;  and,  as  a  general 
rule,  I  could  wish  that  matters  of  this 
Bort  Bh<?uld  be  brought  before  the  House 
in  a  more  regular  way.  But  whose  fault 
is  that  P  It  ia  because  the  Government 
have  BO  appropriated  to  itself  every  hour, 
every  minute  of  the  public  time— which 
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is  our  property  as  much  as  yours — for 
its  wretched  Coercion  Bill,  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  had  no  other  opportunity  of 
bringing  the  question  forward.  Now,  I 
warn  the  Attorney  General  that  it  is 
exactly  these  high-handed  proceedings 
which  are  bringing  the  administration 
of  justice  in  the  most  loyal  and  law- 
abiding  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
into  disrepute  and  distrust.  Do  you 
want  to  have  another  Ireland  in  Wales? 
If  so,  I  can  assure  you  that  you  are 
doing  your  best  to  attain  that  end;  and 
I  will  only  add  that  after  the  unsatis- 
factory answer  given  by  the  Attorney 
General,  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
wilt  test  the  opinion  of  the  House  by 
going  to  a  Division,  and  that  every  fair- 
minded  man,  on  whichever  aide  he  aits, 
will  follow  him  into  the  Lobby. 

TffB  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwaed  Clabke)  (Plymouth)  said,  that 
before  the  House  went  to  a  Division,  it 
was  right  that  some  protest  should  be 
made  against  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  which,  he  ventured  to  say, 
was  a  scandal  to  the  House  of  Commoas. 
[JflflMtoria/  efueri,  and  "Oh, oh!"  and 
"  Withdraw!  "/'■*"''  '^  Oppoiition.l 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  see  fit  to 
withdraw  that  expression, 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Most  impertinent ! 

Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

Sib  edwaed  CLARKEsaid,  that  if 
he  had  travelled  beyond  the  Rules  of 

Order  in  this  House 

:h.   sexton  (Belfast,  W.):    You 
have ;  you  have  been  told  so. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Sib  EDWARD  OLARKE  said,  that  if 
he  had  travelled  beyond  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  he  respectfully  withdrew  the 
expression,  and  apologized  for  using  it. 
But  he  hoped  he  might  be  forgiven  if 
he  had  been  betrayed  for  a  moment  into 
any  excess  of  language  in  desiring  to 
make  a  prompt  and  vigorous  protest 
against  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  hoped  that 
evety  word  of  that  speech  might  be  re- 
corded, and  would  be  before  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  read 
..  -morrow  morniug;  and  he  thought  too 
well  of  the  right  hon.  and  leamra  Gen- 
tleman to  believe  that  when  he  read  it 
he  would  feel  other  than  regret  at 
having  uttered  that  speech  with  regard 
to   a  matter  now  wailing  for  judicial 
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decision,  &nd  that  he  who  had  made  that  ]  out  having  one  e;^llable  of  proof,  or  the 
speech  had  brought  into  the  considerf  >■    ■  >  ■■        -  -    .  .■  >    . 

tion  of  that  question  in  the  House  refei 
once  to  the  most  active  and  violent  coO' 
trovereies  of  Party  feeli 
had  done  so  vas  one  who  had  himself 
held  judicial  office,  and  known  what  it 
was  to  exercise  the  responsibility  en- 
trusted to  him  in  a  matter  which  might 
become  controversial  in  that  House,  and 
had  known  what  the  obligation  was  that 
he  should  exercise  his  duty  in  that 
matter  as  bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
bad  done  simply  with  reference  to  the 
facts  before  him,  and  without  any  regard 
whatever  to  Party  controversies  in  that 
House.  Ho  could  not  understand  how 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  could  excuse 
himself  for  having,  in  a  debate  of  that 
kind,  introduced  references  to  actions 
Hr.Parnell  against  7%»  Timet,  and  talked 
about  defendants  in  a  case  which  had  as 
yet  to  come  before  the  consideration  of 
a  jury  having  been  "harried  and  worried 
in  the  way  they  bad  been."  What  had 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  done  F  He  had  had  the 
duty^  — 

Mh.  OSBOBNE  morgan  espkined 
that  he  had  not  said  that  the  Attorney 
General  had  harried  and  worried  tho 
defendants.     That  took  place  before. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  asked  then 
upon  whom  the  attack  was  made  F  Was 
itdirected  against  the  aclionof  the  magis- 
trates ?  If  so,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  references  to  the  action  taken  by  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend?  The  charge 
against  bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
that  he  had  used  the  power  which  was 
entrusted  to  him  by  the  law  in  a  way 
which  would  prejudice  the  trial  of  those 
persons,  and  had  used  it  in  that  way, 
knowing  what  the  effect  of  that  action 
would  be ;  and  every  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
speech  carried  the  imputation  that  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  had  exercised  his  power  in  such 
a  manner  that,  even  if  they  were  con- 
victed, the  conviction  would  have  been 
wrongfnlly  and  improperly  obtained.  He 
oould  understand  the  value  of  that  sug- 
gestion for  Party  purposes,  but  be  could 
not  understand  how  a  former  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  should  get  up  in  that 
House  and  assail  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  day,  who  bad  an  obligation  to 
discharg«io  theconrseof  hisduty,  with- 
Sv  £dtcard  CUrk* 


lallest  foundation  of  fact  on  which  to 
base  his  attack.  He  bad  been  unable 
to  take  down  the  exact  terms  of  the  tele- 
And  he  who  gram  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bad  read  to  the  House ;  but  it 
was  perfectly  clear  to  any  lawyer  that 
one  or  two  points  in  it  were  capable  of  an 
immediate  osplanation.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
had  pointed  out  that,  as  regarded  the 
retaining  of  counsel  for  the  defendants, 
there  could  not  have  been  that  throwing 
away  of  money  which  bad  been  sug- 
gested i  and  be  should  like  respectfully 
to  associate  himself  with  the  position 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
taken  on  that  matter.  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  function  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  be  usefully  and  properly  dis- 
charged in  regard  to  tho  Criminal  Law 
if  he  were  to  be  called  upon  in  that 
House  to  enter  into  a  detailed  statement 
of  the  circumstances  and  reasons  of  the 
action  he  took  in  such  a  case.  ["Oh, 
oh!"  ani  An  hon.  Member:  What  is 
he  here  for?  ]  If  bis  action  were  open 
to  challenge,  it  might  be  promptly  dealt 
with,  and  made  the  subject  of  censure 
by  the  House.  But  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  made  no  change  of  the  venue 
in  that  instance.  What  he  had  done  was 
merely  to  exercise  his  power  so  that  that 
case  might  be  tried  by  a  special  jury; 
and  it  might  be  within  the  competence 
of  the  Court,  if  it  thought  fit,  to  remove 
it  to  another  venue.  If  that  was  done, 
it  would  be  the  act  of  the  Court,  and  not 
the  act  of  the  Attorney  General.  The 
action  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  been  simply  in  consonance  with  the 
action  of  previous  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  ;  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
when  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  read  bis  own  speech  to- 
morrow morning,  he  would  regret  having 
introduced  references  to  heated  Party 
coutroversy  into  a  discussion  relating  to 
a  question  which  was  to  go  before  a 
judicial  tribunal. 

8WETENHAM  (Carnarvon, 
£o.)  said,  that  be  also  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
as  a  Welshman,  should  have  made  such 
a  speech.  He,  at  one  time,  bad  the 
honour  of  being  a  member  of  the  North 
Wales  Circuit,  and  knew  better  than  to 
accede  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merioneth  said  about  the  difficulty  of 
getting  counael.     He  was  also  a  magis- 
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trate  for  the  Bame  oounty  ae  he  (Mr. 
Sweteoham)  was,  and  ought  to  be 
zealous  for  the  support  of  law  in  that 
county.  The  right  hoD.  and  learned 
Qentleman  asked  whether  the  House 
wanted  to  make  another  Ireland  of 
Wales  P  Ho  answered  — ■  "  OertainI; 
not  on  the  ConaervatiTo  side  of  the 
House;"  but,  if  such  arguments  as  those 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  persisted  in,  they  would  load  to 
such  an  undesirable  result.  He  protested 
against  these  imputations.  Thenght  hon, 
and  learned  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire bad  asked,  "  Wby  could  not  a 
fair  trial  be  had  at  Ruthin?"  Ho  (Mr. 
Swetenham)  was  not  hampered  by  any 
official  trammels  that  might  surround  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  bo 
he  (Mr.  Swetenbam)  would  tell  him  that 
the  reason  why  a  fair  trial  could  not  be 
secured  at  Ruthin  was  that  the  entire 
district  was  permeated  with  the  doctrines 
of  the  Anti-Tithe  League,  and  from  that 
district  the  jurors  would  have  to  be 
brought,  BO  that  if  the  trial  took  place 
there  the  prisoners  would  be  tried  by 
persons  who,  in  one  sense,  were  impli- 
cated with  them.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  {nu)03Bible  to  get  a  fair  trial  there, 
for  a  fair  trial  meant  a  trial  by  jurymen 
who,  without  bias,  would  giyeaverdiot  in 
accordance  with  the  evidence.  Had  the 
defence  called  their  witnesses  before  the 
magistrates,  and  had  them  bound  over, 
their  expenses  would  hare  been  allowed, 
and  be  knew  personally  that  there  was 
no  difficulty  in  getting  counsel  for  the 
defence.  He  quite  agreed  in  the  remark 
that  the  farmers  of  North  Wales  were  a 
law-abiding,  quiet,  peaceful  people,  and 
he  would  challenge  anyone  to  say  that, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  there  was 
any  class  of  people  more  bo.  But  he 
deplored  that  a  certain  class  of  persons, 
whom  he  did  not  expe<3t  ther  would  find 
amongst  the  prisoners,  snould  have 
stirred  them  up.  These  were  the  wire- 
pullers, who  took  good  care  to  keep  out 
of  danger,  and  who  deserved  far  more 
to  be  on  their  trial  than  these  31  poor 
men,  whom  they  had  made  their 
dupes. 

Mta.  ARTHUR  WIUJAMS  (Glamor- 
nn,  S.)  said,  he  had  no  desire  to  import 
Party  feeling  into  this  matter.  He  quite 
accepted  what  the  Attorney  General 
said,  that  in  the  eiercise  of  his  duty  it 
was  incumbent  upon  him  to  put  the  law 
in  motion;    bnt  it  was  a  cntioBs  faot 


that  all  this  interest  was  taken  in  the 
prosecution  of  these  men,  whilst  far 
more  important  criminal  prosecutions 
were  taken  no  notice  of.  The  men  were 
charged  with  riot,  and  suddenly,  without 
notice,  when  the  proceedings  had  been 
pushed  forward  with  unusual  haste,  they 
were  informed  that  this  shameful  engine 
of  the  Government  was  put  into  opera- 
tion in  order  tbat  the  trial  might  be 
determined  in  a  manner  different  to  the 
usual  Constitutional  method.  What  was 
the  object  of  this  removal  7  They  had 
bad  it  from  the  Attorney  General  tbat  it 
was  because  he  did  not  believe  that  a 
fair  trial  could  be  had  at  Ruthin  before 
a  common  jury.  If  he  (Mr.  A.  Williams) 
were  to  be  on  trial  for  any  criminal 
offence  he  would  prefer  to  go  before  a 
jury  of  the  people,  who  were  the  only 
proper  persons.  A  special  jury  was  not 
the  proper  tribunal  to  try  criminal 
charges,  and  especially  was  it  not  a 
proper  tribunal  to  try  charges  which,  in 
spite  of  anything  the  Attorney  General 
might  say,  were  charges  of  a  political 
character,  more  or  leas  influenced  by 
religious  feeling.  Such  charges  ought 
not  to  be  tried  by  a  particular  class,  and 
certainly,  not  by  men  selected  from  a 
body  who  were  entirely  opposed  in  every 
way  to  the  agitation  out  of  which  the 
riots  arose.  He  could  assure  the  At- 
torney General  that  if  he  persisted  in 
the  course  he  bad  indicated  the  Welsh 
people  would  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
triu.  Ha  hoped  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment would  be  pressed  to  a  Divi- 
sion, in  order  that  the  sense  of  the 
House  might  be  taken  on  the  action  of 
the  Attorney  General. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  hear  of  the  lamentable 
condition  of  Wales,  as  announced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oamarvon  (Mr. 
Swetenbam).  It  seemed  thatthe  people 
were  actually  agitating  in  Wales.  He 
only  hoped,  for  the  sake  of  the  hon. 
Members  peace  of  mind,  that  these 
agitators  were  not  being  paid  with 
money  from  America;  but  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Principality  had  a  wonder- 
ful family  resemblance  to  what  had 
taken  place  on  the  other  side  of  St. 
George's  Channel.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral had  rather  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag 
when  he  smd  that  the  reason  why  the 
ordinary  course  could  not  be  adopted 
was  that  there  was  large  sympathy  with 
the  anti-tithe  movement  in  Wales.   Ho 
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(Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid),  under  all  the  ciroum- 
etancea,  was  Ter;  mucli  inclined  to  ehare 
in  that  sympathy  himself.  The  Oovern- 
ment,  he  feared,  had  forgotten  that  it 
vas  always  desirable  in  criminal  matters 
not  to  depart  from  the  ordinary  law,  in 
order  to  avoid  not  only  injustice,  but  the 
imputation  of  iajustice.  He  did  not  want 
to  impute  to  the  Attorney  General  any 
desire  to  do  a  wrong  from  political 
motirea  ;  but  the  fact  remained  that  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  taking 
steps  to  secure  that  these  poor  men 
should  be  tried  by  a  Special  Jury,  who 
would  be  drawn  from  a  class  prejudiced 
in  favour  of  property,  and  oppoeed  to 
those  who  were  agitating  against  tithes. 
When  the  Attorney  G-eneral  declined 
altogether  to  say  why  he  had  exercised 
the  discretion  vested  in  him,  he  assumed 
a  too  lofty  tone.  In  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  Attorney  General  ought 
to  give  an  explanation.  A  large  number 
of  persone,  for  a  comparatively  triSing 
offence  like  rioting,  were  to  be  tried  by 
a.  special  jury,  contrary  to  the  ordinary 
rule,  and  certainly  the  House  had  a 
right  to  know  why  that  course  was  to  be 
adopted.  A  judicial  person,  he  admitted, 
was  not  bound  to  answer  questions  raised 
in  that  House ;  but  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral was  not  a  judicial  person.  He  was 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  as  such  sat 
in  that  House  for  the  purpose  of  answer- 
ing questions  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
his  functions  were  discharged. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HARCOrET  (Derby) 
said,  while  he  quite  agreed  that  In  all 
matters  which  partook  of  a  judicial  cha- 
racter, the  House  should  be  very  careful 
not  to  import  any  Party  spirit  into  its 
deliberations,  he  must  strongly  proteat 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  non-responsibility 
to  that  House.  Matters  were  coming  to 
a  pretty  pass  indeed,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  speak  out  strongly.  Whenever  the 
Government  were  interrogated  their 
reply  now  was — "  Sie  volo,  tie  jahto." 
What  was  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
General?  In  old  days  any  prosecutor 
could  geit  A  certiorari,  but  the  right  being 
abused,  as  it  was  in  the  well-known  case 
of  the  Dean  of  Aaaph,  the  law  was 
altered  by  6  &  6  Will.  IV.  The  power 
of  the  Attorney  General,  however,  to 
obtain  a  wWiorart  was  expressly  reserved. 
Why?  Because  ho  was  a  responsiljle 
person,  who  could  be  made  responsible 
for  any  abuse  of  the  power.  One  of  the 
iff.  B.  T.  Rrii 


privileges  of  the  subject  was  the  right 
to  have  a  speedy  trial  before  a  jury  of 
his  Peers.  And  when  the  right  waa 
infringed,  reasons  ought  to  be  given  for 
that  exceptional  course.  He  did  not 
understand  how  the  Attorney  General 
could  refuse  to  say  why  he  intended  to 
proceed  exceptionally  in  the  case  of  this 
trial.  If  the  reason  were  that  Wales 
was  in  such  a  condition  that  juries 
could  not  be  trusted,  the  atate  of  the 
country  must  be  very  aerious  indeed, 
and  surely  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  be  told  something  about  it. 
He  did  not  understand  the  Attorney 
General  when  he  said  he  was  not  bound 
to  give  his  reasons  for  removing  the 
venue  from  Wales  to  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division. 

Sie  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  denied 
having  said  that.  What  he  had  said 
was  that  he  could  not  explain  the  reasons 
of  bis  action  to  the  House,  because  the 
matter  would  come  before  the  Court. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  re- 
minded the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
that  it  was  he  who  put  the  Court  in 
motion,  and  that  what  they  wanted  to 
have  was  his  reason  for  doing  so.  He 
hoped  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
supply  the  omission  in  the  speeches  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General.  What  grounds  had  he  for 
departing  from  the  ordinaiy  mode  of 
administering  justice  ?  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  sat  behind  the  Treasury  Bench 
had  not  been  as  reticent  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  told  the  House 
that  the  people  of  Wales  could  not  be 
trusted, 

Mr.  8WETENHAM  observed  that, 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  said  that  the 
people  could  be  trusted.  What  he  had 
intended  to  point  out  was  that  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  find  any  common 
jurymen  In  N'orth  Wales  who  were  not 
more  or  less  connected  with  the  Anti- 
Tithe  League. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  asked 
why  the  hou.  Member  supported   the 

grocedure  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
eueral  if  he  trusted  the  people  P  The 
hon.  Member  himself  had  a  very  strong 
opinion  upon  questions  relating  to  land. 
Was  it  not  he  who  had  proposed  to 
move  a  very  remarkable  Amendment  to 
the  Irish  Crimes  Bill,  an  Amendment 
under  which  it  would  have  been  possible 
to  inflict  150  lashes  upon  offenders  iu 
agrarian  cases  P 
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Mr.  8WETENHAM  aaid,  if  tbe 
right  hoa.  Geatleman  referred  to  hia 
proposed  Amendment  it  did  not  deal 
witn  agrarian  offancBB,  unless  the  maim- 
ing of  cattle  could  be  so  considered. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  con- 
tinuing, said,  he  did  not  think  it  wise 
that  a  course  of  this  kind,  which  a£Fected 
a  great  many  persons  beyond  the  pri- 
soners thsm  selves,  should  bs  taken 
without  some  public  statement  of  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  taken.  The 
Attorney  General,  it  appeared,  felt  him- 
self prevented  by  his  official  position 
from  giving  any  explanation.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  was  under  no  such 
restraints,  and  he  ought  to  toll  the 
House  why  it  had  been  resolved  in  this 
case  that  the  ordinary  law  should  not  be 
allowed  to  take  its  course.  Such  expla- 
nation might  prevent  misunderstanding, 
and  prevent  the  necessity  of  a  Division. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  Foa 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews] (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  filled  both  the  posi- 
tions of  a  Law  Officer  and  of  Home 
Secretary,  and  he  ought  to  have  known 
these  questions  could  not  be  answered 
categorically.  Such  a  matter  as  this 
did  not  come  before  a  Government  as  a 
Government.  It  was  one  which  the 
Attorney  General,  as  the  Law  Officer  of 
the  Government,  undertook  on  his  own 
responsibility.  The  matter  was  not  one 
that  came  even  within  the  knowledge  of 
other  Members  of  the  Government,  and 
iu  the  present  instance  he  did  not  know 
that  any  Member  of  the  Cabinet  had 
even  heard  that  it  was  the  intention  to 
apply  in  this  case  for  a  change  of  venue. 
lie  himself  knew  very  little  of  the  factn 
of  this  case — he  did  not  even  know  upon 
whom  the  assault  waa  committed ;  but 
from  what  he  did  know  of  the  case,  it 
appeared  to  be  a  pure  cose  of  riot  and 
assault,  in  which  the  iustice  or  propriety 
of  tithes  waa  only  very  indirectly  in- 
volved. That  being  so,  it  waa  only  in 
the  most  indirect  way  that  it  touched 
any  political  question.  There  had,  how- 
ever, been  a  great  deal  of  excitement  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  probably  it 
would  be  impossible  to  find  a  jury  the 
members  of  which  were  not  partizans 
either  of  one  side  or  the  other.  The 
Attorney  General,  as  the  responsible 
Law  Officer,  had  to  form  hts  own  judg- 
ment as  to  the  course  he  should  take 
upon  the  information,  and  the  evidence 


before  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  referred  to  the  writ  of  otriiorari  as 
a  rusty  weapon,  but  it  was  not  at  all 
rusty.  Such  applications  were  of  fre- 
quent occurrence,  and  recognized  as  very 
firoper  where  any  case  excited  strong 
ocal  feeling.  The  Attorney  Gener^ 
would  in  a  few  days  have  to  apply  to 
the  Court  fop  a  change  of  venue,  and  it 
would  be  open  to  grave  objections  that 
he  should  anticipate  hisai^ument  to  the 
Court  by  a  statement  to  the  House.  It 
might,  indeed,  appear  unfair  of  him  to 
do  so,  and  to  be  prejudging  the  case. 
Certainly  it  would  be  most  ungenerous 
to  the  prisoners,  and  might,  so  to  speak, 
poison  the  wells  of  justice.  The  proper 
course  for  the  Attorney  General  was 
that  which  he  had  taken — namely,  to 
decline  to  enter  into  an  agrument  in 
support  of  the  application  for  the  change 
of  venue  until  that  application  had  been 
made  to  the  Court. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  asked 
if  the  writ  of  etrliorari  had  been 
granted  ? 

8m  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  surely  knew  that 
this  was  not  a  case  of  eeriiorari  at  all. 
The  Attorney  General  bad  the  right  of 
remoring  the  case  tothecivil  side  of  the 
Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  he  had 
done  so.  The  change  of  venue  was 
another  matter,  dependent  upon  the 
order  of  the  Oourt. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
if  the  effect  of  removing  it  to  the  civil 
side  did  not  involve  its  being  tried  by  a 
special  jury? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  It  en- 
ables the  trial  to  take  place  by  a  Special 
Jury. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  the  Attorney 
General  was  not  bound  to  move  that  a 
case  be  transferred  to  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division.  A  motion  for  a  writ  of  eertio- 
rari  was  not  necessary. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  believed 
that  was  so  in  the  past.  The  trial  could 
be  removed  at  theoption  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mb.  R.  T.  BBID  :  And  the  trial  will 
take  place  before  a  Special  Jnry  instead 
of  before  a  common  lury. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  That 
is  the  object. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
said,  he  desired,  as  a  Welshman,  to  enter 
his  solemn  protset  ^;ainst  the  slur  oast 
upon  his  country  by  the  proposition  to 
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remoTfithe  trial  to  London.  The  pro- 
ceedings against  the  'prisoners  in  this 
case  would  be  looked  upon  in  the  light 
of  a  persecution  and  not  a  prosecution. 
There  was  a  growing  feeling  in  Wales 
against  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
towards  Ireland,  and  they  believed  that 
the  Oovemment  desired  to  pursue  a 
similar    course    towards    Wales.     This 

?iroceeding  would  add  strength  to  that 
eeling.  To  try  these  men  by  a  special 
jury  would  not  be  trying  them  by  their 
peers.  He  was  glad  his  hon.  Friend  had 
called  RttentioQ  to  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  the  Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a 
Division,  as  a  protest  against  the  slur 
which  had  been  cast  upon  the  Welsh 
people  at  large. 

Mb.  BOWEN  H0WLAND3  (Cardi- 
ganshire) said,  he  must  compliun  that 
tiie  question  whether  the  prisoners 
should  be  tried  before  their  peers  or  not 
bad  already  been  settled  by  the  Attorney 
(General. 

SiB  BICHARD  WEBSTER:  Cer- 
tainly not.  All  I  have  done  is  to  remove 
the  case  to  the  civil  side  of  the  Queen's 

Me."  BOWEN  ROWLANDS:  And 
that  was  with  the  express  purpose  of 
having  it  adjudicated  upon  by  a  special 
jury.  No  verdict  had  been  returned  in 
Wales  which  gave  the  Qovemrooot  a 
right  to  say  that  Welsh  juries  would 
refuse  to  return  a  fair  verdict.  If  there 
was  any  ground  for  believing  that  the 
ordinary  jurors  would  be  unduly  partial 
to  the  prisoners,  there  was  also  ample 
^und  for  believing  that  the  special 
jurors  would  be  unduly  influenced 
against  them.  If  there  were  any  mixed 
and  difficult  questions  of  law  and  fact 
in  a  case  requiring  to  be  dealt  with  by  more 
cultivated  intellects,  then  a  special  jury 
might  perhaps  be  a  more  appropriate  tn- 
buoal ;  but  this  was  a  question  upon 
which  the  commonest  man  could  de- 
cide as  completely  and  properly  as  the 
most  cultivated  members  of  the  society 
from  which  a  Special  Jury  was  likely 
to  be  drawn.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther an  application  had  yet  been  made 
for  a  change  of  venue,  or  whether 
that  was  another  of  the  resources  of 
civilization  which  the  Oovernment  were 
prepared  to  apply  against  these  poor 
men.  If  such  an  application  were 
made  it  would  be  another  insult  cast 
at  B  oountry  one  of  the  constituencies 
of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
Mr,  LiUayn 
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He  desired  to  say  that  his  wish  was  that 
no  measures  should  he  taken,  either 
from  ignorance  or  wilfulness  on  the 
part  of  the  Clovemment,  which  would  be 
likely  to  create  widespread  disaSeotioa 
in  Wales.  But,  if  the  course  on  which  the 
Goremment  seemed  now  to  be  entering 
were  persevered  in,  the  result  must  be 
to  create  this  disaffection,  and  to  convert 
one  of  the  most  peaceful  and  loyal  parts 
of  the  Queen's  Dominioas  into  one  in 
which  a  very  different  state  of  things 
would  prevail. 

Question  put. 

The  House  rft'p(i/4(2.'—AyeBl29;  Noes 
198:  Majority69.— (Div.Li8t,No.310.) 

ORDERS   OF    THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  8ERV10E  ESTIMATES. 

Class  II.— Balakibb  and  Ezpenbes  of 

Civil  Dbpabtubnts. 

Sdpplt — twtiitrti  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  rain,  not  eioeeding  £4S,0G3,  lie 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  eompleto  the  inm 
neceouiy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  conne  of  payment  during  the  year 
eadiog  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  ISSB,  tor 
the  Salaries  and  Eipeiieea  <A  the  Defiart- 
ment  of  Her  Uaieaty's  Secretary  ol  State  for 
Foreign  Affaire. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERi;  (Northampton): 
I  observe  in  this  Yote  items  for  the 
salaries  of  12  Foreign  Office  messengers 
at  £400  a-year,  and  for  nine  Queen's 
Home  Service  messengers.  Looking  at 
the  other  Votes,  I  see  charges  for  a  vast 
number  of  messengers  who  are  not  styled 
"  Queen's  messengers,"  but  are  simply 
called  "  messengers."  For  instance, 
there  are  live  in  connection  with  the 
Home  Office,  at  the  average  salary  of 
£  1 50  a-year ;  at  the  Treasury,  24,  at  an 
average  salary  of  £130  a-year;  and  at 
the  Colonial  Oflioe  there  appear  to  be 
seven.  I  presume  that  these  are  mes- 
sengers who  fetch  and  carry  aboat  the 
office.  But  in  regard  to  the  12  Foreign 
Office  messengers,  and  the  nine  Queen's 
Home  Service  messengers  I  observe,  in 
connection  with  them,  another  item  of 
expenditure  for  journeys,  including  an 
allowance,  in  the  case  of  the  Foreign 
Office  messengers,  of  £1  per  day.  Now, 
I  want  to  know  whether  it  is  the  fapt 
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tbat  Foreign  Offioe  mesaengeia  are  sent 
Dpan  jouTDejs  from  this  country  abroad 
simply  becauee  they  happea  to  DO  here, 
and,  if  so,  why  the  telegraphs  should 
not  be  employed  ?  I  see  that  the  ex- 
pense ot  seoiUng  telegrams  abroad  in- 
oreaBes  enormously  year  after  year;  but, 
nerertheless,  you  have  these  Foreign 
Office  messengers  ssnt  out  once  a- week 
or  onoe  a  fortnight,  as  the  case  may  be. 
I  can  eBEily  understand  the  propriety  of 
sending  despatches  by  messengers  which 
it  is  not  considered  desirable  to  send 
by  post.  But,  surely,  in  regard  to  the 
ordinary  despatches  of  the  Foreign 
OfKce,  it  is  not  necessary  that  they 
should  be  sent  in  this  way.  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  that  the  number  of  mes- 
sengers has  been  reduced  in  recent 
J  ears ;  but  I  think  that  the  staff  might 
e  still  further  reduced,  and  the  rule 
should  be  that  a  messenger  should  only 
be  sent  oS.  when  there  is  really  some 
important  despatch  for  him  to  take,  and 
wMch  is  supposed  to  be  of  a  secret  cha- 
racter. What  I  object  to  is  that  these 
messengers  should  be  running  from 
London  to  any  particular  place  at  stated 
intervals,  whether  they  have  important 
despatches  to  carry  or  not.  I  hardly 
know  how  they  run  at  the  present  mo- 
ment— whether,  in  the  esse  of  Berlin, 
Vienna,  Paris,  St.  Petersburg,  and  Con- 
stantinople they  are  sent  out  once  a-week 
or  twice.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  cannot 
ascertain  how  often  they  are  sent ;  but  I 
am  aatis&ed  that,  at  any  rate,  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  economy  might  be 
effected  in  this  expenditure.  So  far  as 
the  Home  Service  messengers  are  con- 
cerned, I  really  do  not  know  what  they 
are.  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  Vote, 
and  I  fail  to  discover  whether  the  ez- 
penses  as  well  as  the  salaries  of  the 
Home  Office  messengers  are  included  in 
the  item  of  £3,400  which  appears  in 
the  Vote  for  the  year.  As  I  do  not  see 
an  item  of  that  kind  put  down  anywhere 
else,  I  presume  that  they  are  included; 
but  I  confess  that  I  am  unable  to  under- 
stand what  these  messengers  are  em- 
ployed for  at  all.  I  propose  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Tote;  but  I  gronnd 
that  reduction  on  the  Foreign  Office 
messengers,  rather  than  upon  toe  Home 
Service  mesaensers,  and  in  order  to 
elicit  some  explanation  from  the  Oo- 
▼emment,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Vote 
be  redueed  by  Uie  sum  of  £1,000. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Item  0,  £5,980,  Messengers' 

Salaries,  be  reduced  by  £1,000." — {Mr. 

Lahouchfre.) 

Ma.  JENNINGS  (Stockport) :  I  wish 
to  have  some  explanation  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  other  items  included  in  this 
Vote  beyond  that  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  If  ember  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouohere). 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  to  speak  upon  other  sub- 
jects, I  think  he  had  better  defer  hia 
remarks  until  the  question  which  is  now 
before  the  Committee  has  been  settled. 

Mb.  JENNINGS ;  I  am  quite  ready 
to  defer  m;  remarks ;  but  all  I  wish  to 
say  relates  to  matters  which  apply  to  the 
present  Tote. 

The  under  SECRETARY  POB 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Jaheb  Peb- 
QusaoN)  (Manchester,  N.E.):  The  hon. 
Member  has  moved  the  Amendment  of 
which  be  gave  Notice,  to  reduce  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,000,  and  he  rests 
hia  proposal — first,  on  the  ground  that 
the  Foreign  Service  messengers  are  not 
generally  necessary,  and  that  they  should 
only  be  employed  in  very  special  cases. 
Now,  this  IB  a  matter  which  has  very 
often  been  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  has  been  held  by  suc- 
cessive Ministries  that  it  is  of  importance 
to  retain  the  services  of  Foreign  Service 
messengers.  No  doubt  the  means  ot 
travelling  have  become  more  speedy,  aa 
wellascheaper,  of  late  years;  telegraph- 
ing is  much  more  resorted  to,  and,  in 
consequence,  successive  reductions  have 
been  made  in  the  number  of  the  mes- 
sengers employed.  Whereas  in  1869 
the  number  was  17,  it  was  reduced  in 
1870  to  15,  in  1873  to  12,  at  which 
number  it  stood  until  tiie  present  year, 
when  a  further  reduction  of  one  was 
made.  After  a  careful  investigation 
into  the  matter  three  years  ago,  it  waa 
thought  that  10  Foreign  Service  mes- 
sengers would  be  sufficient  for  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Service ;  and  ac- 
cordingly it  was  decided  to  reduce  the 
number  to  10  as  vacancies  occurred.  It 
is  the  opinion  of  those  who  Iiave  held 
the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State  recently 
that  10  are  absolutely  necessary  to  con- 
duct the  Service  satisfactorily. 

Mb.  LABOnCHERE :  But,  aooordioff 
to  the  Vote,  there  are  11. 
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SiE  JAMES  FEBGTJSSON:  Yes, 
there  are  11  at  present;  but  the  next 
vacanc;  which  may  arise  will  Dot  be 
filled  up,  BO  that  the  number  will  than 
stand  at  10 ;  and  when  that  reduction 
is  made,  it  is  coneidered  that  there  will 
not  be  more  than  are  absolutely  required 
for  the  adequate  performance  of  the 
Serrice.  No  further  reduction  could  be 
suggested  npoQ  any  other  reason  than 
that  eight  or  nine  would  aimpl;  be 
cheaper  than  10.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  has  stated  to  the  Com- 
mittee an;  reason  why  a  farther  large 
reduction  should  be  made,  and  why  the 
Seryioe  shonld  be  reduced  beloir  its 
actual  requirements,  unless,  of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  differs  from  us  in  the 
opinion,  that  it  is  important  to  send  par- 
ticular despatches  bj  confidential  mes- 
sengers. I  may  remind  bim,  however, 
that  the  other  Qreat  Powers  employ  con- 
fidential messengers  also. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  How  many  ? 

8iB  JAMES  FEKQUSgON:  I  do  not 
know.  I  can  only  aay,  in  regard  to 
this  country,  what  number  is  considered 
necessary  after  careful  consideration, 
both  by  the  late  and  the  present  Secre* 
tary  of  State.  So  far  as  the  Home 
Service  messengers  are  concerned,  their 
Betrices  are  shared  between  the  different 
OfBces,  and  the  messengers  themselves 
are  employed  in  carrying  confidential 
papers  into  the  country,  or,  rather,  some 
of  them  in  London  and  others  in  the 
country.  A  great  effort  has  been  made 
to  reduce  the  expenses  of  the  Home 
Service  messengers.  The  mode  of  con- 
veyance has  been  cheapened,  and  other 
things  have  been  dispensed  with,  so 
that  there  has  been  a  reduction  this 
year  of  £100  upon  that  bead.  I  trust 
that  the  House,  after  this  explanation, 
will  not  agree  to  reduce  the  Tote  for 
messengers  further.  I  really  think  that 
no  more  messengers  are  employed  than 
are  absolutely  necessary. 

SraWILTiIAM  HARCOIJRT  (Derby): 
I  should  be  glad  to  know  the  number 
of  oonfidential  messengers  that  foreign 
countries  employ,  because  it  is  my  im- 
pression that  they  use  much  fewer  than 
our  Foreign  OfBce  does.  I  have  often 
heard — although  I  do  not  know  what 
truth  there  is  in  it— that  the  Qreat 
Powers  sometimes  use  our  messengers 
to  send  their  letters.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  service  we  are  called 
upon  to  perform.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  says  that  there  has  been  a  dimi- 
nutionin  the  expenditure  formessengers; 
but  if  thero  has  been  a  diminution  in 
one  direction  thero  has  been  a  vast  in- 
crease in  another— namely,  the  charge 
for  telegrams.  The  expenditure  in  tele- 
grams in  connection  with  the  Foreign 
Office  is  something  quite  gigantic.  As 
everybody  knows,  everything  is  now 
done  by  telegrams.  I  know  that  when 
I  was  at  the  Home  Office  I  need  to 
receive  almost  daily  telegraphie  an- 
nounoemeuta  that  some  Serene  High- 
ness had  arrived  at  some  small  place, 
the  locality  of  which  I  was  not  even 
aware  of.  Out  of  the  number  of  tele- 
grams received  daily  nine-tenths  were 
altogether  unimportant,  and  related  to 
matters  which  nobody  cared  to  hear. 
Some  interesting  event  may  have  hap- 
pened in  connection  with  a  Hoyal  Family 
in  any  part  of  Europe ;  there  was  in- 
stantly a  telegram  sent,  and  these 
things  were  printed  and  circulated  to  all 
Cabinets. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now 
diecussing  the  next  item  in  the  Tote. 
The  Question  before  the  Committee  is  a 
Motion  to  reduce  the  messengers' 
salaries  and  allowances,  and  the  tele- 
graphic expenses  come  next. 

8ra  WILLIAM  HARCOUHT:  lonly 
desire  to  submit  that  as  the  telegraph 
is  now  largely  used  there  is  no  necessity 
for  employing  the  same  eitent  of  mes- 
sengers. Everyone  who  is  acquainted 
with  the  Foreign  Office  knows  that  the 
businesB  is  not  done  by  despatches,  but 
that  the  real  buainess  and  information 
are  transmitted  almost  entirely  by  the 
telegraphs.  I  must  say  that  I  believe 
the  weekly  messengerB  who  were  sent 
away,  it  may  be  to  St.  Petersburg  or 
Constantinople,  are  really  a  superfluity, 
and  I  will  ask  the  Government  to  con- 
sider whether  the  system  cannot  be 
reformed  altogether,  and  whether  some- 
thing may  not  be  done  in  the  direction 
of  reducing  tbe  expenditure  now  in- 
curred in  Dommunicating  with  Foreign 
Powers  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  can 
assure  the  Committee  that  the  very 
inquiries  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggests  have  been  carefully  made. 
No  doubt  it  is  only  a  natural  feeling 
that  it  is  desirable  to  effect  economy  as 
far  as  possible  in  the  various  branches 
of  the  Public  Service.     The  system  of 
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employing  Forei(;n  Office  mesBengen 
has  been  carefully  revised,  and  the 
number  is  not  latter  nov  than  has  been 
considered  nocesaary  both  by  the  late 
and  the  present  GoTerament.  As  to  the 
great  expense  of  telegramR,  I  shall  have 
to  refer  to  that  subject  later  on.  That 
despatches  are  no  longer  of  importance 
is  not  the  case.  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  and  the  Committee  that 
it  is  impossible  and  nnsafe  to  trust 
entirely  to  telegrams,  and  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  communica- 
tions which  are  important,  and  not  use- 
leaa  to  this  country,  should  be  conveyed 
in  full,  and  that  reliance  should  not  he 
plaood  upon  Government  telegrams, 
however  convenient  they  may  be. 

Ma.  W.  LOWTHER(Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  May  I  point  out  that  many 
despatches  sent  by  the  Foreign  Office 
have  to  be  sent  in  cypher,  and  it  would 
never  do  to  send  Uiem  by  telegram. 
Therefore,  it  is  quite  necessary  that  the 
employment  of  Foreign  Of&oe  messengers 
should  be  continued.  It  must  also  be 
found  desirable  to  employ  men  in  whom 
the  Government  can  place  reliance,  and, 
of  course,  it  is  necessary  to  give  them  an 
adequate  salary.  Sometimes  voluminous 
papers,  documents,  and  confidential  de- 
spatches  are  sent  away,  together  with 
maaaes  of  Bine  Boots  which  it  is  found 
necessary  to  make  Her  Majesty's  ^pre- 
•sentatives  abroad  acquainted  with.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has  com- 
plained that  messengers  are  sent  weekly 
or  fortnightly  to  certain  places.  Of 
course,  it  is  necessary  to  carry  on  a 
regular  oommunication  with  Foreign 
Oourts ;  and,  as  a  natural  result,  mes- 
sengers are  despatched  to  the  large 
capitals  of  Europe  at  stated  intervals. 
I,  therefore,  cannot  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  thinking  that  the  Tots  ought 
to  be  refused.  My  impression  is  that 
the  sum  is  a  small  one  compared  with  the 
services  which  the  messengers  render. 

Ma.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  suppose  that  the  number  of 
mesBsngers  required  will  depend,  to  a 
certain  extent,  on  the  amount  of  work 
they  have  to  do.  But  soma  of  the  work 
whiuh  the  Foreign  Office  performs  can 
scarcely  be  fairly  classed  as  work  for 
which  the  country  ought  to  pay.  Not 
only  are  there  expenses  incurred  in  the 
employment  of  cabs  to  convey  these  mes- 
sengers home  after  they  have  finished 
the  Foreign  OIHoe  vork,  but  a  consi- 
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derable  item  in  the  present  Vote  is  one 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  messengers 
engaged  in  distributing  Foreign  Office 
papers  to  the  newspaper  offices  in  Lon- 
don. I  do  not  know  how  man;  news- 
paper offices  there  are  iu  London ;  but 
this  item  is  a  very  considerable  one.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  charges  in  oon- 
neotion  with  this  Tote  are  not  as  high  as 
they  need  to  bo ;  bnt  that  fact  is  owing, 
I  believe,  to  the  attention  which  baa 
been  called  to  the  matter,  and  which  has 
been  the  means  of  inducing  the  Foreign 
Office  to  eEFect  some  economy.  My  con- 
tention is  that  the  work  of  distributing 
papers  to  newspaper  offices  is  not  work 
which  ought  to  be  done  by  offioerfl  paid 
by  the  State.  If  the  newspapers  want 
the  information,  there  is  no  e^hly  rea- 
son why  they  should  not  send  for  the 
papers  themselves  and  pay  the  expense. 
A  newspaper  is  simply  a  oommerciftl 
undertaking,  and  if  the  State  under- 
takes to  distribute  valuable  papers  to 
them  at  the  expense  of  the  country  it  is 
simply  a  method  of  subsidizing  the  Lon- 
don newspapers.  I  certainly  objeot  to 
the  charge.  It  hoe  nothing  to  do  with 
the  salaries  of  the  messengers  who  are 
employed  in  this  kind  of  work ;  but  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  if  you  impose  such 
duties  upon  messengers  the  number  of 
the  messengers  themselves  is  necessarily 
inoreased.  I  am  of  opinion  that  there 
is  ample  room  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  BBYGE  (Aberdeen,  8.) :  I  do  not 
wish  to  enter  into  the  question  whether 
it  is  possible  to  diminish  still  further 
the  number  of  Queen's  messengers,  al- 
though I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
number  could  be  reduced  by  taking  still 
greater  advantage  than  we  have  taken  of 
ofthe  Post  Office,  the  telegraphs,  and  the 
additional  facilities  which  the  raUways 
now  give  almost  every  day.  But,  as 
the  question  has  been  raised  with  re- 
gard to  the  need  for  using  Queen's  mes- 
sengers at  all,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that 
my  experience,  although  only  short,  in 
the  Foreign  Office  induces  me  to  confirm 
what  theright  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  (Sir  James  Fergnsson) 
has  stated— namely,  that  we  cannot  alto- 
gether trust  the  post  and  the  ordinary 
channels  of  communication  with  the  con- 
veyance of  important  despatches.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  in  some  countries  we 
cannot  rely  upon  the  post,  and  that  we 
must  hare  a  more  secure  mode  of  oom- 
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iDunio&tion.  No  doubt,  a  good  deal  of 
important  basinsu  ia  now  dona  \ty  tele- 
naphiag,  and  now-a-days  one  does  not 
hesitate  to  act  upon  a  telegram,  and 
eran  to  take  tlie  moat  important  resolu- 
tions upon  it.  But  tttill  there  are  some- 
timoB  confidential  tetters  paseing  irhioh 
have  considerable  value,  baoause  they 
enable  our  officials  both  at  home  and 
abroad  to  obtain  a  fuller  idea  of  a  par- 
ticular matter  than  could  be  given  in  a 
telegram.  Therefore,  in  that  respect  the 
existence  of  the  telegraph,  although  it 
facilitates  the  business  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  b;  no  means  does  ererything.  I 
beliere  that  ereryone  who  has  been  in 
the  Foreign  Office  will  bear  out  the  con- 
tention of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHEK  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
bott.  Qentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
whether  he  will  make  inquiry  as  to  the 
-way  in  which  the  travelling  expenses  of 
messengers  are  ooncocted  f  I  do  not  use 
the  wora  "  ooncocted  "  in  an  invidious 
aense  in  any  way;  but  I  mean  that, 
although  Parliament  may  be  ready  to 
pay  the  legitimate  expenses  to  which 
these  mesaengers  are  put  in  going  upon 
these  jonraeys,  I  understand  the  practice 
of  the  Foreign  Office  is  this— that  when 
a  messenger  returns  home  from  a  par- 
ticular pkce  he  goes  to  some  individual 
in  the  Foreign  Office  and  asks  him  to 
make  out  the  expenses  of  his  journey — 
it  may  be  to  and  from  Constantinople, 
8t.  Peterfibnig,  or  anywhere  else,  and 
the  consequence  is  that  there  is  a  list  of 
allowances  kept  in  the  Office. 

Me-AKTHUR  O'OONNOE:  Maxi- 
mum allowances. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE :  Yes ;  maxi- 
mum allowances,  and  the  messengers 
are  paid  according  to  a  list.  The  mes- 
senger, however,  may  not  necessarily 
have  been  put  to  anything  like  the  ex- 
pense which  is  aotaally  paid.  No  doubt 
this  is  a  small  matter ;  but  as  we  are  in 
an  economical  mood  at  the  present  mo- 
ment I  think  it  is  one  well  deserving  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

Sjb  JAME9  FERGU8S0N :  My  hon. 
Friend  is  really  labouring  under  a  great 
misapprehension.  I  can  only  answer 
his  question  by  saying  that  the  Foreign 
Office  messengers  are  only  paid  their 
actual  outlay.  Their  accounts  are  very 
carefully  audited.  In  respect  of  cabs 
and  porterage,  it  has  been  found 
Mr.  Sryfe 


more  economical  to  give  them  a  fixed 
allowance;  but  as  regards  all  other 
expenditure  they  are  paid  the  actual 
outlay.  In  regard  to  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  in 
reference  to  the  delivery  of  diplomatic 
puters  and  so  on  to  Uie  newspaper 
offices  by  Foreign  Office  messengers,  I 
may  say  that  that  practice  has  been  done 
away  with,  and  that  these  papers  are 
now,  as  a  rule,  delivered  through  the 
post. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Since 
when? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  can- 
not say  exactly,  but  it  is  now  the  prac- 
tice. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  says 
his  impression  is  that  the  number  of 
Foreign  Office  messengers  now  employed 
might  be  still  further  reduced.  I  can 
only  say  that  while  the  administration 
of  Lord  Rosebery,  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
was  going  on  the  Department  was  care- 
fully and  economically  conducted,  and 
Iiord  Rosebery  want  carefully  into  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Foreign  Office.  He  did 
not,  however,  leave  anything  on  record 
to  the  effect  that  the  number  of  mesaen- 
gers should  be  reduced.  He  carefully 
revised  the  charges  of  the  messengers 
employed  in  the  Home  Service  j  but  he 
made  no  suggestion  whatever  in  regard 
to  the  Foreign  Service  messengers. 
After  careful  inquiry,  it  was  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Iddesleigh — an  opinion  in  which 
Lord  Salisbury  ooncurrea— that  10  was 
the  number  required. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  make 
inquiry  and  inform  the  House,  on  the 
Report,  whether  what  he  has  now  stated 
is  ^together  correct  F  The  reason  why  I 
ask  is  this.  It  is  only  within  a  few 
weeks  that  the  question  was  brought 
before  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
and  the  officials  of  the  Foreign  Office 
certainly  did  not  allege  that  there  had 
been  any  reduction. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  (Preston):  I  believe 
that  new  rules  have  been  laid  down 
under  which  it  is  to  be  assumed  that  a 
very  considerable  economy  will  be  effected 
in  future.  It  has  been  stated  by  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  that  the  ex- 
penditure under  this  head  is  most 
lavish  ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  it  would 

well  that  the  Committee  should  be 
informed  if  my  right  hpn.  Friend  cap 
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tell  ua  what  these  new  roles  are.  I 
beliave  the  Foreign  Office  themselves 
admit  that  the  expenditure  is  unneces- 
sarily high  ;  sad  I  think  that  wa  ought 
to  know  what  steps  are  proposed  to  be 
taken  in  future  to  correct  the  evil.  For 
my  part,  I  do  not  see  why,  on  some 
oocasiens,  these  messengers  are  not 
required  to  travel  second  wass. 

Sir  JAMES  FEBQUSSON :  I  have 
already  given  the  Committee  the  infor- 
mation which  I  received  to-day  from 
the  Office — namely,  that  by  a  recent 
decision  in  regard  to  Parliamentary 
Papers  hitherto  delivered  by  haud,  they 
will,  in  future,  be  sent  through  the  post. 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
liberal  way  in  which  Papers  have  been 
gratuitously  distributed  from  the  Koreign 
Office,  and  liord  Salisbury  has  approved 
of  &  very  large  reduction  being  made  in 
that  system  of  gratuitous  distribution. 
Since  that  decision  was  arrived  at,  the 
gratuitous  distribution  has  been  reduced; 
but  all  Parliamentary  Papers  and  Blue 
Books  can  be  procured  on  payment  of  a 
very  small  charge.  It  has  not  been 
thought  right  to  withdraw  the  privilege 
of  the  gratuitous  distribution  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  to  London  newspapers ; 
but  that  is  ^most  the  only  remnant  of 
the  old  system  of  gratuitous  distribu- 
tion. I  thinh  the  Committee  may  rely 
Upon  it  that  in  future  the  new  system 
Will  be  strictly  followed— namely,  that, 
when  possible,  these  Papers  will  be  dis- 
tributed by  post,  and  not  by  meseengers. 

Mb.  BIQQAE  (Cavan,  W.):  If  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
correctly,  in  the  early  part  of  his  re- 
marks he  said  that  one  of  the  important 
duties  of  these  Foreign  Office  messengers 
is  to  convey  Blue  Bwks  abroad.  Now, 
Blue  Books,  as  far  as  my  ezperieoce 
goes,  are  more  or  less  ancient  Kistory  ; 
and  I  think  they  might  just  as  well  be 
sent  by  parcel  post,  by  rail,  by  steamer, 
or  by  some  other  mode  of  conveying 
heavy  goods.  There  certainly  can  be 
no  enffloient  reason  for  sending  books 
which  are  of  no  practical  value.  Not 
only  so ;  but  there  are  no  State  secrets 
contained  in  a  Blue  Book.  They  refer 
only  to  matters  that  have  been  prac- 
tiouly  settled,  for  hon.  Members  know 
very  well  that  it  is  most  difficult  to 
obtein  official  information  from  the 
Foreign  Office  upon  any  qaestion  until 
after  it  has  been  altogether  settled. 
Therefore,    there    is    no   necessity    for 
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secrecy,  and  these  Bine  Books  oould  be 
conveyed  abroad  quite  as  well  by  post  as 
by  niecial  messenger.  In  fact,  the  Blue 
Books  are  for  sole  in  the  open  market, 
and  foreign  countries  can  readily  pro- 
cure copies  of  them.  There  is  no  neces- 
sity, therefore,  for  the  expensive  pre- 
cautions  which  are  now  token  in  regard 
to  their  dirtribation.  Then,  as  to  tele- 
graphing. In  many  oasPH — for  instance, 
the  despatches  sent  to  the  French  Go- 
vernment might  be  just  as  well  sent 
through  the  Post  Office  from  this  coun- 
try to  Paris  as  by  messenger,  for  this 
reason — that  they  only  go  through  the 
Post  Offices  of  this  country  and  France, 
and  as  the  communication  is  intended 
to  be  made  to  the  French  Government 
there  cannot  be  the  slightest  advantage 
in  observing  secrecy.  The  same  may  bo 
said  of  our  communications  with  Ger- 
many and  other  Continental  countries. 
lean  well  understand  thaton  certalnooca- 
Btons  it  is  desirable  that  secrecy  should 
be  observed;  but,  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases,  the  despatches  sent  abroad  are  of 
a  perfectly  harmless  nature,  and  do  not 
influence  public  affairs  in  the  smallest 
degree.  I  certainly  do  not  see  the  neces- 
sity for  maintaining  11  Foreign  Office 
messengers,  when  the  greater  part  of  the 
work  performed  by  them  at  present  may 
be  done  equally  well  by  means  of  the 
ordinary  post  or  the  Parcel  Post,  and  a 
substantial  pert  of  the  expense  saved. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  {Edinburgh,  8.):  I 
do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  has  quite  answered 
the  question  addressed  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury), 
and  the  saving  effected  by  the  adoption 
of  the  new  rules  has  not  been  stated  to 
the  Committee.  The  charge  for  Foreign 
Office  messengers  in  this  Tote  is  £14,000, 
including  salaries  and  allowances;  and 
it  is  certainly  a  Uberal  sum.  Ths  hon. 
Member  for  Fioston  asked  my  ri^ht 
bon.  Friend  to  explain  what  reduction 
will  be  made  in  future  upon  that  sum  in 
consequence  of  the  new  niles  ?  I  should 
oertainlv  like  to  have  that  fact  stated 
generally — namely,  how  far  the  reduc- 
tion will  go,  and  also  on  what  scale  the 
expenses  of  these  messengers  are 
settled. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
tTnirersity) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replies,  I  should  like  to  bare 
some  explanation  from  him  in  reference 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  new  arrang^- 
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nents  promised  by  the  Post  Office  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts  bave  been 
carried  out  and  brought  into  practical 
operation.  The  Committee  were  told 
that  arrangemeuts  were  in  contempla- 
tion, and  would  be  carried  out ;  and  I 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  right  hon 
Baronet  whether,  on  the  whole,  he  is  ol 
Opinion  that  the  new  scheme  works  satis- 
factorily  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  think 
I  am  able  to  give  the  right  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edtnbnrgh  (Mr.  Childers) 
the  information  he  wishes  to  have.  The 
expenses  of  the  Foreign  Office  in  18b5-6 
amounted,  in  addition  to  salaries,  to 
£9, 152,  including  expenses  to  Vienna, 
Constantinople,  St.  Petersburg,  and  so 
on.  The  cost  of  the  Home  Service  in  con- 
nection with  the  Foreign  Offine  oame  to 
£1,812.  Theexpenseof  ft  journey  to  and 
from  Canetantinople  is  £dO.  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
says  that  the  Blue  Books  ought  to  go 
by  post  as  they  contain  nothing  but 
ancient  history.  But  apart  from  the  Blue 
Booksthere  are  cnrrentPaperscontaining 
matters  of  the  most  confidential  nature. 
It  would  be  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  Foreign  Office  to  send  papers  of  the 
most  confidential  nature  except  by  very 
careful  and  trustworthy  baods. 

Mr.  LABOTJCHKRK:  But  they  are 
printed. 

Sib  JAMES  FEEGTISSON:  TeB,they 
are  printed,  but  they  are  printed  as  con- 
fidential papers  at  the  Foreign  Office 
itself.  An  hon.  Member  has  asked  how 
the  expense  incurred  in  the  employment 
of  Foreign  Service  messengers  is  divided. 
It  is  estimated  that  there  are  26  jour- 
neys to  Constantinople' every  year,  which 
at  £90  for  each  journey  amount  tc 
£3,340.  There  are  26  to  St.  Peters- 
burg at  a  cost  of  £1,500,  while  the 
journeys  to  Paris  cost  £1,000  a-year. 
These  are  for  ordinary  double  journeys ; 
there  are  special  journeys  in  addition. 

Hr.  JENNINGS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  some  particulars 
about  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
Foreign  Office  messengers.  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  enormous 
sums  charged  for  journeys  much  less 
considerable  in  extent  than  those  to 
Constantinople  and  St.  Petersburg,  but 
for  which  an  item  of  £8,400  appears  in 
the  Votes  this  year.  A  large  portion  of 
this  sum  appears  to  have  been  paid  to 
messengers  in  excess  of  the  regulations 
Sir  John  Luihock 


far  cab  hire  and  the  like.  Now,  the 
charge  itself  is  very  high ;  but  what 
makes  it  particularly  deserving  of  at- 
tention is  that  the  Comptroller  and  Audi- 
tor Geaeral  has  reported  that  a  large 
part  of  it  is  spent  without  any  proper 
authority.  The  lost  report  of  the  Cump- 
troUer  shows  that  there  were  ^57  casea 
of  journeys  to  and  from  the  messengers' 
private  residences — that  is  to  say,  that 
not  content  with  the  very  handsome 
salaries  they  receive,  these  messengers 
seem  to  be  in  the  habit,  whenever  they 
go  from  home,  of  using  cabs  at  the 
public  expense.  One  of  the  items  they 
charge  is  from  the  Foreign  Office  to  the 
newspaper  offices  in  Fleet  Street.  Now, 
I  suppose  that  il  any  Member  of  this 
Committee  had  of  his  own  motion  to 
make  this  journey,  he  would  look  upon 
the  distance  as  a  little  under  or  over  a 
ile,  and  would  pay  1*.  or  1(.  Gd.  for  it. 
But  when  the  Foreign  Office  meesenger 
goes  the  distance  expands  to  12  miles, 
and  the  messenger  charges  6«.  for  it, 
which  sum  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
e  to  pay.  The  method  in  which 
the  taxpayers'  money  is  dealt  with  has 
been  distinctly  pointed  out  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  Qeneral;  but  we 
have  no  kind  of  assurance  that  the  prac- 
tice has  been  stopped  since  the  last 
Beport  was  issued.  In  that  Beport  the 
Comptroller  says — 

"  Tbo  chorga  seema  to  embrace  a  distance  of 
12  miles  or  more,  and  the  charge  amounts  to  s 
uoiform  sum  of  6i,,  which  oa  tbefsce  of  it  can- 
not possibly  have  beoo  incurred." 
I  think  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
ought  to  have  given  Parliament  informa* 
tioa  to  satisfy  the  taxpayers  that  the 
public  money  is  not  being  squandered 
iu  the  shameleae  manner  in  which  It  has 
been  squandered  for  so  many  years 
post.  Some  light  is  thrown  on  this 
matter,  I  think,  at  page  121  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Comptroller  Qeneral.  He 
says  that  on  the  occasion  of  a  j  ourney  to 
Hatfield  a  uniform  charge  is  made  of  5<. 
for  B  fly,  the  distance  being  two-thirds 
of  a  mile,  and  that  there  is  a  charge  of 
Sf.  in  addition  for  porterage.  Some- 
times five  or  six  journeys  ore  made,  and 
7#.  is  always  charged  from  the  railway 
station  to  the  house.  Somebody  evi- 
dently gets  a  nice  little  picking  out  of 
the  transaction.  The  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  throws  out  a  suspicion 
that  the  money  is  not  paid  for  flys  and 
cabs,  but  that  it  finds  its  way  into  the 
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pockets  of  the  Foreign  Office  messengers 
as  a  sorb  of  perquisite.  Ho  implies  that 
wherever  the  Foreign  Office  messengers 
go  they  scatter  largesse  around  them 
abundantly  among  all  the  railway 
porters.  The  presence  of  a  Foreign 
Office  messenger  at  a  railway  station 
must  be  the  signal  for  general  rejoicing. 
The  OomptroUer  and  Auditor  General 
says  that  they  give  considerable  gratui- 
ties to  railway  guards  and  porters, 
although  the  Treasury  hare  decided  that 
such  expenditure  should  not  be  charged 
to  the  public  funds.  Consequently,  we 
have  no  security,  although  this  Beport 
has  been  made,  that  the  practice  has 
been  stopped.  The  Committee  have 
been  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman    the 

i'unior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Iradlaugh)  that  upon  another  occasion 
a  distinctly  irregular  practice  was 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs — namely,  that  a  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  paid  away  year 
after  year  without  any  kind  of  authority. 
Although  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  decided  that  tho  payment  I  have 
referred  to  was  improper,  it  may  still  be 
going  on.  The  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller says  that  the  inference  with  re- 
gard to  these  charges  is  that  they  are 
tookcd  upon  as  more  in  the  nature  of  a 
fixed  sllawance  than  an  actual  dis- 
bursement— in  other  words,  that  when- 
ever a  Foreign  Office  messenger  faces 
the  danger  of  a  journey  from  White- 
hall to  Fleet  Street  he  may  pocket 
6».  by  way  of  perquisite,  and  that 
when  ha  undertakes  tho  equally  danger- 
ous jouruoy  from  the  railway  station 
at  Hut&old  to  HatSeld  House  he  may 
pocket  from  5».  to  7*.  I  believe  there 
are  a  large  number  of  unempbyed 
persona  to  be  found  who  would  be  glad 
to  undertake  this  hazardous  service  for 
half  the  money.  Anybody  who  will 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  this  Yote 
will  see  that  the  whole  expenditure  of 
the  Foreign  Office  is  conducted  on  the 
most  lavish  scale.  That  Otfice  seems 
to  be  viewed  as  a  sort  of  geld  mine, 
and  the  men  who  get  iuto  it  appear 
to  scatter  the  money  about  with  both 
hands.  Perhaps  there  is  no  necessity 
that  they  should  refrain  from  doing  so, 
because  the  British  public  are  always 
ready  to  pay  everything  tliey  are  asked 
to  pay.  In  this  Office  alone  I  sec  that 
there  is  asum  of  £11,744  expended  for 
stationery  and  printing.     Of  course,  I 


need  not  say  that  a  Foreign  Office  mes- 
senger, costing  the  taxpayei-  a  large  sum 
of  money  in  the  shape  of  salary,  cannot 
stir  out  of  his  house  or  office  without 
having  a  cab  in  waiting  for  him.  He 
must  also  have  a  fly  at  the  station  with 
porters  and  alt  the  rest  of  it  to  assist 
him  with  his  luggage,  and  all  the  expen- 
diture, including  his  salary,  is  on  a  scale 
which,  in  the  case  of  a  clerk  in  a  com- 
mercial establishment,  would  be  con- 
sidered not  merely  enormous,  but  profli- 
gate. The  salaries  of  the  Foreigu  Office 
clerks  range  from  £500  to  £900  a-year, 
and  there  is  a  general  iiupressiou  that  no 
great  amount  of  work  is  performed  for 
the  remuneration  received.  As  ageneral 
rule,  the  time  of  a  Foreign  Office  clerk  is 
supposed  to  be  occupied  in  sketching 
caricatures  on  the  office  note  paper  and 
reading  The  Timet.  For  that  be  gets 
from  £500  to  £700  and  £900  a-year,  so 
that  it  may  be  looked  upon  as  a  well-paid 
occupation.  The  office  hours  are  gene- 
rally from  1 1  a.m  to  5  p.m.  But  anyone 
who  glances  at  these  Estimates  will  s^ 
that  this  is  by  no  means  all  that  the 
British  public  have  to  pay,  because 
underneath  this  Voto  there  is  a  state- 
ment in  small  type  of  certain  charges 
whichare  called  "non-efiective  charges" 
— £  10,500— that  is  to  say,  that  the  gen- 
tlemen who  are  fortunate  enough  to  get 
into  tho  Foreign  Office  are  not  only  sure 
of  large  salaries  for  doing  very  littlo, 
hut  when  they  leave  they  are  provided 
for  by  the  country,  and  receive  enormous 
pensions.  Then  there  is  another  thing 
which  came  before  the  Committee  up- 

Th^  chairman  :  I  think  the  re- 
marks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
he  deferred  until  after  the  special 
Amendment  which  has  been  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ifortbampton 
has  been  disposed  of.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  going  at  great  length  into 
other  matters. 

Mu.  JENNINGS :  Thes  I  will  confine 
myself  to  the  salaries  :uid  trevelling 
expenses  of  these  genilemen.  I  wish  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  whether  the  cbargos 
which  have  been  reported  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  to  be  irregu- 
lar have  been  stopped ;  whether  it  is  the 
practice  for  the  Foreign  Office  messengers 
to  distribute  gratuities  along  every  rail- 
way line  upon  which  they  travel,  and  to 
charge  enormous  sums  for  short  journeys 
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to  Fleet  Street  and  Hatfield  7  The  charge 
of  £36  for  every  journey  to  Paris  ia,  I 
think,  monstroua.  I  do  not  think  any 
Member  of  the  Committee  will  renture 
to  defend  it.  If  the  right  hon.  &entle- 
man  will  give  me  the  opportunity,  I  will 
undertake  to  go  to  Fans  and  back  again 
for  him  for  £5,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
the  Boperior  beings  at  the  Foreign  Office 
should  be  paid  exactly  seven  times  as 
much.  I  tbink  that  esplanations  are 
called  for,  and  that  something  should 
bo  said  by  the  OoTeraueat  to  justify 
these  eztraordinary  charges  upon  the 
taxpayers. 

Mn.  LECH  (Lancashire,  8. W.,  New- 
ton) :  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
journeys  to  Paris  include  the  expense  of 
the  messengers  in  staying  at  a  hotel.  A 
messenger  proceeds  to  Paris  every  Sun- 
day and  remains  there  for  a  fortnight. 
In  regard  to  the  lavish  expenditure  of  a 
Queen's  messenger  upon  his  journeys,  I 
may  say  that  I  have  been  constantly  en- 
gaged in  performing  those  journeys  my- 
self; and  so  far  from  my  presence,  either 
at  a  railway  station  or  a  hotel,  exciting 
rejoicing  with  a  new  to  the  largesse  I  was 
expected  to  distribute,  my  appearance 
generally  passed  unnoticed,  and  excited 
no  feeling  of  gratification  whatever.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Xorthampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  made  some  allusion  to 
the  heavy  expense  of  a  journey  to  Con- 
stantinople. Now,  I  have  been  upon 
that  journey  once  or  twice  myself,  and  I 
beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
sum  ot  £90  covers  also  the  expenses  in- 
curred at  Constantinople  in  a  stay  of  10 
or  12  days.  It  also  inuludea  a  very  large 
amount  of  luggage,  which  naturally  coats 
a  high  figure  for  auch  a  journey.  The 
messenger  who  is  sent  to  Constantinople 
is  alwaya  encumbered  with  a  laree 
amount  of  luggage  in  the  shape  of  de- 

g)atche8  and  papers,  circulars  and  Blue 
ooks,  which  are  conveyed  in  the  ordi- 
nary Foreign  Service  bag. 

Mb.  HANBURY;  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  rather 
pooh-poohed  the  suggestion  I  made  that 
some  of  these  messengera  might  travel 
second-class ;  but  I  see  there  ia  a  distinct 
order  of  the  Treasury  that  upon  all 
journeys  under  100  milea  the  messenger 
shall  travel  second-class. 

Sib  JAMES   FEEGU8S0N;   I   am 

rather  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for 

Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  did  not  put  a 

Question  to  the  QoverDment  before  he 

Mr.  Jmningi 
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entered  so  largely  into  the  subject  of  the 
waste  of  the  public  money.  There  caa 
be  no  doubt  that  the  payments  for  por- 
terage and  fees  to  guards  had  grown  up 
to  an  undue  amount.  For  some  years 
it  had  been  the  custom  of  the  messengers 
to  pay  for  such  services  at  a  higher  rate 
than  hon.  Members  would  pay  them- 
selves, and  from  the  uniformity  of  the 
charges  it  was  suggested  that  they 
were  regulated  by  a  £zed  tariff.  The 
hon.  Member  baa  expressed  aurprisa 
that  a  messenger  taking  papers  to  Hat- 
field House  should  require  a  cab  to  take 
them  up.  Of  course,  he  has  to  take 
with  him  bags  of  deapatch  boxes,  some 
of  them  so  heavy  that  it  would  be  im- 
poasible  for  him  to  carry  them  per- 
sonally. Therefora,  it  ia  neceasary  for 
him  to  have  a  vehicle  of  some  kind  to 
take  them  about  with  him.  It  is  fur- 
tber  necessary  to  get  them  out  of  the 
railway  station  quickly,  and  ha  requires 
the  assistance  of  a  porter.  In  the  same 
way  the  Blue  Books  are  taken  to  the 
newspaper  ofBces,  and  when  you  have 
a  messenger  going  about  London  in  this 
way,  conveying  a  considerable  number 
of  Blue  Books  to  the  different  newspaper 
offices,  it  is  obvious  that  it  is  necessary 
for  him  to  take  a  cab.  I  have  already 
told  the  Committee  that  economies  have 
been  effected  in  connection  with  the 
Home  Service  expenses,  with  the  result 
that  those  expensea  have  been  redaced 
by  at  least  £100  a-year.     In  the  first 

filace,  we  have  stopped  the  issue  of  Far- 
iamentary  Papers  by  hand.  Until  a 
recent  period  they  were  always  delivered 
by  hand,  but  now  they  are  sent  through 
tho  Post  Office.  In  the  next  place,  the 
expenses  of  messengers,  when  they  are 
travelling  over  a  distance  under  100 
miles,  have  been  reduced  from  first- 
class  to  second-class,  and  there  has  been 
a  further  reduction  in  the  charge  allowed 
to  messengers  for  cabs  to  convey  them 
to  their  private  residences.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  some  of  them  are  kept 
at  the  office  until  a  late  hour  at  night. 
They  have  constantly  to  deliver  tele- 
grams and  so  forth,  and  when  they  have 
been  detained  at  the  office  until  a  very 
late  hour,  it  has  been  the  custom  for 
them  to  take  cabs  to  convey  them  home. 
That  practice  has  now  been  altered,  and 
thev  are  not  allowed  to  take  cabs,  except 
under  special  circumstances.  It  will, 
therefore,  be  seen  that  the  notice  which 
has  been  taken  of  these  matters  by  the 
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Committee  on  Fublio  Acooants,  hss  been 
aoted  upon,  and  that  the  result  has  been 
a  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  £100 
a-year.  The  right  hou.  Uember  for 
South  Edinburgh  seems  to  have  been 
somewhat  startled  when  I  said  that  a 
journey  to  Paris  coat  £20. 

Ma.  CHILDERS  :  £40,  I  think,  is 
what  you  said. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  That 
would  be  for  the  double  journey.  I 
said  that  Paris  was  one  of  the  places 
which  are  techoioally  called  stations.  I 
oannot  off-hand  tell  the  Committee 
exactly  what  constitutes  a  station  ;  but 
it  means  that  a  messenger  is  occupied  in 
travelling  between  Paris  and  London 
constantly.  I  believe  that  in  the  course 
of  a  fortnight  he  goes  from  London  to 
Paris  and  between  Paris  and  Calais  four 
times,  or  twice  in  each  week,  finally  re- 
turning to  London,  and  £40  is  the  entire 
amount  expended  on  these  journeys. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE:  I  think  this 
discussion  has  proved  how  very  desirable 
it  is  to  call  attention  to  these  matters. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  commenced 
his  remarks  by  saying  that  this  Motion 
has  been  made  very  frequently,  and  then 
he  told  us  that  there  have  been  con- 
siderable reductioDS  since  the  year  iS69. 
Now,  I  made  a  Motion  similar  to  this 
30  years  ago,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
there  have  been  reductions  effected.  I 
have  no  doubt,  if  I  continue  to  make 
the  same  Motion  year  after  year,  that 
there  will  be  more  reductions  still.  We 
have  been  told  that  there  has  been  a 
reduction  of  £100  this  year  in  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Home  Service  messengers. 
What  we  want  to  see,  however,  is  a  re- 
duction in  the  cost  of  the  Foreign  Office 
messengers.  I  am  quite  willing  to 
admit  that  there  are  times  and  occasions 
when  it  is  necessary  to  send  a  Foreign 
Office  m.eBsenger  with  confidential  de- 
spatchea  ;  but  the  mistake  is  in  having 
these  Foreign  Office  messengers  sent  out 
at  fixed  times  in  the  wa^  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  pointed  out  in  re- 
ference to  Paris.  In  point  of  fact  they 
are  required  to  make  the  journey  whe- 
ther there  are  despatches  to  convey  or 
not.  I  presume  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  admit  that  there  are  occasions 
when  a  messenger  goes  out  without  any 
despatches  at  all.  Z  would  send  a  mes- 
senger when  it  is  necessary;  but  I  would 
not  have  a  system  of  sending  messengers 
aU  over  the  Continent  at  fixed  times, 
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whether  there  is  anything  for  them  to 
carry  or  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  {Six  William 
Harcourt)  has  pointed  out  that  It  is 
desirable  to  know  what  foreign  countries 
are  doing  in  the  matter.  Probably  they 
employ  a  less  number  of  messengers 
than  we  do,  and  it  is  suggested  that 
oooaeionally  foreign  Ministers  employ 
OUT  meesengers.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther that  is  the  case  now ;  but  when  I  was 
in  the  Diplomatic  Service  it  certainly 
was  frequently  the  case.  With  regard 
to  the  journey  to  Constantinople,  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary says  that  it  costs  £90.  Now,  a 
ticket  to  Constantinople  costs  £38  only, 
and  for  most  part  of  the  time  occupied 
in  the  journey  the  messenger  is  on 
board  ship,  and  gets  his  subsistence 
with  his  ticket.  He  takes  four  days 
coming  back,  and  I  think  the  charge  for 
those  four  days  is  a  very  extravagant 

Sib  JAMES  FEBGTJ8S0N :  He  is  at 
Constantinople  tor  10  days  altogether; 
but  he  takes  a  return  ticket  Dy  the 
Oriental   express,    which    costs    about 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE;  WeU,  that  wiU 
make  18  days,  and  £1  a-day  for 
food  and  lodging  would  be  £18,  and 
that,  with  the  charge  for  his  fare,  does 
not  come  to  anything  like  £90.  I 
believe  the  system  is  this — you  give  the 
messenger  a  certain  fixed  maximum 
allowance,  and  whether  he  spends  it  or 
not  he  receives  the  exact  amount.  You 
do  not  require  him  to  make  a  declaration 
that  he  has  spent  that  amount,  but  he 
gets  it.  It  is  said  that  sometimes  a 
messenger  has  so  much  luggage  with 
him  that  he  takes  a  first-class  place  for 
it.  I  never  heard  before  of  anyone 
taking  two  places  in  a  railway  carriage 
because  he  had  so  much  luggage.  I 
know  very  well  that  in  regard  to  a 
foreigner  he  will  come  into  a  carriage 
and  take  up  anybody's  seat  with  his 
luggage  with  the  most  reckless  disregard 
for  the  comfort  of  his  neighbours. 
What  we  ask  now  is  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  look  Into  these 
matters.  We  believe  that  if  he  would 
look  closely  into  them  he  would  be  able 
to  effect  a  reduction  in  the  expenditure 
of  much  more  than  £100  a-year.  I 
I  believe  that  the  discussion  which  has 
now  taken  place  will  have  been  useful. 
I  do  not  wish  to  put  the  House  to  the 
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trouble  of  a  Diviaioo,  and  wiUi  tlie 
permiBsion  of  the  Committed  I  vill 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ogrMi  to. 


(3.)  Uotion  made  and  Question  pro- 

"Th«t  a  Bam,  not  exceeding  £34,321,  be 
gnuited  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  complete  the  Binn 
Decesiiary  to  defray  tlie  Chu-ge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lBt  da;  of  March  188S,  for  the  Salaries 
and  EipeusBS  of  the  Depurtment  of  Her  Ma- 
jetty's  MoBt  Honourable  Privy  Couacil  and 
ButKirdinate  Departments." 

8m  EIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  hare  placed  aa  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  in  reference  to  this  Vote 
with  the  view  of  calling  attention  to  the 
inefficienoj  of  the  present  Agricultural 
Department,  and  in  the  hope  of  inducing 
Her  Majesty's  Ctoyemment  to  consider 
the  matter  with  the  view  of  establishing 
the  Department  on  a  more  satisfactory 
footing.  I  trust  that  this  will  be  the 
last  occasion  on  which  we  shall  have  to 
deal  with  a  Vote  so  meagre  in  its  amount 
as  the  present  one.  I  take  the  liberty 
of  making  that  statement,  because  the 
question  is  essentially  one  in  which  the 
question  of  expenditure  is  involTod.  I 
fully  admit  that  in  drawing  the  attention 
of  the  Oommittee  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  this  point,  I  am  bound 
to  show  good  reasons  why  this  Depart- 
ment should  be  well  arranged,  and  why 
an  additional  expenditure  should  be 
incurred.  I  da  not  think  it  is  necessary 
that  I  should  go  through  the  form  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  enormous  importance  of  agriculture ; 
to  the  TBst  number  of  persons  engaged 
in  it ;  to  tbe  large  interests  involved  in 
it,  or  to  show  that  we  cannot  expect  a 
return  of  prosperity  to  the  various  in- 
dustries in  England  so  long  as  agri- 
culture remains  in  its  present  depressed 
condition.  Those  are  matters  which  are 
obvious  to  everyone.  I  may  be  asked 
what  good  can  we  get  from  an  improved 
Agricultural  Department,  and  myanswer 
is  this — We  have  an  example  before  us 
of  a  Department  somewhat  similar  which 
is  already  in  practical  existence  in  an- 
other part  of  the  Kingdom.  And  here 
I  may  say  that  England  may  claim  to 
have  a  grievance,  because  we  have  here 
Mr.  Laiouehtra 
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no  A^culturol  Department  of  the  State 
such  as  the  Agricultural  Department  of 
Ireland.  Of  course,  it  would  not  be 
right  for  me  to  discuss  the  Irish  Vote 
now.  Therefore,  I  will  simply  refer  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  Vote  for  an  Agri- 
cultural Department  in  Ireland  which 
makes  provision  for  dairy  eohools,  for 
the  appointment  of  a  staff  of  professors 
and  lecturers,  and  for  a  variety  of  ob' 
jects  in  regai^  to  which  in  this  countiy 
we  have  no  parallel  whatever.  Such 
institutions  as  the  Munster  Dairy  Schools 
work  admirably  in  Ireland ;  and,  having 
regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  it  is 
quite  certain  that  such  schools  could  not 
have  been  established  as  private  venture 
schools.  What  I  propose  in  connection 
with  the  Agricutturm  Department  of 
England  is  that  we  should  havs  in 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  similar 
schooU  to  those  which  are  maintained 
by  the  Agricultural  Department  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  unable  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  expense  would  be;  bat, 
looking  to  the  Irish  Vote,  I  find  that  for 
something  like  the  modest  sum  of  £4,000 
the  Irish  people  are  able  to  maintain 
the  advantages  to  which  I  have  referred. 
I  know  it  will  be  said  that  it  is  unde- 
sirable to  ask  for  State  aid  in  regard  to 
a  business  like  agriculture,  and  that  we 
ought  to  rely  solely  upon  the  energy 
which  those  who  are  engaged  in  it  bring 
to  bear  upon  it.  We  are  now,  how- 
ever, brought  face  to  face  with  a  new 
scheme  of  technical  education  which  is 
about  to  be  introduced  to  the  notice  of 
the  House.  In  that  respect,  perhaps,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  point  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission, 
which  contains  the  following  words: — 

"We  cannot  forbear  to  eiprees  our  opimon 
thai  the  improvement  and  axtennoQ  of  Bcien- 
tifio  Bgricultarol  teaching,  with  tho  view  to  the 
improved  cultivation  of  the  soil,  ia  an  india- 
pensable  meaaure  in  orderto  seoure  the  general 
proBperity  of  the  people," 
That  passage  was  contained  in  the  Be- 
port  issued  in  1881,  and  since  then  we 
have  had  tha  Eeport  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  Technical  Education,  which 
Keport  distinctly  points  to  the  necessity 
of  tbe  establishment  of  an  agricultural 
school.  Looking  at  the  condition  of 
similar  schools  abroad,  I  believe  there  is 
no  case  in  which  they  can  be  regarded  as 
self -support  ing ;  andtfaeBoya]  Commis- 
sion recommended  that,  as  they  cannot  be 
self-sapportiag,  they  should  he  estab- 
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lished  and  maintained  with  the  aasiHt'  |  the.  present  Vote  I  see  an  item  of 
aace  of  the  State.  Consequeatl^,  we  £200  put  down  under  the  head  of  "  in- 
bave  the  opinion,  not  only  of  the  Duke  :  vestigations  ia  regard  to  cattle  disease  " 
of  Bicbtnond's  Commission,  but  of  the  '  and  "inoidental  expeDses."  Zn  many 
Boyal  Gommissioa  upon  Technical  Kdu-  j  parts  of  Eaglaud  the  agricultural  indue- 
cation,  that  agricultural  schools  ought  try  has  been  paralyzed  by  a  disease 
to  be  established,  and  that  State  aid    which   has  committed  great  havoc — I 


ought  to  be  given  to  them.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  if  that  were  doue 
great  benefit  would  result.  We  know 
what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  prece- 
dent set  by  Denmark.  We  all  know 
that  a  few  years  ago  the  agriculture  of 
Denmark  was  at  a  very  low  ebb;  bat  by 
the  system  of  dairy  schools  established 
there  such  a  change  has  been  brought 
about  in  the  condition  of  things  there 
that,  in  a  time  of  agricultural  deprea- 
sion,  Denmark  was  able  to  pass  through 
its  trials  with  greater  advantages  than 
any  other  country.  The  people  had 
been  so  admirably  taught  by  the  State 
dairy  schools  that  they  were  able  to 
make  better  butter,  and  to  obtain  a 
higher  price  for  it  when  imported  into 
England,  than  the  a^triculturists  in  other 
looliJities.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  this 
fact — that,  imder  the  existing  condition 
of  agriculture,  it  is  only  under  exoep- 
tionably  favourable  circumstances  that 
the  growth  of  cereals — wheat,  barley, 
and  oats — may  be  carried  on  at  a  profit. 
That  renders  it  necessary  that  we  should 
turn  our  attention  to  the  products  of  the 
dairy.  There  are,  however,  many  other 
things  which  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment might  and  ought  to  do.  Experi- 
ments might  be  made  in  many  directions, 
if  there  were  Only  proper  machinery 
and  an  adequate  staff  —  experiments 
which  can  only  be  undertaken  by  a  De- 
partment which  has  at  its  disposal  a 
certain  amount  of  funds,  in  order  that 
the  experiments,  when  undertaken,  may 
be  carefully  conducted,  accurately  re- 
corded, and  their  Buocessduly  announced, 
so  that  the  whole  country  may  reap  the 
advantage  of  such  experimente.  Of 
course,  the  tenants  of  England  cannot 
afford  to  do  the  work  themselves,  and  the 
impoverished  landlords  are  in  very  much 
the  same  condition.  It  is,  therefore, 
impossible  to  get  these  thicgs  done 
without,  as  the  Boyal  Commissioners 
have  already  reported,  State  aid  being 
given.  For  instance,  experiments  con- 
ducted by  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment may  be  of  great  value  ia  the 
ease  of   disease   among  animals.     Ia 


mean  swine  fever.  About  a  year  or  a 
little  more  ago  an  investigatiou  was 
made  in  reference  to  swine  ^ver  by  the 
Privy  Council.  But  when  die  officers  of 
the  Department  came  to  deal  with  it 
the  Home  Office  stepped  in,  and  when  it 
was  proposed  that  certain  animals  should 
be  brought  here  to  be  dissected  and  sub- 
jected to  medical  operations  the  Home 
Office  stood  in  the  way  ;  the  Agricultural 
Department  were  snubbed  ;  and  when 
they  required  the  use  of  some  building  in 
which  tiie  experiments  might  be  carried 
on,  the  answer  received  by  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  was  that  there  was  a 
difficulty  iu  obtaining  such  premises. 
We  were,  consequently,  placed  in  this 
position.  There  was  a  scientific  Depart- 
ment quite  ready  to  undertake  an  inves- 
tigation, when  another  Department  of 
the  State  stepped  in,  and,  by  refusing 
the  necessary  accommodation,  brought 
the  matter  to  a  dead-lock.  I  believe 
that  what  happened  in  oonseqaence  i) 
that  the  matter  is  still  waiting  inves- 
tigation. May  I  point  to  another 
instance  in  which  the  Agricultural 
Department  not  only  failed  to  obtain 
encouragement,  but  actually  met  with 
opposition  from  the  Oovemment?  This 
very  year  there  wss  a  meeting  of  statis- 
ticians at  Borne  from  all  parts  of  Europe, 
who  proposed  to  undertake  an  investiga- 
tion into  questions  connected  with  the 
tenure  of  land,  small  holdings,  and  so 
forth.  The  Agricultural  Department 
invited  certain  eminent  statisticians  to 
represent  them  at  Home,  and  having 
accepted  the  appointment,  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Department  went  there, 
but  because  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
had  not  been  previously  obtained  to  the 
expenditure  iuvolved,  the  expenses  of 
these  gentlemen  have  been  disallowed. 
Now,  my  contention  is  that  if  thia  were 
a  real  instead  of  a  sham  Department 
presided  over  by  a  Miuister,  as  wo  were 
given  to  understand  it  would  be,  and  if 
it  were  a  really  responsible  Department, 
it  would  never  have  been  treated  in  this 
off-hand  manner.  I  sliould  like  the 
Committee  to  consider  what  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  is,  aud  how  it  was 
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establiahed.  It  was  eatablished  ia  con- 
Bsqueooe  of  a  rote  ia  this  House  in  the 
year  1882  upon  a  BeeolutioD  proposed  by 
Sir  Maue;  Lopes,  which,  somewhat  to 
the  Burprise  of  himEelf  and  thoss  who 
supported  him,  was  accepted  hy  the 
Government  of  the  da;.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  do  anything;  that  year ;  but  in 
the  following  year  an  Agricultural 
Department  of  the  Privy  Oouncit  was 
established,  but  it  obtained  no  Vote ;  it 
received  no  grant  of  money,  and  there- 
fore it  did  no  work.  It  got  nothing  and 
it  did  nothing.  Some  years  afterwards, 
in  regard  to  a  qneetioa  aa  to  the  nature 
of  its  proceedings,  its  days  of  meeting, 
and  what  it  did,  I  was  informed  that  it 
never  met,  that  there  were  no  proceed- 
ings in  connection  with  it,  and  that  no 
information  was  obtained  by  it.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment, after  a  serious  and  solemn  vote  of 
this  House,  was  a  sham,  is  a  sham,  and 
has  remained  a  sham  ever  since.  I  will 
not  say  for  a  moment  that  some  good 
work  has  not  been  by  the  Veterinary 
Department  in  grappling  with  the 
diseases  which  affect  animals.  That 
Department  has  done  admirable  work, 
bat  it  was  in  existence  before  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment, and  is  really  only  doing  the  same 
work  now  that  it  did  before.  Hy  con- 
tention is  that  the  business  of  agricul- 
ture is  BO  great  and  important,  and  is 
suffering  bo  severely  from  depression, 
that  something  ought  to  be  done  to 
stimulate  it.  The  sum  we  ask  for  is 
very  small.  I  myself  believe  that  a  Vote 
of  £25,000  would  go  a  long  way  towards 
the  establishment  of  the  scientific  inves- 
tigation that  is  now  asked  for.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  this  expenditure 
haebeen  already  distinctly  recommended. 
The  Hoyal  Commieaion  on  Technical 
Education,  which  traversed  Europe  in 
order  to  discover  what  provision  is 
made  in  other  countries  for  technical 
instruction,  have  distinctly  reoommended 
in  their  Seport  that  the  attention  of  the 
Government  should  be  directed  to  the 
matter,  and  that  an  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment should  be  established  for  scientific 
invoBtigatiou  and  research.  My  belief 
is  that  we  should  have  in  England  two 
or  three  such  branches.  I  would  have 
one  in  the  North,  another  in  the  Midland 
Counties,  and  a  third  in  the  South,  and 
I  should  like  also  to  see  a  branch  estab- 
lished in  Scotland,  and  another  in  Wales. 
Sir  Uichari  Pegtt 


Those  countries  are  certainly  entitled  to 
oonBideration  equally  with  ourselves.  I 
should  like  to  see  the  Muaeter  dairy 
schools  inlreland  repeated  and  increased 
in  number.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  such 
schools  were  estahUahed  in  a  practical 
way,  much  advantage  would  be  derived 
from  their  establishment.  These  farms 
and  dairies  might  be  established  one  by 
one,  and  might  l)e  associated  in  soma  way 
with  the  Boyal  Agricultural  Society.  I 
would  also  suggest  that  if  the  Department 
wereorganizedinthis  way,  there  are  other 
Departments  which  might  be  grouped 
and  amalgamated  with  it.  For  instance, 
there  are  the  Seports  of  the  Enoloaure 
Commission  and  the  Land  Commission. 
I  think  if  the  Vote  for  those  Depart- 
ments were  carefully  studied  it  would 
be  found  that  there  are  a  number  of 
highly-paid  officials  connected  with  them 
who  are  by  no  means  overworked.  Then, 
again,  there  is  the  Department  of  Woods 
and  Forests  which  might  be  included  in 
the  amalgamation.  In  that  case  I  think 
it  would  be  found  that  there  is  a  largo 
staff  which  might  find  a  little  mora 
healthy  occupation  in  the  work  of  the 
Agricultural  Department,  which  I  desire 
to  see  undertaken.  I  merely  throw  this 
out  as  a  suggestion.  If  the  work  were 
taken  boldly  in  band,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Agricultural  DepartnLAut  wonld 
soon  be  placed  oa  a  satisfactoiy  footing. 
There  are  precedents  to  be  found  at 
home  in  what  has  occurred  in  Ireland ; 
and  if  you  go  abroad,  you  cannot  see  a 
country,  be  it  little  or  be  it  great,  which 
dosB  not  incur  a  large  expenditure  in 
connection  with  an  efflbient  system  of 
State-aided  agriculture.  The  farmera 
of  this  country  are  accustomed  to  self- 
help,  and  they  are  anxious  to  go  on  to 
the  best  of  their  ability  aa  far  as  they 
can.  Five  years  ago  this  Hoase  waa 
certainly  under  the  impression  that 
something  ought  to  be  done,  and  since 
then  a  Soyal  Commission  has  reported 
in  favour  of  State  aid.  All  precedents 
are  in  favour  of  my  propoaal.  The 
farmers  of  England  are  a  long-suffering 
race,  and  they  have  had  a  bitter  and 
hard  time  of  it ;  yet  I  think  they  ought 
not  to  ask  in  vain  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  should  give  the  matter  their 
serious  consideration.  At  present  the 
Agricultural  Department  is  a  sham.  No 
more  work  is  done  now  than  was  done 
before  it  was  established,  and  there  are 
no  more  officials  employed.    The  wotk 
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the  Department  came  into  existence.  In 
the  hope  that  I  may  induce  the  OoTern- 
inent  to  give  their  setious  attention  to 
jbe  matter,  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction 
3f  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £100. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Itam  F,  f  12,687,  Salariw  of  the 
Agricultural  Departments,  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £100."— (5ir  Siehard  Faget.) 

Sitt  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.):  I  hope  that  the  right 
ban.  Oentlemau  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  aoswer  to  the 
appeal  which  has  been  made  to  him 
upon  this  very  important  question. 
Everyone  admits  at  this  momeut  the 
depression  which  agriculture  is  passing 
through,  and  it  is  very  little  that  is 
asked  from  the  GoTernment  by  my  hon. 
Frieud,  who  has  gone  so  closely  over  the 
whole  question.  What  is  required  is 
this — that  we  should  have  a  proper  De- 


Strvies  Eshmattt. 


agricultural  questions — a  real  Depart- 
ment to  which  we  can  go,  and  to  which 
we  can  explain  all  those  wants  and  re- 
quirements which  are  perpetually  arising 
in  the  present  condition  of  agriculture. 
I  do  not  think  there  are  many  Oentle- 
mea  on  the  Front  Bench — there  are 
some  I  know — who  realize  the  present 
position  of  agriculture,  particularly  in 
tbe  present  year.  Last  year  it  was  bad 
euough,  but  tbis  year  it  is  even  worse. 
The  depression  at  tbis  moment  is  ex- 
traordinary. Tou  have  already  given 
State  aid  to  an  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment iu  Ireland,  and  you  have  estab- 
lished schools  and  dairy  farms  in  that 
country.  Why  should  you  not  adopt 
tbe  same  principle  iu  reference  to  Eng- 
land? When  we  come  to  deal  with 
questions  of  that  kind  we  are  invariably 
left  out  in  &e  cold,  while  the  people  of 
Ireland  always  get  what  they  require. 
[An  hoD.  UsuBza :  Hear,  hear!]  The 
hon.  Member  says  "hear,  hearf"  but 
if  he  comes  to  analyze  the  tenure  of 
land  and  the  whole  question  of  agricul- 
ture he  will  find  that  excepttonallegis- 
lation  has  been  applied  to  Ireland  and 
to  Ireland  only.  Tcertainly  do  not  say 
that  such  legislation  is  required  for 
England,  or  ought  to  be  given  to  Eng- 
land ;  I  only  ask  with  regard  to  this 
particular  case  that  tbe  same  prin- 
ciple  should   be    adopted    in   connec- 


tion with  other  parts  of  tbe  country. 
What  we  are  in  want  of  now  is  the 
establiahment  of  some  system  which  will 
enable  those  who  are  engaged  in  agri- 
culture to  acquire  a  practical  and  techni- 
cal education.  We  see  how  necessary  it 
is  that  every  young  man  who  desires  to 
become  a  practical  fanner  should  have 
a  real  education  in  regard  to  agricultural 
pursuits,  which  certainly  a  good  many 
of  them  do  not  get  now,  although  they 
have  constantly  to  study  what  they 
ought  to  do  to  make  both  ends  meet.  I 
venture  to  express  a  hope  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  give  a  favourable  answer  to 
the  appeal  which  has  been  made  to  him. 
There  is  only  one  other  point  which  I 
desire  to  refer  to.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tlemau  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  OoBchen),  when  be  received  a  depu- 
tation the  other  day,  said — and  I  am  sure 
the  country  felt  relief  when  tbey  heard 
his  statement— that  he  bad  the  interests 
of  agriculture  very  much  at  heart,  and 
would  endeavour  to  help  those  engaged 
in  that  interest.  I  am  sure,  therefore, 
that  he  will  not  grudge  the  very  small 
amount  of  money  which  would  be  re- 
quired this  year  in  order  to  carry  out 
these  arrangements. 
Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR   (Done- 

§al,  E.)  :  I  hope  tbe  hon.  and  gallant 
entleman  will  allow  me  to  remind  him 
that  the  Irish  people  established  the 
Munster  farm  for  themselves. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Al- 
though I  do  not  represent  an  agricul- 
tural constituency,  I  have  some  interest 
in  agriculture,  and  I  desire  to  endorse 
the  statements  which  have  been  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Wells  Division  of  Somerset  (Sir 
Richard  Paget),  especially  with  refer- 
ence to  the  dairy  interest.  Coming 
from  a  dairy  district,  I  know  a  great 
deal  can  be  done  by  teaching  people  to 
make  better  dairy  produce  than  they  do 
at  present.  What  happens  now,  unfor- 
tunately, is  that  the  education  given  in 
our  oountry  villages  does  not  give  the 
lads  and  girls  of  those  villages  any  in- 
terest in  farming  occupations  whatever, 
and  their  first  step  is  to  migrate  into 
the  towns.  I  have  certainly  found  that 
to  be  the  case  in  Derbyshire  and  Staf- 
fordshire. In  order  to  show  the  advan- 
tage which  may  be  derived  from  teaching 
these  people  properly,  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  state  to  the  House  what 
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happened  to  myself.  I  found  my  rents 
going;  down,  and  my  tenants  not  making- 
good  butter  and  cheeGe.  In  order  to 
give  them  proper  inBtruction  I  obtained 
the  Bsryicesof  two  good  dairymaids  from 
the  Cheddar  district,  and  the  result  was 
that  cheese  and  butter  were  better  made, 
the  cheese  fetching  25«.  more  per  cwt., 
and  the  butter  2d.  more  a  lb.  There  is 
no  reason  vhy  what  has  been  done  in 
that  case  shoidd  not  be  done  by  dairy 
farmers  in  other  parts  of  England.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  a  great  deal  can  be  done 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  tenants  and 
of  the  landlords  to  teach  these  people  to 
make  more  out  of  the  land.  It  only 
takes  a  gallon  of  milk  to  make  1  lb.  of 
cheese,  whether  it  is  made  well  or  badly, 
and  a  difference  of  2it.  or  2id.  a  lb.  in 
the  price  makes  all  the  difference  be- 
tween profit  and  a  serious  loss. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  think 
it  is  nothing  short  of  a  scandal  that 
there  is  no  school  of  technical  education 
in  agriculture  in  the  whole  of  England, 
I  cannot  understand  why  there  should 
be  90  much  indifference,  when  we  all 
know  how  the  agricultural  interest  is 
depressed.  I  hope  the  hon.  Baronet 
^Sir  Bichard  Paget)  will  press  his 
Amendment  to  a  Diyision,  in  order  to 
show  the  House  and  the  country  that 
we  agriculturists  are  in  earnest  in  en- 
deavouring to  obtain  from  the  Oovem- 
menl  sfnue  practical  amelioration  of  our 
condition. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Lord  iTohn  Manners)  is  not 
present.  As  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somerset  (Sir 
Bichard  Paget)  is  aware,  he  is  detained 
abroad  by  a  serious  illness,  or  he  would 
have  replied  much  more  effectively  than 
I  can  to  the  speeches  of  my  hon.  Friends 
behind  me.  The  Oovernment  are  deeply 
eoncerned  at  the  very  serious  depreaaioa 
which  prevails  in  agriculture,  although 
they  are  too  much  occupied  to  have 
much  personal  knowledge  ol  details. 
Yet  I  can  speak  myself  from  personal 
suffering,  because  I  have  bad  mure  acres 
thrown  on  my  hands  than  I  wish  to 
have ;  and,  therefore,  I  have  experienced 
directly  the  results  of  the  depression  of 
agriculture,  so  far  as  my  own  property 
has  been  affected.  I  have  already  stated 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  in  answer  to  a  Quee- 
J/r.  Banhury 


tion  which  he  put  to  me  a  few  days  ago, 
that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  Qovemment, 
and  the  interest  of  the  Oovernment,  to 
do  all  that  they  can,  not  by  the  creation 
at  once  of  a  great  Government  Depart- 
ment, but  by  building  up  a  Department, 
to  do  everything  that  can  be  done  to 
extend  the  knowledge  that  is  required 
in  the  processes  of  agriculture,  and  to 
give  Buoh  encouragement  as  it  is  pos- 
eible  to  give  to  the  development  of  land 
by  the  adoption  of  the  best  agricultural 
systems.  We  have  much  to  pride  our- 
selves upon  in  this  country  in  regard  to 
the  skill  and  knowledge  and  enterpriza 
of  our  farmers.  I  am  sure  that  any 
Gentleman  who  compares  the  agricul- 
ture of  this  country  with  that  of  almost 
any  foreign  country  will  be  surprised  at 
the  skill  and  knowledge  of  our  farmers. 
I  am  ready  to  admit  mat  there  may  be, 
and  probably  are,  many  subjects,  which 
require  more  investigation,  more  in- 
quiry, and  more  exhaustive  treatment 
than  they  have  received  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  Royal  Agricultural 
Society  has  done  a  great  doEil  for  agri- 
culture by  example,  by  examination, 
and  by  experiment,  and  by  carrying  out 
different  methods  of  treatment  and  dif- 
ferent modes  of  cultivation;  but  it  is 
possible,  I  admit,  that  eomething  more 
may  be  done,  and  any  encouragement  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
give,  within  reasonable  limits,  which 
atford  any  expectation  of  a  profitable 
and  satisfactory  result,  they  are  ready  to 
give.  The  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbnry)  referred  to  the  improve- 
ments which  he  has  himself  effected 
in  the  management  of  his  own  affairs 
by  the  exercise  of  skill,  judgment, 
and  discretion.  I  think  there  ore 
many  others  who  might  do  a  great  deal 
of  good  in  their  own  neighbourhood  by 
the  exercise  of  the  judgment  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  has  shown. 
I  myself  have  introduced  a  good  dairy- 
maid iuto  my  neighbourhood  with  the 
most  beneScisl  results.  I  couid  not 
understand  why  butter  should  be  so 
much  better  made  on  one  farm,  and 
should  obtain  so  much  better  a  price  in 
the  market  than  another,  until  I  came  to 
see  that  it  was  due  to  the  care,  skill, 
and  the  attention  of  the  dairymaid.  We 
have  yet,  I  confess,  a  great  deal  to  do 
in  dealing  with  the  difliculties  of  agri- 
culture. They  are  difficulties,  I  am 
afraid,  which  no  Uovernmeut    Depart- 
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ment  can  altogether  remove ;  but  we 
confideotl;  expect  tliat  good  reeulta  n-ill 
follow  from  the  technical  education 
Bclteme  which  will  shortly  be  brought 
before  the  House.  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  immediate  expenditure  of  £25,000 
a-year  would  be  an  eutirely  satisfactory 
way  of  dealing  with  the  subject.  There 
are  causes  of  depression  which  no  Go- 
vernment can  modify,  such  as  climate, 
foreign  competition,  and,  it  maybe, the 
appearance  of  some  new  fly.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Eaglish  farmer  has 
to  compete  with  the  whole  world ;  and 
there  are  facilities  by  which  food  and 
produce  of  every  description  can  be 
brought  cheaply  to  this  country  from 
other  parts  of  the  world.  There  is  also 
another  cause  of  depression  in  the  com- 
petition, which  is  the  result  of  an  abund- 
ance of  capital  which  seeks  employment 
at  a  very  low  rate  of  profit  indeed.  As 
far  as  the  Qovernmect  are  eoncerned,  it 
will  be  our  aim  and  purpose  to  provide 
the  information  which  my  hon.  Friend 
desires  to  obtain  by  giving  to  the 
farmers  that  technical  education  which 
will  place  them  and  their  labourers  oa 
a  par  with  those  who  are  being  so  ably 
instructed  in  other  oonntries.  I  repeat 
again  that  we  are  deeply  sensible  of  the 
serious  depression  which  has  overtaken 
the  most  important  interest  of  this 
country.  When  we  speak  of  any  other 
interest — that  of  iron  or  cotton,  for 
instance — it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  agricultural  interest  employs  a  much 
larger  number  of  persons,  and,  there- 
fore, demands  a  larger  amount  of  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  the  State, 
seeing  that  it  is  altogether  of  greater 
importauce  than  any  other  interest.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  a  gross  mistake,  if 
it  were  possible,  for  the  Government  to 
be  unconscious  of  the  present  circum- 
stances of  depressiou,  or  unwilling  to 
acknowledge  the  conditions  which  now 
exist,  or  disinclined  to  do  anything 
which  lies  in  their  power  to  assist  in 
restoring  the  agricultural  interest  to  its 
proper  position. 

Ma.  0.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon) : 
I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vemment  to  pay  some  attention  to  agri- 
cultural matters.  I  have  stated  before 
in  this  House  that  the  English  farmers 
have  shown  the  greatest  patience  under 
circumstances  of   the  greatest  gravity 


and  of  the  most  deep  distress,  and  I 
trust  they  will  find  that  Parliament  is 
really  anxious  to  do  all  it  can  to  remedy 
the  ruinous  position  not  only  of  the 
landed  interest,  but  of  tbe  farmers  and 
farm  labourers.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
will  pardon  my  venturing  to  say  so,  X 
would  suggest  that  there  ts  not  very 
much  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  teaching 
the  farmer  howto  make  jam,  or  how  to 
make  butter.  We  want  something  that 
will  go  a  little  deeper  into  the  matter 
than  that;  aod  I  hope  that  Parliament 
will  be  able  to  establish  a  more  efficient 
Department  in  reference  to  British  agri- 
oulture  than  we  have  had  up  to  the  pre^ 
sent  moment.  I  believe  that  the  tax- 
payers of  England  will  not  grudge  a 
reasonable  amount  of  money  for  that 
purpose,  because,  after  all,  agriculture 
is  one  of  the  most  important,  if  not  the 
moat  important,  of  all  our  industries. 
The  number  of  trades  which  depend 
upon  the  prosperity  of  agriculture  are 
innumerable.  An  hoD.  Member  the 
other  day  spoke  of  12,000,000  of  acres 
of  laud  not  being  cultivated;  and  an- 
other hon.  Member  said  that  there  was 
a  very  large  amount  of  land  out  of  culti- 
vation which  ought  to  be  utilized.  la 
those  remarks  I  entirely  agree ;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  necessary  to  go  much 
deeper  into  the  subject  before  we  oao 
get  that  land  cultivated.  There  is  a 
cure  for  it  all ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  I 
should  be  ruled  out  of  Order  if  I  were 
to  enter  into  it  to-night.  I  hope  that 
the  Front  Bench  will  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  subject  at  length 
on  some  other  occasion.  I  hope  that 
the  patience  with  which  the  English 
farmers  and  their  Bepresentatives  in 
this  House  have  borne  the  depression 
which  now  exists  will  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  see  their  way  to  give  us, 
before  long,  a  night  in  which  ne  may 
be  able  to  go  thoroughly  into  our  grie- 
vances, and  to  suggest,  in  a  straightfor- 
ward way,  what  we  consider  to  be  the 
only  remedies. 

Ma.  MOEE  (Shropshire,  Ludlow): 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  expressed  a 
desire  to  give  effect  to  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Wells 
Divlsiouof  Somerset  (SirBichard  Paget), 
I  would  venture  to  suggest  to  him  that 
the  most  practical  way  of  doin^  it,  and 
that  which  would  give  most  satisfacticm 
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to  the  farmers,  would  be  to  establish 
Bchoola,  not  for  dairy  purposes  only,  but 
for  general  instruction,  in  agricultural 
matters.  I  thiuk  it  ^ould  be  well,  in 
ezpariments  of  the  kind  suggested,  to 
see  what  can  be  done  with  farms  of 
different  sizes,  say,  from  50  up  to  200 
acres.  The  object  in  view  would  also  be 
assisted,  in  my  opinion,  bj  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  last  nt^bt,  which,  when 
passed,  would  assist  in  showing  what 
can  be  done  with,  very  small  holdings.  It 
is  to  bo  hoped  that  the  proposal  which 
has  been  made  will  be  carried  out  as 
sooa  as  possible;  and  I  am  convinced 
that  it  would  be  a  most  satisfiictoiy  way 
of  enabling  the  British  farmer  to  deal 
with  this  matter  of  foreign  competition. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King\  Co.,  Birr) ;  I 
riae  for  the  purpose  of  supporting,  as  far 
as  I  understand  it,  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North -West  Sussex  [Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  with  regard  to  establishing  an 
agricultural  school  in  this  country.  I 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  excellent  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  and  I  can  quite  confirm  what 
has  fallen  from  him,  and  I  can  say  from 
my  own  knowledge  that  the  example 
which  he  has  shown  is  one  which  I 
should  like  to  see  copied.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  the  impossi- 
bility of  spendine  £25,000  per  annum  in 
this  direction.  I  will  go  to  the  extent 
of  saying  that  £250,000  would  be 
economically  spent  in  this  work.  Any- 
one must  see  that  something  of  this  sort 
will  have  to  be  done  if  the  agricultural 
interest  in  this  country  is  to  maintain 
anything  like  a  profitable  competition 
with  foreign  countries ;  hut  the  hope  of 
competition  with  America  is  altogether 
fallacious.  The  competition  in  America 
arises  from  two  causes.  The  first  cause 
of  competition  is,  that  the  soil  of  America 
is  more  productive  than  the  soil  in 
Europe ;  and,  secondly,  the  transport  is 
cheaper.  Anyone  who  examines  into 
the  matter  will  find  that,  so  far  from  the 
present  rates  in  America  breaking  down, 
they  are  likely  to  become  cheaper  every 
year.  At  the  present  time  there  is  fiour 
coming  into  the  English  market  from 
San  Francisco,  and  selling  6i.  per  barrel 
cheaper  than  it  can  be  produced  in  Ira- 
land.  The  machineiy  in  America  is  the 
same  as  is  used  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time ;  but  it  is  the  transport  that  kills 
Mr.  More 
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the  Irish,  as  it  also  kills  the  English 
manufacture.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
railway  rates  in  America,  beoaose  the 
railways  which  compete  with  us  are 
really  not  Bail  way  Companies,  but  Land 
Companies,  who  can,  if  they  like,  bring 
the  whole  of  their  freights  for  nothing, 
and  still  pay  a  dividend  on  their  capital, 
which  ansBs  from  profit  out  of  land  that 
extends  four  or  five  miles  on  both  sides 
of  the  line.  Yillages  are  springing  np, 
and  the  need  of  railroads  is  increasing 
every  year;  and,  as  I  have  said,  they  btb 
able  to  compete  with  us  by  bringing 
flour  into  this  country  from  San  Fran- 
cisco without  its  having  to  pay  a  charge 
of  one  single  cent  for  transport.  Now, 
inasmuch  as  this  cheapness  of  transport 
cannot  be  broken  down,  the  hope  of 
Eoglish  or  Irish  agriculture  competing 
with  America  is  a  very  small  hope  in* 
deed.  But  there  is  one  direction  in 
which  we  can  improve.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  take  some  glory  to 
the  farmers  of  this  country  with  regard 
to  the  excellence  of  their  farming.  Now, 
I  have  examined  into  this  question,  and 
I  am  able  to  say  that  the  system  of 
farming  adopted  in  this  country  is  far 
inferior  to  the  system  in  Belgium  and 
Holland,  in  both  of  which  countries  the 
land  is  poor  ;  but  farming  has  succeeded 
there  by  reason  of  the  agricultural 
schools  which  have  been  established. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  may  not  ac- 
cept that  comparison ;  but  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  it  is  exactly  true  that  those 
countries  I  have  mentioned  are  far 
in  advance  of  us  in  their  knowledge 
of  the  principles  of  farming,  as  an 
instance  of  which  I  may  mention  the 
principle  of  the  succession  of  crops, 
which,  although  considered  a  new  one 
here,  is,  in  Holland  and  Belgium, 
as  old  as  the  hills.  Unless  you  have 
schools  you  will  never  introduce  into  the 
farming  system  of  this  country  those 
econormes  which  are  necessary  to  suc- 
cess, for  there  is  a  parallel  between 
agriculture  and  the  system  which  obtains 
in  commercial  houses ;  that  Is  to  say,  it 
is  not  the  amount  of  sales  which  gives 
the  profit — it  is  the  internal  economy  of 
the  establish  meat.  And  I  say  it  is  the 
internal  extravagant  system  in  England 
and  Ireland  which  causes  the  great  loss 
to  the  farmer.  If  you  had  a  system  of 
agricultural  education  in  this  country 
you  would  alter  all  that,  and  that  which 
is  now  loss  would  become  jtrofit  In  th9 
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future.  For  that  reason  I  stronglr 
advoeate  the  establishment  of  a^ioul- 
Sural  sohoals.  Farmiag  is  different  from 
ill  other  pursuits.  When  a  man  fails 
n  OTerything  else  he  turns  his  eyes  to 
Tarming,  and  I  know  acquaintances  of 
my  own  who  have  left  the  Bar  and 
otjier  occupations  to  betiome  what  are 
called  gentlemen  farmers.  I  know  that 
in  Ireland  every  man  thinks  himself 
capable  of  becoming  a  farmer ;  and 
these  are  the  facta  that  account  for  the 
bad  farming  in  this  countty.  It  ia  en- 
tirely due  to  this  want  of  education  and 
want  of  training  in  the  dairy  farms  of 
the  country  that  France  and  other  coun- 
tries are  able  to  compete  with  us  and 
outsell  us  ia  our  own  market,  notwith- 
standing the  means  of  transport  which 
we  have  at  our  disposal.  Some  endea- 
Toure  hare  been  made  in  Ireland,  with 
success,  in  the  matter  of  dairy  farming ; 
but  that  only  goes  in  one  direction,  and 
what  we  require  is  a  large  system  of 
instruction  not  limited  by  the  outlay  of 
£25,000  to  which  the  right  bou.  Gentle- 
man alludes,  but  resting  on  a  grant  of 
such  a  sum  as  I  mentioned — namely, 
£250,000,  which  outlay,  I  say,  in  the  end 
would  become  a  source  of  very  large 
proGt.  I  think  the  English  Qovemment 
— and  especially  this  GoTemment  which 
has  brought  in  a  Iiand  Bill  —  should 
make  it  tneir  special  duty  to  introduce 
the  system  we  are  advocating;  and  if 
they  succeed  in  that  one  thing  alone, 
they  would  leave  behind  them  a  record 
far  more  valuable  than  nine-tenths  of 
the  Acta  of  Parliament  which  have  been 
passed  in  other  times. 

Sib  BIGHAKD  FAGET  :  The  assur- 
ances which  I  have  received  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  are  to  a  large 
extent  satisfactory ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  it  would  have  been  better  if  there 
had  been  a  more  clear  and  definite  state- 
ment that  the  money  which  is  required 
would  be  forthcoming  from  the  public 
funds,  because  I  again  venture  to  say 
that  the  essence  of  this  question  is  that 
funds  should  be  found  to  set  up  an  effi- 
cient Agricultural  Department,  and  that 
one  of  the  necessities  of  the  Agricultural 
Department  is  the  establishment  of  at 
least  one  school  of  agriculture.  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  fully  alive  to  the  fact  that  agriculture 
is  carried  on  in  these  days  as  a  matter 
of  science.     It  is  not  stationary;  you 
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gone  by ;  you  must  keep  your  mind 
open  to  progress  ^  and,  in  endeavouring 
to  enable  our  farmers  to  meet  competi- 
tion  in  the  New  World,  you  must  furnish 
them  with  the  means  of  c&rrying  out 
their  endeavours  successfully,  ia  all 
other  countries  farmers  have  a  strong 
protection ;  they  have  the  advantage  of 
cheap  railway  rates  and  a  complete 
system  of  agricultural  education.  We 
have  none  of  those  advantages;  our 
railway  rates  are  higher  than  the  rates 
paid  by  Ibreignera  who  come  into  our 
markets  to  compete  with  ua ;  we  have 
no  system  of  agricultural  education  ;  we 
have  no  protection ;  and  if,  with  all 
these  disadvantages,  we  have  to  fight 
our  battles,  it  is  no  wonder  that  we  go 
gradually  to  the  wall.  I  understand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  he  is  pre* 
pared  to  take  steps  in  the  direction  of 
improving  the  present  Agricultural  De- 
partment; hut  allow  me  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  long  since  that  a  Minister 
was  obliged  to  say  to  a  large  deputation 
from  Scotland,  asking  that  scientific  in- 
vestigation should  be  made  into  pleuro- 
pneumonia—  "I  caunot  help  you;  I 
have  not  the  money."  Thus  the  disease 
had  to  run  its  course ;  no  investigation 
could  be  taken  by  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment, simply  because  there  were  no 
tuudfi  to  enable  them  to  deal  with  it. 
Now,  I  think  I  know  the  right  hon. 
Gendoman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  sufficiently  well  to 
say  that,  if  there  is  a  dispositian  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  give  effect 
to  what  is  proved  to  be  the  universal 
demand  in  this  House,  he  will  admit 
that  the  ways  and  means  should  be 
found  that  are  necessary  to  do  what 
is  required.  I  do  not  ask  you  to 
spend  one  eixpenoe  without  getting  full 
value  for  it ;  I  want  yon  to  be  careful 
that  nothing  shall  be  done  which  will 
not  produce  a  valuable  return  to  the 
nation  ;  but  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  addressed 
the  Committee  (Mr.  Molloy),  and  I  hold 
with  him  that  £10,000,  £20,000,  or 
£25,000  is  not  in  it-  If  you  are  going 
to  get  an  advantage  which  is  necessary, 
you  must  furnish  the  funds  necessary  to 
obtain  it.  I  hope  I  have  interpreted 
rightly  what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House  has  eatd,  that  in 
directing  these  steps  to  be  taken  he  does 
so  with  the  clear  intention  and  know- 
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ledge  that  those  steps  will  require  ex- 
penditure of  public  fuads,  and  that  he 
will  not  Bhriok  from  finding  the  neces- 
sary funds  to  enable  this  branch,  at  any 
rate,  to  be  set  on  foot.  If  I  have  rightly 
interpreted  my  right  hon.  Friend,  per- 
hapa  he  will  be  good  enough  to  signify 
asaeut ;  in  which  case  I  will  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  that  there  will  not  be 
any  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Qo- 
Terament  in  carrying  out  out  engage- 
mant  to  inquire  into  this  matter,  and,  if 
poBBible,  proceeding  step  by  step  to  make 
inch  an  arrangement  as  in  our  judgment 
may  be  aatisTaotory.  My  hon.  Friend 
not  having  given  me  Notice  that  be  was 
about  to  raise  this  question,  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  going  into  the 
circumstances  as  fully  as  I  could  have 
wished;  but  I  give  him  the  engagement 
heartily  that  we  will  examine  into  tha 
question,  and  that  we  shall  not  be  be- 
hindhand in  the  matter  of  any  expense 
which  may  appear  to  us  to  be  necessary 
to  bring  about  a  satisfactory  result. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tetihdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on 
a  question  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Bicbard  Paget), 
and  which  is  all- important,  not  only  with 
regard  to  this  Office,  but  also  with  re- 
gard to  a  number  of  other  Departments 
throughout  the  Service.  The  question 
might,  perhaps,  hare  been  more  conve- 
niently raised  on  the  Vote  on  Account ; 
but,  unfortunately,  the  discussion  on  that 
Vote  was  closured  before  it  was  eom- 

Slete,  and  In  the  disousaion  on  the  Vote 
jr  the  Treasury  the  Chairman  decided 
that  that  Vote  was  not  the  proper  one  on 
which  to  raise  the  question,  but  that  it 
oould  be  brought  up  on  the  specific  Vote 
immediately  oonoemed.  Now,  the  ques- 
tion is  as  to  the  distribution  of  work  be- 
tween several  Departments.  I  would 
remind  the  Government  that  the  Educa- 
tion Office  at  one  time  was  under  the 
Privy  Council  and  intimately  connected 
with  it ;  it  has  been  separated  from  it 
for  some  years,  and  the  Department  is 
now  under  the  Vice  Fiesident  of  the 
Council  with  a  separate  Office  and 
separate  Vote.  But  provided  for  under 
the  present  Vote  are  such  matters  aethe 
Banal  Boarda  and  the  offidal  work  con- 
Sir  Sieherd  Faqet 


neoted  with  them,  although  the  inq»ec- 
lion  of  Burial  Boarda  is  in  the  hands  ot 
the  Home  Office.  Similarly,  with  regard 
to  merchant  shipping,  all  the  work  con- 
nected with  pilotage,  lighthouses,  and 
tonnage  dues  are  dealt  with  by  the  Privy 
Council.  But  those  matters  are  inti- 
mately connected  with  the  work  en- 
trusted to  the  Board  of  Trade;  and, 
therefore,  you  have  work  of  a  cognate 
nature  and  almost  of  identical  character 
being  performed  in  a  number  of  different 
Departments.  Now,  I  submit  that  that 
can  only  result  in.  unnecessary  corre- 
spondence, in  the  multiplication  of 
duties,  and  uoneoeesary  expenditure.  I 
believe  there  is  room  for  very  consider- 
able economy  as  between  this  Vote  and 
the  Votes  for  the  Board  of  Trade,  Home 
Office,  and  Local  Government  Board, 
and  I  throw  out  the  suggestion  in  order 
that  I  may  get  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question.  I  know  that  you 
will  say  there  is  a  Soyal  Commismon 
sitting  to  inquire  into  this  matter ;  but 
it  will  be  many  years  before  it  reports 
the  result  of  its  labours. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THB  COLONIES  (Sir  Henkt  Hoixard) 
(Hampstead) :  In  the  absenoe  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  I  think  all  we  can  say  is 
that  the  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  will  receive 
consideration.  I  quite  agree  that  at 
first  eight  it  does  appear  that  the  work 
is  not  altogether  well  distributed.  Aa 
the  work  has  arisen  it  has  been  shifted 
from  one  Office  to  another  withont  suffi- 
cient consideration.  This  is  a  matter 
which  would  come  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission ;  bat  I  am 
aware  there  is  a  difficulty  owing  to  the 
delay  which  may  arise  before  the  ques- 
tion is  reached,  and,  therefore,  if  on 
further  inquiry  it  is  found  that  it  is  not 
likely  that  these  points  will  be  soon 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission,  then  I  think  I  may  pro- 
mise on  the  part  of  the  Government  that 
they  will  be  considered. 

Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  It  is 
announced  that  cholera  has  broken  out 
in  the  South  of  Europe,  and  I  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  by  the  Government 
that  any  further  precautions  will  be 
taken  in  view  of  that  fact  ? 

The  8E0BETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
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subject  he  refers  to  does  not  come  within 
this  Vote. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

{4.)  Uotion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  A  iiiDii  not  exceeding  £S3,I07,  "be 
granted  to  Her  U^estj,  to  complete  the  sum 
nacesiaTy  to  defray  the  CbaTge  vhich  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  darii^  the  year  ending  on 
the  31*t  day  of  March  18SS,  for  the  Salaries  and 
ExpenaoB  of  the  Office  of  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Council  for  Trade  and  Suhordinate 
Departments." 

Mr.  BBADLATiaH  (Northampton) : 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  in  tho  last  Parliament  there 
was  a  unanimous  Besolution  of  the 
House  for  the  appointment  of  a  Bureau 
or  Department  in  connection  with  labour 
slatistica.  I  want  to  know  from  the 
hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Secretar;  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  I>b 
Worms)  exaoti;  what  has  been  done 
with  reference  to  giving  effect  to  that 
liesolution,  and  I  will  ask  him  these 
queations,  upou  the  answers  to  which 
will  depend  whether  I  feel  it  necoesary 
to  offer  further  opposition  to  the  Vote. 
I  ask,  what  officials  are  actuall;  employed 
to  oarry  out  the  Reaolation  of  the  House ; 
what  are  their  expenses,  salaries,  and 
duties ;  when  those  duties  actually  com- 
menced, and  what  they  have  each  done  ? 
We  were  told  that  a  large  number  of 
inquiry  schedules  had  been  prepared  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  some  very 
glowing  promisee  were  made  as  to  the 
issue  of  Uioae  schedules.  Now,  I  waut 
to  know  how  many  of  such  schedules 
have  been  sent  out ;  in  what  trades ;  in 
what  proportion  in  each  trade;  and  how 
many  replies  have  been  received  from 
each  trade  and  between  what  dates? 
Then  we  were  told  to  believe  that  by  the 
appointment  of  some  gentleman  who  had 
been  connected  with  one  of  the  Trade 
Societies— Mr.  Burnett,  connected,  I 
believe,  with  the  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Engineers— inquiries  might  be  made 
outside  those  in  the  schedules.  I  want 
to  know  what  inquiries  outside  the 
schedules  have  been  made ;  by  whom 
and  in  what  manner;  and  if  any  in- 
quiries have  been  made  of  Trade 
societies,  and  the  kind  of  response  that 
has  been  given  to  them  ;  and,  especially 
bearing  iu  mind  the  promise  made,  what 
labour  statistics  have  been  collected? 
I  believe  that  some  of  these  are  contained 
ia  a  volume  which  exists  at  the  Board 
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of  Trade,  but  which  has  not  been 
publishod ;  and  I  want  to  know  whether 
any  of  these  have  been  published,  and, 
if  not,  whether  any  of  tliem  will  be 
published?  Then  we  had  rather  a  de- 
finite promisemade  by  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  then  in  the  House  of 
CommonB,  of  some  cheap  kind  of  publi- 
cation which  was  to  be  issued  containing 
labour  statistics  at  frequent  periods.  I 
think  that  would  have  oeen  very  useful, 
but  there  is  no  trace  of  anything  of  the 
kind;  the  Board  of  Trade  does  not  fulfil, 
or  pretend  to  fulfil,  any  of  these  objects. 
If  the  Labour  Bureau  is  to  report  once 
in  every  seveu  years,  it  will  not  in  any 
way  fulfil  the  intention  which  I  think 
the  House  bad  when  It  unanimously 
assented  to  my  proposal,  and  it  would  be 
a  farce  as  compared  with  what  is  being 
done  in  this  respect  in  the  Uuited  States 
of  America  and  also  in  Canada.  J  want 
to  know  what  is  the  cause  of  the  great 
delay  there  has  been  in  carrying  out  the 
promises  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  I  do 
not  want  to  make  any  attack  on  the 
present  Qovernment,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  noble  Lord  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Preston)  has  treated  me  with  the  utmost 
courtesy  in  communicating  to  me  what 
were  the  plana  of  the  Board;  but  I 
should  like  to  see  some  more  realization 
of  these  plans,  because  if  the  statiatioa 
are  to  be  of  any  use  they  should  be 
published  rapidly  and  periodically.  If 
this  Labour  Bureau  is  to  be  of  nse  it 
ought  to  be  useful  to  the  extent  of  pre- 
venting a  strike  of  the  kind  we  had  in 
the  county  of  Northumberland,  where 
there  was  a  body  of  men  more  intelligent 
of  their  class  than  any  other  iu  the 
United  Kingdom— strong  men  and  in- 
dustrious men,  who  showed  good  temper 
on  the  verge  of  starvation,  in  a  contest 
in  which  there  was  an  absolute  disagree- 
ment  between  the  employers  and  the 
representatives  of  the  employed  as  to 
prices.  I  do  not  wish  unduly  to  press 
the  Qovernment  on  this  point,  if  I  see  by 
their  answers  that  steps  are  bein^  taken 
to  realize  in  practice  that  which  the  . 
House  adopted  in  theory,  my  object 
being  to  insist  that  the  Besolution  of  this 
House  should  not  result  in  a  sham. 

The  SEOfiETARY  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henbt  Db  Woaiis) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  I  must 
acknowledge  the  great  courtesy  of  the 
hon.  Member  for   Northampton    (Mr. 
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Bradlaugh)  ia  glviog  me  Notice  of  these 
queatiooB.  To  the  tirst  questioa  of  the 
hon.  Member  the  aDsirer  is,  that  the 
ofGciaU  actually  emplojed  in  carryiag  out 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  are  three 
lo^er  diTiaion  clerks  at  salaries  of  £90 
each,  cue  lower  divisioD  clerk  at  £190, 
and  a  Labour  Correspondent  at  a  salary 
of  £300  a-year.  These  are  all  the 
officials  engaged  escluaively  on  the  work, 
but  one  cle^  of  the  upper  division  is 
partially  employed  upon  it  with  a  salary 
of  £300.  The  whole  of  the  work  is 
under  the  Heads  of  Departments  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  These  are  the  only 
offlcials  engaged  in  the  work.  Mr. 
Burnett  gets  £300  a-year.  To  the 
second  question  the  answer  is,  that  (he 
number  of  inquiry  schedules  sent  out 
'was  46,000,  and  the  number  of  replies 
received  6,000.  The  46,000  schedules 
sent  out  apply  to  97  different  trades, 
each  of  which  have  one,  two,  or  more 
forma  of  a  apecial  character  prepared  for 
it,  which  arrangement  involves,  of  course, 
a  great  deal  of  labour.  The  sending  out 
of  these  schedules  commenced  in  October 
last,  and  has  continued  to  the  present 
time  ;  and  there  are  about  14,000  sche- 
dules still  remaining  to  be  sent  out.  The 
third  question  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
answered  partly  in  the  reply  to  question 
No.  2.  Whenthewhole  of  the  schedules 
hare  been  sent  out,  and  the  replies  re- 
ceived from  the  trades,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
Member.  Then  as  to  inquiries  other 
than  by  schedule.  The  Labour  Corre- 
spondent has  made  and  is  now  making 
inquiries  as  to  immigration  in  the  East 
End,  Trade  Unions,  short  time  in  Lanca- 
shire, wages  in  tailoring  shops,  and  ex- 
Eiditure  in  working-class  families.  The 
hour  Correspondent's  Report  has  al- 
ready been  published  in  a  Parliamentary 
Paper.  The  Report  on  Trade  Unions  is 
in  the  Frees,  and  will  be  circulated; 
others  wilt  follow  in  due  course.  The 
Labour  Correspondent  has  also  been 
engaged  in  examining  into  the  question 
of  the  Manufacturing  Departments  of 
the  War  Office,  and  ^om  time  to  time 
given  the  Oovernment  information  as  to 
the  state  of  employment  in  different 
trades.  Question  5  ia  partly  answered 
in  the  reply  to  No.  4.  In  addition  to 
the  compilation  of  wages  statistics  of 
the  last  50  years— a  very  bulky  volume 
— which  will  be  published,  there  will  be 
an  analysis  of  wages  in  different  districts. 
Baron  ffmry  Si  Worm* 
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With  regard  to  the  periodical  publica- 
tions, we  have  hardly  had  sufficient 
experience  yet  to  decide;  but  informa- 
tion as  to  wages  has  been  published 
from  time  to  time  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  Th»  Monthly  Journal.  Now,  as  to  the 
delay  which  the  hon.  Member  appears 
to  think  is  rather  exceaeive,  I  must  point 
out  that  there  has  been  no  real  delay  in 
carrying  out  the  promises  of  the  Board 
of  Tradp ;  the  programme  ia  being 
steadily  carriod  out  without  incurring 
undue  expenditure.  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  by  reading  the 
statistics  of  the  Bureau  ;  hut  if  the  hon. 
Member  likea  to  have  them  I  shall  bo 
glad  to  place  them  at  his  disposal.  The 
Department,  although  young,  has  been 
engaged  in  useful  labour  ;  and  although 
the  work  haa  not,  perhaps,  progreaaed  as 
rapidly  as  it  ia  desired,  it  is  to  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  fact  that  the  Depart- 
ment has  worked  on  an  extremely  wide 
basis.  There  must  be  great  labour  and 
correspondence,  as  well  as  expenditure 
of  time,  in  a  work  of  this  kind  ;  no  un- 
due delay  has  taken  place,  and  we  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  this  Labour 
Bureau  may  became  a  useful  adjunct  in 
the  hands  of  the  Board,  and  be  of  great 
utility  to  the  working  classes  themselves. 
Ma.  BEADLAUGH :  I  am  not  at  all 
satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trdde,  and  I  will  point  out  why  I  am 
not  satisfied  with  it.  The  compilation 
with  regard  to  wages  for  the  last  SI) 
years  is  one  of  extreme  interest ;  but  the 
whole  of  that  material  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  at  the  time  when 
I  made  my  Motion,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  16  months  is  time  enough 
for  the  publication  of  the  volume.  Then 
with  reference  to  the  information  on 
trades  unions,  which  Mr.  Burnett  was 
specially  fitted  to  obtain,  the  bulk  of 
the  information  as  to  our  trades 
nnioos  is  already  in  print,  either  in 
America  in  the  Beports  of  the  Laboar 
Bureaus  or  elsewhere.  Therefore,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  there  is  some 
ground  for  complaint  that  the  publica- 
tion has  not  yet  appeared.  I  can  say 
that  the  American  Reports  with  regard 
to  the  trades  unions  of  this  country  are 
extremely  full  and  accurate.  There  is 
one  difficulty  which  occurs  to  me  with 
regard  to  the  schedules.  X  understand 
that  the  bulk  of  46,000  of  these  have 
been  sent  out,  and  that  there  have  beeii 
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only  6,000  copies  received.  If  that  ia 
BO,  then  it  is  clear  tlut  the  Bjstsm  has 
failed,  BO  far  as  getting  voluntary  replies 
is  oonoemed,  and  on  that  subject  I  shall 
have  a  suggestion  to  submit  to  the 
House.  Then  I  find  we  have  three 
lower  division  clerks  at  Balsriea  of  £90 
a-year  each,  one  at  £190  a-year,  and 
one  Labour  Correspondent  at  a  salary  of 
£300  a-year,  and  practically  there  has 
been  nothing  issued  in  the  year.  As 
the  hon.  Qenlleman  is  aware,  in  every 
one  of  the  Labour  Bureaus  of  the  UDited 
States,  with,  possibly,  the  exception  of 
that  at  Washington,  the  movement  was 
initiated  as  a  perfectly  new  thing ;  and 
yet  within  a  year,  with  much  leas  ex- 
pense than  has  been  incurred  here,  there 
were  issued  to  the  country  statistics 
which,  although  not  complete,  showed 
a  beginning.  Now  this  information  will 
serve  no  purpose  for  the  people  if  it  ia 
only  to  reach  them  two  years  after  the 
event.  Unless  it  is  possible  promptly  to 
communicate  to  the  people  the  amount 
of  wage  which  ought  to  be  earned  in 
particular  tradea,  the  whole  of  this 
expenditure  will  be  utterly  useless.  It 
is  of  no  use  to  go  on  year  after  year 
with  a  bind  of  red-tape  establishment, 
Buppljing  old  information ;  and,  unless 
we  are  to  get  aomethiog  uaeful  from  it, 
I  ahall  regret  having  put  the  country  to 
the  expense  already  incurred.  Then  I 
infer  that,  with  the  best  intention,  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  given  too  much 
ornupation  to  Ur.  Burnett  outside  the 
occupation  intended  for  him.  I  think 
his  sole  occupation  should  have  been  to 
attend  to  the  labour  statistics ;  but  ho 
baa  been  put  to  other  dutiea  which,  al- 
though very  useful,  do  not  at  all  fit  him 
or  enable  him  to  fulfil  his  office.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  Emigration  Office, 
that  is  an  office  which  should  be  at- 
tended to  separately  and  distinctly.  I 
admit  that  this  haa  been  exceedingly 
uaeful  during  the  year ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible for  Mr.  Burnett  to  attend  to  it,  as 
well  aa  the  one  thing  which  ought  to 
occupy  him.  Then,  looking  cursorily  at 
the  figures  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
placed  in  my  hands,  I  am  afraid  that 
the  trades  organizations  themaelvee  have 
not  supplied  on  their  own  accouut  the 
information  which  they  ought  to  have 
supplied  ;  and  unless  there  ia  a  concur- 
rence on  the  part  of  employers  and  the 
employed  in  furnishing  iiuormation,  it 
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is  dear  that,  as  a  roluntary  acheme,  the 
whole  thing  has  broken  down.  In 
reference  to  the  schedules  I  am  afraid 
that  it  haa  broken  down,  because,  in 
some  cases,  the  number  of  replies  is 
ridiculously  disproportionate.  We  have, 
for  instance,  only  24  replies  from  the 
printing  and  dyeing  trade — it  is  an  ex- 
treme case ;  but  there  are  others  in  which 
the  proportion  of  replies  to  schedules  is 
one-quarter,  I  submit  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  would  be  well  to  consider 
whether  there  should  not  be  a  short 
enactment,  such  as  was  found  necessary 
in  Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  and 
other  States  of  the  Union,  which  would 
have  the  eS'ect  of  bringing  forth  replies 
which  have  not  been  obtained  volun- 
tarily. I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  met  me  fairly ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  work  has  been 
wrongly  commenced,  and  that  Mr. 
Burnett  has  been  overburdened.  He 
certainly  baa  not  performed  hie  duty 
here,  and  I  see  no  evidence  that  anyone 
else  has  done  so. 

Babon  henry  DE  W0EM8 ;  I  am 
bound  to  admit  the  amount  of  the  in- 
formation has  not  been  collected  which 
was  desired.  Ifr.  Burnett's  duty  was 
at  first  confined  to  the  collection  of 
labour  statistics  ;  but  it  was  found  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  work  of  that 
kind  for  him  to  to  do,  and  he  was  there- 
fore employed  in  other  duties,  one  of 
which  was  to  find  out  the  various  em- 
ployments of  foreigners  who  settled  in 
the  East  End,  and  to  check,  to  some 
extent,  the  information  given  by  the 
Boards  of  Guardians.  The  hon.  Member 
has  called  attention  to  a  very  important 
point — namely,  that  out  of  46,000  sche- 
dules only  6,000  have  been  returned, 
and  I  quite  admit  that  if  this  small  pro- 
portion is  all  that  we  are  to  get  the 
result  wilt  be  useless.  The  question, 
then,  would  be,  how  are  we  to  get  this 
information?  The  schedules  are  sent 
to  all  the  employers  of  labour ;  they  are 
very  carefully  compiled,  and  if  they 
were  properly  filled  up  the  information 
obtained  would  be  of  the  most  valuable 
kind.  But  not  only  are  they  not  pro- 
perly filled  up,  but  only  a  small  propor- 
tion is  returned  at  aU.  It  will  be  a 
matter  of  serious  consideration  whether 
we  ought  not  to  introduce  some  sort  of 
compulsory  power  with  regard  to  these 
schedules,  which  would  enable  us  to 
get  a  reasonable  number  of  auBweni 
3  Z  3 
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nthorviBo  I  can  nnly  repeat  that  tbo 
Laboiir  Bureau  will  fail,  the  infotmatioD 
being  too  scanty  to  be  useful.  I 
promise  that  we  will  endeavour  to  devise 
Bome  scheme  by  which  the  return  of  the 
Bcbedules  can  be  better  obtained. 

Mb.  BRADLAUaH :    I  think  some 
pledge  ought  to  be  given  to  me  that 
Mr.  Burnett's  duties  will  be  confined 
to  the  Department   for    which    he 
paid. 

Baeon   henry  DB   WOEMS: 
can  certainly  give  the  hon.  Member  that 
pledge. 

Mb.  T.W.  RTJSSELL  (Tyrone,  9.): 
I  desire  to  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  for  some  informatioQ 
as  to  whether  the  Board  are  prepared  to 
reconsider  the  decision  lately  announced 
as  to  the  lighthouse  experiments  at  the 
South  Foreland  ?  I  think  I  am  in  Order 
in  raising  the  question  on  this  Vote. 
The  facts  are  exceedingly  brief.  Mr. 
Wigham,  of  Dublin,  has  for  many  years 
carried  on  a  struggle  against  the  Trinity 
House  and  the  Board  of  Trade  in  regard 
to  lighthouse  ilium  in  ants.  He  wai 
engaged,  first,  in  ascertaining  the  supe' 
riority  of  gas  over  oil,  and  after  that  he 
lias  been  engaged  in  fighting  the  battle 
of  gas  v*rtu»  electricity.  I  believe  there  is 
no  doubt  that  in  fo^gy  weather  that  gas 
is  superior  to  electricity.  Mr,  Wigham, 
1  understand,  was  not  allowed  to  show 
hia  best  light,  and  the  electric  light  was 
unfairly  used,  the  beam  having  been 
localized  and  not  throvn  upon  the 
horizon.  Mr.  Wigham's  claim  is  sup- 
ported by  the  shipowaera  of  Qiasgow, 
who,  with  our  seamen,  are  deeply  inte- 
rested in  the  question,  and  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  Memorial  signed  by  the  former 
calling  for  a  repetition  of  the  experiments 
under  independent  authority.  The  ob- 
jection raised  to  this  is  on  the  ground  of 
expense ;  but  I  would  point  out  tJiat 
the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  the  pro- 
perty of  shipowners,  and  I  cannot  see 
why,  if  they  are  willing  that  the  experi- 
ment should  be  performed,  it  should  not 
be  paid  for  out  of  their  own  money.  The 
question  of  lighthouse  illuminanta  is  of 
enormous  importance  to  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  and  I  do  not  think  the  opinion 
of  the  House  will  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  experiment  being  repeated,  or  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  continue  to 
resist  the  appeals  made  to  them  by  the 
^pownera  of  the  country. 
Barm  BMry  Bt  Worm 
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CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox) :  I  rise  to  say  that  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell),  that  amongst 
the  shipowners  in  Glasgow  there  is  an 
opinion  that  there  has  not  been  a  fair  trial 
of  Mr.  Wigham's  light,  is  true.  There  is 
a  feeling  that  too  much  power  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  permanent  ofBcials,  and 
that  it  is  impossible  to  get  any  trials 
without  their  approval.  I  trust  the  Oo- 
veniment  will  look  at  the  Memorial 
presented,  and  that  they  will  gratify 
the  owners  of  ships  to  the  extent  of 
having  a  fair  and  impartial  trial.  The 
subject  of  lighthouse  illumination  is  one 
of  the  greatest  importance  both  to  ship- 
owners and  seamen.  The  Trinity  House 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  be 
ready  to  receive  any  useful  suggestions 
for  tiie  improvement  of  lighthouse  illu- 
minanta, as  new  inventions  are  always 
taking  place  from  time  to  time,  and  our 
object  ought  to  be  to  secure  the  very 
best  illuminant,  no  matter  at  what  cost. 
BxEON  HENET  DE  WOEMS  :  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  ques- 
tion relating  to  Mr.  Wigham's  invention 
has  received  the  fullest  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
it  is  not  due  in  any  way  to  caprice  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  that  we  have  to 
say  that  we  cannot  entertain  the  pro- 
posal for  fresh  experiments,  as  noithpr 
the  Scotch  nor  Lrish  Lighthouse  Autho- 
rities have  asked  that  they  should  be 
undertaken.  The  function  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  not  to  initiate,  but  to  sanc- 
tion or  decline  to  sanction  what  the 
Lighthouse  Authorities  suggest.  Again, 
I  would  point  out  that  the  experiments 
which  Mr.  Wigham  proposes  to  make,  at 
a  cost  of  £2,000,  would,  iu  the  judgment 
of  those  capable  of  forming  an  opinion 
on  the  subject,  coat  a  great  deal  more 
than  that  sum.  The  Committee  will  be 
aware  that  the  cost  of  the  experiment  is 
not  confined  to  the  one  light,  inasmuch 
as  this  has  to  be  tried  in  comparison  with 
other  lights,  and  the  expense  must  be 
measured  by  the  number  of  competitive 
lights  against  which  it  has  to  be  tried. 
Admitting  that  the  experiment  with  ous 
light  would  not  cost  more  than  £2,000, 
wc  must  assume  that  three  or  four  times 
that  amount  would  have  to  be  expended 
in  arrangements  for  the  other  lights 
against  which  it  would  be  tested.  The 
impression  seems  to  be  that  Mr.  Wigham 
has  been  badly  treated ;  but  I  beg  to 
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aaaaro  ihe  Committee  tliat  this  is  not  the 
case.  Mr.  Wi'gham  has  received  £5,000 
io  tecogDition  of  his  improvements  in 
lighthouse  illuminatian — that  is  to  eay, 
£2,500  in  1876,  and  £2,500  in  1884.  In 
addition  to  this,  hia  firm  has  during  the 
period  of  17  jeats  ended  September, 
1886,  made  manufacturers'  profits  on 
orders  from  the  Lighthouse  Authorities, 
amounting  on  the  average  to  upwards 
of  £3,S00  a-year,  heaides  other  indirect 
advantages  in  being  advertised  at  the 
public  expense  in  numerous  Parliamen- 
tary Papers.  I  have  asked  the  Trinity 
House  to  nve  me  their  views  on  the 
question.  I  do  not  propose  to  weary 
the  Committee  by  reading  their  Beport ; 
but  there  are  two  or  three  paragraphs 
which  I  think  will  answer  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU).  It  appears  from 
this  Beport  that  the  experiment  at  the 
South  Foreland  showed  that  three  oil 
lights  held  their  own  against  four  gas 
lights  in  modorBtsty  thick  weather  up 
to  10  miles;  it  was  found  that  the  oil 
light  was  simplest  in  production,  and 
quite  easily  managed  for  all  lighthouse 
purposes,  and  that  the  expense  of  an- 
other experiment  must  far  exceed  Mr. 
"Wigham's  estimate  of  £2,000.  A  com- 
parison of  double  quadriform  gas  with 
simple  quadriform  in  either  of  the  other 
illuminants  would  not  be  conclusive. 
Eaoh  must  be  allowed  the  right  to  show 
on  equal  terms  with  the  other  two  in 
poiot  of  power.  The  Beport  goes  on  to 
say  that— 

"  'Without  disparaging  the  opioions  o(  the 
CbambeiB  of  Commerce  who  have  urged  anothec 
trial,  we  may  urge  the  opiDton  of  European 
Bcd  American  officen,  who  as  experts  have 
natclied  tbo  South  Foreland  experiments,  and 
whose  Raporta  praoticaUy  confirm  the  coodiuioD 
arrivad  at  here." 

The  Beport  proceeds— 

"  If  there  were  anjr  real  advantage  to  the 
mariner  to  be  gained  hy  the  gas  light,  no 
thought  of  eipense  ongbt  to  interfere  with 
iU  adoption ;  but  when  we  flnd  that  it  is  a 
qnestion  between  ten  miles  and  ten  and  a-balE 
in  hazy  weather,  we  think  that  the  safety  of 
navigation  is  well  cared  for,  and  the  question 
of  eipease  ought  to  be  considered  in  the 
ioterest  of  those  who  aia  taxed  to  provide  it." 

It  was  not  thought,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, that  additional  expense 
ought  to  be  incurred  in  the  interest 
of  tbe  oonntry.  I  would  point  out 
that  the  only  means  ve  have  of  de- 
frayiog  the  expense  of  experiments  in 
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the  illumination  of  lighthouses  is  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  bear  me  out  in  saying 
that  that  fund  is  not  in  a  flourishing 
condition,  and  that  it  is  not  desirable  to 
charge  upon  it  the  cost  of  the  suggested 
experiments.  I  think  also  the  bon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  will  agree 
that  there  has  been  no  wish  on  the  part 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  any  way  to 
prevent  the  due  testing  of  Mr.  Wigham's 
inventions ;  that  we  have  tried  them ; 
and  we  find,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Trinity  House,  that  the  whole  question  is 
between  10  miles  and  10^  miles  in  hazy 
weather ;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
tbe  experiments  are  calculated  to  cost  a 
very  large  sum,  and  further,  taking  into 
account  the  condition  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund,  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  agree  that  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not  sano- 
tioning  further  experiments. 

Mb.  DWYEE  QEAY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Oreen) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
stated  that  the  Irish  Board  has  not  made 
any  application  for  further  experiments. 
I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board, 
and  I  can  say  that  for  years  wo  pressed 
the  matter  on  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
that  we  were  met  by  constant  objection 
to  give  effect  to  our  views.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  that  if  no  further  appli* 
cation  has  been  made,  it  is  because  long 
experience  has  convinced  the  Board  that 
it  is  utterly  useless  to  do  so.  I  think  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  Lord  Meath  re- 
signed his  position  on  the  Board  in  con- 
sequence of  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  connection  with  this  very  buu- 
ness.  I  should  like  to  ask  one  question 
with  reference  to  the  competition  between 
these  lights.  The  hon.  Qentleman  has 
said  that  the  experiment  would  involve, 
perhaps,  five  times  the  cost  suggested, 
Decanse  there  might  be  five  competitors. 
I  take  it  that  the  only  competition  would 
be  OS  between  oil  and  gas,  so  that,  at 
moat,  there  would  be  twice  the  expendi- 
ture calculated  by  Mr.  Wigham.  ButI 
hope  that  some  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  public  Company,  with  a  very  large 
capital,  which,  two  or  throe  years  ago, 
wasformedandpromotedbytheen^neer 
to  the  Trinity  House,  for  the  sale  of  his 
own  inventions,  incompetition  with  those 
of  Mr.  Wigham,  will  be  giveu.  Can  the 
hoD.  Member  tell  us  how  much  money 
Sir  James  Douglas  received  for  the  cod- 
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a  ol  his  patent  rigUta  to  the  Com-  ■  for  obtoiniog  tbe  Boports  on  Private 
pany  I  refer  to?  Sir  James  Douf^las  is  ■  Billa.  Only  a  few  eitra  aeed  be  printed 
engineer  to  the  Trinity  Board,  and  prac-    for  tbe  use  of  Members  of  tbe  I 


ticall;  they  are  guided  by  bis  advice ; 
and  his  brother,  who  is  one  of  the  Irish 
Board,  takes  ffood  care  to  look  after  the 
interestof  oil  in  that  positioii.  I  ahould 
like  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (o  inform  the 
Committee  what  is  the  present  position 
of  the  Limited  Liability  Company  pro- 
moted by  Sir  James  Douglas,  and  tbe 
amount  of  trade  vbich  that  Company 
has  done  vith  the  (Joverament,  and 
whether  Sir  James  Douglas  is  still  con- 
nected with  it  or  not  ? 

Mb.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  ftc.) :  The  bon.  Qentleman  tbe 
Secretary  to  tbe  Board  of  Trade  ap- 
peared to  me  himself  to  make  out  a 
good  case  for  further  experiments.  It 
was  stated  by  my  hen.  Fnend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.T.  W.  EusseU) 
tbat  a  gas  burner  of  tbe  greatest  power 
was  not  tried  in  the  last  esperiments, 
and  tbis  has  been  admitted  by  tbe  bon. 
Qentleman  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  and  be  also  says  there  were 
oil  and  gaa  lamps  of  greater  power  than 
those  tned,  and  yet  not  experimented 
with.  I  therefore  urge  that  the  further 
experiments  asked  for  should  bo  made, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  will  be 
made  for  the  benefit  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  of  tbe  country.  One  objection 
to  the  experiments  being  made  is  on  tbe 
ground  of  expense,  which  tbe  bon.  Qen- 
tleman says  would  be  four  or  five  times 
as  much  as  the  amount  estimated  by 
Mr.  Wigham.  But  I  point  out  that  Mr. 
Wigbam  has  offered  to  guarantee  that 
tbe  expense  shall  not  exceed  £3,000. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  ask,  with 
confidence,  tbat  some  inquiry  shonld  be 
made  with  a  view  to  having  the  ex- 
periments repeated.  I  am  certain  that 
tbis  would  give  satisfaction  to  tbe  Mer- 
cantile Marine,  who  are  by  no  means 
confident  that  tbe  best  means  are  at  pre- 
sent being  used  for  illuminating  our 
lighthouses ;  and,  moreover,  I  think  that 
what  has  fallen  from  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Stephen's  Qroen  Division  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Dwysr  Gray)  shows  tbat 
there  are  many  weighty  reasons  for  dis- 
satisfaction. 

Mb.     HOWELL     (Betbnal    Green, 

N.E.) :  I  hope  tbe  bon.  Qentleman  the 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be 

able  to  insure  to  hon.  Members  facilities 

ilr.  Bayer  Qray  ' 


BAaow  HENRY  DE  WOEHS :  The 
bon.  Member  for  tbe  St.  Stephen's 
Qreen  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dwyer 
QrayJ  bas  dissented  from  my  statement 
that  the  Irish  Lighthouse  Authorities 
were  not  in  favour  of  a  renewal  of  tbe 
experiments.  I  will  read  the  letter  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  of 
the  21st  of  December,  1885,  wbidi  runs 
thus — 

"  Sir.  Wigham  having  asked  thfl  Commii< 
moQsra  to  adopt  tbjfl  flfstem  of  illaiDiiiatiDQ  {i.a., 
the  double  qaadriform  gas  light)  at  Tory 
Island,  they  referred  the  matter  to  thoir  scien- 
tiGc  adviser,  \a  comequence  of  whose  iiaport 
they  have  decided  not  to  adopt  Ihe  light  at  that 
itation,  sod  have  so  informed  Hr.  Wigham." 

I  would  point  out  tbat  the  Irish  au- 
thorities have  never  asked  for  a  re- 
newal of  the  experiments.  With  regard 
to  the  question  whether  tbe  experiments 
will  be  repeated,  the  Trinity  House  say 
that  tbe  expense  would  be  over  £2,000, 
and  I  can  only  repeat  tbat  the  only  fund 
available  is  the  Mercantile  MarineFund, 
tbe  condition  of  which  is  such  that  I 
should  not  feel  justified,  in  view  of  the 
expressed  opinion  of  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  Commissioners  and  tbat  of  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  itself,  in  charging  upon 
that  fund  tbe  cost  of  further  experiments. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  tbe  North-£ast  Division  of 
Bothnal  Green  (Mr.  HoweC),  I  would 
point  out  that  tbe  reprinting  of  Eeports 
IS  a  question  which  concerns  the  Trea- 
sury rather  than  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  What  is  desired  is 
tbat  tbe  Eeports  for  Members  of  tbe 
Committee  shall  be  available  for  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  Only  a  very  few 
"itra  copies  will  be  wanted. 

Babok  HENEY  DE  WOEMS :  I  wiU 
make  inquiries. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  eaid  tbat  tbe  Irish  Light- 
bouse  Commissioners  have  not  recom- 
mended that  these  experiments  should 
be  re-opened,  and  they  are  not  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Wigharo's  plan  being  tried  at 
Toiy  Island.  The  bon.  Gentleman  has 
said  a  good  deal  about  tbe  amount  of 
Government  money  that  Mr.  Wigham's 
firm  has  received.  Mr,  Wigham's  firm 
have  erected  lighthouses  and  gas  works 
aU  round  the  Coast,  and  I  suppose  tbat 
if  they  have  received  a  large  sum  of 
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Qovemaient  money  they  have  giiren 
value  for  it.  I  am  so  much  diseatiefied 
with  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £1,000,  being  the  ealary  of  the 
AeaistaDt  Secretary  in  charge  of  theae 
lighthouses. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
■'  That  the  Item  A,  £fiS,17S,  3ala^ie^  be  re- 
duced by  the  Bum  of  £1,000  in  respect  of  the 
Salary  of  the  Asaiataiit  Secret&ry  in  charge  of 
tho  Harbour  Departmect."— {Jfr.  T.  W.  Rm- 
tdl.} 

The  Committee  dipiM:  —  Ayes  56 ; 
Noes  127:  Majority  71.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  311.)  [lO.Op.M.l 

Original  Question  ^ain  proposed. 
Mk.  HOWNTHEE  (Scarborough): 
The  first  Beport  of  the  Inspector  on  Sea 
Fisheries  opens  out  the  subject  of  the 
relations  between  the  Government  and 
the  sea  fishing  industry  of  England.  I 
think  everyonewholooke  into  this  matter 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  fishiog  in- 
dustryis  a  most  important  one  as  affecting 
our  country  generally  besides  the  men 
engaged  in  it.  It  is  a  matter  of  sincere 
congratulation  that  the  recommendation 
in  Uie  Beport  of  the  Koyal  Commission 
brought  to  this  House  in  1864  has  at 
last  been  carried  out  in  the  Beport 
which  is  this  year  presented  to  the 
House,  and  it  is  a  matter  also  of 
great  satisfaction  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  have  collected  and  pub- 
lished the  figures  which  are  now  before 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  this 
important  matter.  May  I  ask,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  in  the  future  two 
or  three  distinct  improvements  may  he 
made  in  the  way  in  which  this  ioforma- 
tion  is  laid  before  us?  The  present  year 
brings  to  us  three  distinct  documents 
containing  information  io  regard  to  the 
fisheries  ot  this  country.  There  is,  first 
of  all,  the  Beport  of  the  Inspector  of 
Salmon  Fisheries,  which  affects  also  to 
some  extent  the  sea  fisheries ;  secondly, 
there  are  the  statistics,  and  the  Memo- 
randum attached  to  them,  with  regard  to 
the  sea  fisheries  ;  and,  thirdly,  there  is 
the  first  annual  Beport  of  the  Inspector 
on  Sea  Fisheries.  It  is  manifest  that 
it  is  not  a  convenient  way  ot  bringing 
information  before  the  House  that  there 
should  be  three  separate  documents  of 
difi'erent  dates  and  size.  I  hope  that  the 
hon.  Ge&tteman  the  Secretary  to  the 
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Board  of  Trade  will  see  his  way  to  pub- 
lishing one  Beport  relating  to  the 
fisheries  of  England,  which  will  be 
much  more  valuable  for  the  purposes  of 
reference  afterwards;  and  that,  secondly, 
he  will  see  bis  way  to  give  further  de- 
tails with  regard  to  the  sea  fisheries  of 
England.  I  believe  that  now  Her 
Majesty's  Government  receive  Beturne 
from  the  Customs  Authorities,  or  from 
the  Coastguard,  or  from  other  persons 
in  all  tha  difi'erent  fishing  ports  in  Eng- 
land, with  regard  to  the  diO'erent  kinds 
of  fish  brought  into  these  ports.  Kow 
let  us  take  theEa«t  Coast,  which  embraces 
not  less  than  six-sevenths  of  the  sea  fish 
supplies  of  England.  It  is  olsar  that 
the  figures  so  lumped  together,  the 
figures  from  the  North  to  the  South  of 
the  East  Coast,  give  exceedingly  little 
local  information  as  to  the  localities 
where  the  fish  are,  and  also  as  to  the 
results  of  the  fishing  along  the  dififereot 
parts  of  that  Coast.  Then.ifthedifi'erent 
kinds  of  fish  brought  into  each  port 
were  given,  it  is  dear  we  should  have 
information  which  would  be  most  valu- 
able for  the  purposes  of  comparison  in 
future  years  with  regard  to  the  supply 
of  fish  and  the  difi'erent  kinds  of  fish 
obtained  at  the  different  parts  of  our 
coast.  There  is  a  moat  serious 
statement  contained  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Inspector.  He  speaks  of  the 
scarcity  of  fish,  especially  of  flat  fish, 
along  the  Coast,  and  of  the  great' 
complaints  made  at  some  parte  of  the 
coast  as  to  trawlers  working  among  the 
inshore  fisheries.  I  do  not  want  to  enter 
into  the  contentions  as  between  the  dif< 
ferent  kinds  of  fishing;  hut  it  is  an 
undoubted  fact — and  I  think  every  hon. 
Member  who  looks  into  the  matter  will 
agree  with  me— that  sooner  or  later  this 
question  of  inshore  trawling  along  the 
Coasts  of  England  must  be  looked  at  and 
faced.  A  very  striking  conclusion  is  to 
be  drawn  from  the  statistics  which  are 
now  published.  I  say  that  the  East 
Coast  of  Englaad  supplies  six-sevenths 
of  the  whole  of  the  sea  fiah  brought  into 
England  from  our  own  fiaheries.  Let 
us  take  that  part  of  the  Coast  with  which 
I  am  most  familiar,  the  North-Eost 
Coast  of  England,  which  the  North- 
Eastem  Bailway  touches.  The  figures 
show  a  very  remarkable  state  of  things. 
During  the  last  four  years  187,000  tons 
of  fish  have  been  brought  inland  by  the 
North-Eaetera  Bailway;  but  during  the 
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fonr  preceding  yeare  no  leas  tbaii 
194,000  tons  of  fiah  wera  brotiglit  in  by 
the  same  Bailwaj  Company  ;  7,000  tons 
more  fish  were  brought  inland  by  tbe 
Notth-Eastem  Bailway  Company  in  the 
firat  four  yeara  than  in  tbe  laat,  and  that 
ia  in  spite  of  the  fact  which  is  well  known 
to  all  hon.  Members  who  have  looked 
into  the  matter,  and  which  is  confirmed 
by  the  Beport  of  tbe  Boyal  CommisBion 
of  18S5,  that  in  no  single  industry  in  our 
Donntry  has  there  been  auch  progress 
made  in  the  means  adopted  for  the  carry- 
iog  on  of  the  industry.  The  size  and 
the  power  of  the  TeBsels  hare  greatly 
increased,  and  vast  improvements  have 
been  made  in  the  fishing  gear.  In  spite 
of  the  additional  power  of  the  fishing 
vessels  and  of  the  improved  implements, 
we  see  on  the  North-East  Coast  of  Eng- 
land a  distinct  falling-off  in  the  total 
amount  of  fish  brought  inland  by  the 
North-Eastem  Bailway  Company.  If 
we  look  into  the  figures  more  closely, 
we  find  that  the  Report  of  tho  Inspecloi 
aa  to  inshore  trawling  is  borne  out  in  a 
remarkable  manner.  The  figures  re- 
lating to  tfie  small  fishing  ports  where 
there  are  no  trawlers,  but  where  fisher- 
men rely  upon  the  tine  fishing  upon  the 
seine  net  nahing  and  the  drift  net  fish- 
ing, are  very  striking.  I  will  only 
trouble  the  House  with  three  instances, 
which  are  well  within  my  own  know- 
ledge. Two  are  the  inslauces  of  three 
fisiung  villages  in  Yorkshire,  the  popu- 
lations of  which  largely  depend  upon  the 
sea  fishing  industry.  In  1880  no  less 
than  £57  tons  of  fish  were  brought  inland 
by  the  Bailway  Company  from  Flam- 
borough.  In  the  year  1886  the  amount 
of  fish  from  that  place  had  fallen  to  267 
tons.  In  1880,  1,046  tons  of  fish  were 
brought  inland  from  Bridlington ;  but  in 
1886  only  34H  tons  were  brought  in.  In 
1880,  1,103  tons  of  fish  were  brought 
inland  from  Filey;  but  in  1886  the 
amount  had  fallen  to  407  tons.  These 
figores  show  a  falling  off  varying  from 
B-third  to  one-half  the  amount  of  fish 
brought  to  shore.  The  effect  upon  the 
population  is  far  mora  serious  than  the 
figures  quoted  indicate,  because  nut 
only  is  the  fish  so  much  scarcer,  but  the 
bait  tho  men  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
using  is  practioally  non-existent  now. 
They  formerly  used  some  of  the  poorer 
kinds  of  fish,  which  are  practically  no 
longer  to  be  had ;  and,  consequently, 
there  is  aerioua  distresB  in  the  fishing 
J/r.  Rcwnlret 
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villages  along  the  North-Eastem  Ooost. 
Now,  no  English  Member  begrud|;ea  the 
loans  which  have  been  given  to  the 
orofter  population  along  the  Coast  of 
Scotland,  or  the  loans  which  hare  been 
given  to  the  Irish  fishermen  ;  but  I  am 
sure  all  hon.  Members  will  agree  with 
me  that  English  fishermen  ought  not  to  be 
entirely  overlooked  in  such  legislation 
as  may  be  found  necessary,  not  only  for 
the  good  of  the  fishermen,  but  for  the 
whole  of  the  country.  The  fact  is  becom- 
ing more  apparent  daily  that  the  Coasts 
of  England  are  beogming  impoverished 
through  the  falliog-off  in  the  supply  of 
fish,  and  surely  this  is  a  matter  which 
affects  the  whole  country  as  well  as  those 
engaged  in  the  fishing  industry  in  our 
villages  and  towns.  The  Commissiouers 
appointed  in  1878  recommended  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment should  have  power  to  issue  a 
Provisional  Order  stopping  trawling  in 
territorial  waters;  but  no  attention  baa 
been  paid  to  th  at  recommendation  by  this 
House.  In  1885  another  Boyal  Com- 
miasiou  was  appointed,  and  it  went  most 
eshaustively  into  this  question.  It  tra- 
versed our  coasts,  and  gathered  a  great 
amount  of  most  valuable  information. 
That  Commission  brought  back  the 
recommendations  that  a  central  autfao* 
rity  should  be  created  to  supervise 
and  control  the  fisheries  of  Great 
Britain,  and  that  a  sum  of  money 
be  granted  annually  to  such  autho- 
rity for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
scientific  experiments  and  collecting 
statistics,  and  that  in  the  meantime 
powers  be  given  to  the  Scotch  Board 
similar  to  those  of  the  Irish  Board,  en- 
abling them  to  make  bye-laws  for  the 
regulation  or  suspension  of  beam-trawl- 
ing within  territorial  waters,  and  that 
similar  powers  be  created  for  England, 
and  that  in  the  meantime  such  powers 
be  conferred  on  the  Secretary  of  State, 
or  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
I  submit  it  ia  rather  hard  that  when  the 
Commission  has  made  such  a  Report, 
and  when  these  powers  have  been 
granted  to  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board, 
and  that  the  Irish  Fishery  Board  already 
possess  them,  nothing  has  been  done 
to  carry  out  tbe  recommendations  as 
regards  the  Eoglish  sea  fisheries.  I 
believe  that  some  hon.  Members  are 
under  the  impression  that  the  Scotch 
fisheries  are  of  greater  extant  and 
value   than    the  EngliBh    sea  fisheries. 
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I  have  not  the  least  wish  to  depreciate 
tlie  ^eat  importance  of  the  Scotch  aea 
fiaheriee;  but  the  fact  is  that  the  value 
of  the  sea  fiah  brought  into  Eaglieh 
ports  IB  much  greater  thaii  that  brought 
into  the  Scotch  ports.  Well,  now,  I 
must  respectful!)'  ask  from  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Royal  Commission  should  be  giTea 
effect  to,  aa  regards  the  English  sea 
fishartea,  as  it  has  been  given  effect 
to  in  respect  to  the  Scotch  fishe- 
ries. I  am  quite  aware  that  the  Scotch 
Members  may  tell  us  that  the  Scotch 
Board,  as  at  present  oonstltuted,  does  not 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  Scotch 
fishermen ;  but  it  will  be  noticed  that 
the  Bo;al  Commission  suggested  that  a 
Fishery  Board  should  be  created  for 
Great  Britain,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
the  time  will  soon  come  when  this  recom- 
mendation may  be  usefully  carried  into 
effect,  because  already  you  have  York- 
shire boats  fishing  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Ireland,  and  you  have  Scotch  boats 
fishing  all  along  the  Coasts  of  England. 
There  is  much  greater  interohange  than 
there  used  to  be,  and  there  is  very  littlo 
reason  for  the  issuingof  separate  Heports, 
and  for  dealing  in  a  differeat  manner 
vith  the  fisheries  of  the  different  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  only  other 
argument  I  will  venture  to  advance  is, 
that  at  the  Sea  Fishery  Convention 
which  met  this  spring,  and  which  was 

£  resided  over  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
[ember  for  East  Norfolk  (Sir  Edward 
Birkbeok),  a  resolution  was  passed, 
almost  unanimously,  asking  the  House 
that  in  view  of  the  recommendations  of 
theBoyal  Oammission  of  1878  and  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  of  1885,  powers 
should  be  conferred  upon  the  Fishery 
Authorities  of  England  to  regulate  or 
suspend  trawling,  where  it  was  desirable 
BO  to  do.  So  far  from  there  being 
any  likelihood  of  any  serious  oppo- 
sition on  the  part  of  those  actually 
engaged  in  trawl-Gehing  on  the  East 
Coast,  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge 
that  those  engaged  in  trawling  in  my 
neighbourhood  heartily  support  those 
rettommendatioas.  They  buieve  that 
the  inshore  fisheries  are  being  im- 
poverished to  a  most  serious  extent,  and 
thay  are  thoroughly  prepared  to  endorse 
the  action  which  I  respectfully  ask  for 
on  behalf  of  the  sea  fisheries  of  our 
Coast,  All  we  ask  is  that  the  powers 
which    were     conferred    a    year   ago 


{July  19,  1887( 


Servicf  EttiiualM, 


1426 


upon  the  Scotch  Board  should  be 
given  to  the  Fishery  Department  of 
England.  If  they  are,  I  believe  that  a 
great  advantage  will  he  conferred  on  a 
most  important  industry,  and  that  we 
shall  be  enabled  to,  at  any  rate,  satisfy 
the  fishermen  of  England  that  the 
justice  which  is  dealt  out  to  the  fisher- 
men of  Scotland  and  Ireland  is  dealt 
out  to  them.  I  beg  to  move  the  Beso- 
lation  which  stands  in  my  name. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Item  A,  £u5,17o.  Salaries,  be 
Tediii-«d  by  the  aum  of  £100,  in  re«pect  of  the 
Salary  of  thu  Chief  Inspector  of  Fuheiiei." — 
{Mr.   Ro\ctttree.) 

Thk  SEOEETAET  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  He.\ry  Dk  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I  am  sure 
the  Committee  are  very  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Rowntree)  for  the  information  ae 
has  supplied  them  as  to  the  fisheries  of 
this  oountry.  There  are  two  points  to 
wMch  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  specially 
alluded.  He  first  of  all  ^oke  of  the 
fishery  statistics.  I  think  I  understood 
him  to  say  that  the  statistice  might  be 
put  into  a  more  practical  form  than  they 
are  now.  With  regard  to  that,  I  beg  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  the  Report  on  the  Sea  Fisheries  of 
Sngland  and  Wales,  published  in  1879, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  again  and  again  struck 
with  the  enormous  difficulty  of  obtaining 
any  reliable  statistics  and  facta  relating 
to  sea  fisheries.  Now,  of  course,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thoroughly  understands 
the  subject,  and  no  one  knows  as  well 
aa  he  does  how  extremely  difficult  it  is 
to  obtain  correct  statistics.  He  will, 
however,  admit  that  in  the  last  Return 
the  statistics  have  been  to  some  extent 
improved,  though,  of  course,  they  are 
stiU  capable  of  greater  improvement. 
This  is  really  a  question  of  expenditure, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  knows.  The  only 
amount  we  had  available  last  year  for 
statistics  was  the  sum  voted  last  year  for 
the  purpose — namely,  £500.  That  is  not 
a  veipr  large  sum  for  the  purpose  of 
compiling  statistics  and  obtainmg  full 
particulars  in  regard  to  the  fisheries  all 
along  our  Coasts.  But  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject ;  and  we  shall  endeavour,  as 
far  as  ve  can,  to  improve  the  statistics 
which  we  shall  present  to  the  House 
next  year.    Now,  I  come  to  the  more 
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important  quostion  of  ti-awling.  The 
Bubject  of  regulating  trawling  withia 
territorial  waters  ia  at  preeeat  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
the  AaBistant  Secretary  to  tlie  Fishery 
Depai'tment  and  oae  of  the  Inspectors 
hare  qnite  recently  been  eent  down  to 
Morecambe  Bay  to  make  inveetigatioDs 
into  the  matter,  and  we  intend  to  send 
two  other  gsntlemen  down  to  the  North- 
£aat  Coast  for  the  purpose  of  making 
experiments  and  reporting  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  hon.  OenQeman  is  quite 
correct  in  stating  that  in  regard  to  Scot- 
land there  ate  other  regulations  than 
those  which  gorem  the  fishing  on  our 
English  Coasts.  The  Board  of  Trade 
are  now  considering  the  advisability  of 
assimilating  the  regulations  existing 
on  the  Scotch,  Irish,  and  English 
Coasts.  Of  course,  I  cannot  promise 
that  that  will  be  done  at  once;  but  I 
can  give  the  hon.  Member  the  assurance 
that  we  are  considering  the  matter  very 
aeriouBly.  I  do  not  think  I  should  be 
justified  in  saying  more  than  that,  or  in 
making  a  more  definite  promise.  It  is 
a  matter  the  importance  of  which  we 
fully  realize,  and  I  promise  that  it  shall 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  The  Board  of 
Trade  will  set  to  work  with  the  view  of 
giving  practical  effect  to  the  suggestions 
which  nave  been  made. 

CoLonEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  The 
question  of  trawling  is  a  most  important 
one,  and  I  think  the  Committee  are 
under  a  deep  debt  of  obligation  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Bowntree)  for  the  very  able  manner  in 
which  he  has  brought  it  under  notice. 
At  any  rate,  if  the  entire  Committee  do 
not  express  their  obligation  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think  that  those  who  are 
in  any  way  connected  with  fishing  opera- 
tions will  be  prepared  to  do  so.  Every 
single  fisherman  who  does  not  use  a 
trawl  has  assured  me  that  trawling  in- 
jures fishing  very  largely  indeed,  and  I 
believe  all  scientific  evidence  is  against 
unlimited  leave  being  given  to  trawlers 
to  fish  our  bays.  I  do  not  think  that 
trawlers  can  do  much  harm  far  out  at 
sea;  but  our  lav  respecting  trawlers 
ought  to  be  assimilated  as  much  as  pos- 
sible to  the  French  law.  On  the  French 
Coasts  people  are  not  allowed  to  trawl 
without  special  permission.  The  pre- 
sumption is  that  boats  are  not  allowed 
to  trawl  in  the  bays  or  close  to  the 
coast ;  but  the  French  Fishery  Boards 
Saron  Jlmrff  Dc  JFoiim 
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can  give  leave  to  boats  to  trawl  in  cer- 
tain bays,  and  I  think  that  ought  to  be 
the  law  in  England.  It  stands  to  reason 
that,  in  the  first  place,  trawling  must 
sweep  away  the  fish  from  the  inshore 
boats.  That,  I  Uiink,  does  not  require 
any  words  to  prove.  They  have  large 
boats,  otherwise  they  could  not  cover 
the  distance  they  do.  The  insliore 
fishermen  have  only  very  small  boats. 
They  are  meu  without  capital,  and  I 
think  it  is  only  right  that  two  or  three 
miles  of  fishing  ground  near  the  shore 
should  be  preserved  to  them.  If  you 
allow  the  gigantic  machines  which 
ti-awlers  use  to  sweep  the  ground  there 
ie  very  little  fish  left  for  the  smaller 
boats  to  catch.  The  trawlers  are  not 
now  merely  eailing  boats.  I  hear  that 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland  steam 
trawlers  are  now  at  work,  and  that  such 
boats  will  soon  be  at  work  upon  every 
other  coast.  They  are  able  to  fish  seven 
days  in  the  week,  and,  as  I  say,  they 
sweep  away  the  fish  from  the  inland 
bays,  so  that  there  is  nothing  left  for 
Uie  smaller  fishermen.  That  they  sweep 
the  fish  away  requires  no  proof;  but  now 
we  come  to  a  more  contentious  matter. 
The  trawlers  take  large  quantities  of 
immature  fish.  These  fish  are  of  no  use 
in  the  market,  and  though,  I  believe, 
the  trawlers  do  throw  them  overboard, 
they  very  often  are  not  thrown  overboard 
until  they  are  dead,  or  until  they  have 
been  some  hours  on  board  the  vessels, 
and,  therefore,  when  thrown  back  into 
the  sea  are  in  such  a  state  that  they 
never  grow  up.  Now,  it  is  acknowledged 
that  the  evidence  concerning  trawling  is 
very  inadequate.  Why  is  this  the  case  ? 
Because  trawlers  are  so  very  jealous  of 
anybody  going  on  board  them,  and  it  is 
quite  evident  that  their  jealousy  arises 
from  the  fact  that  when  they  trawl  they 
destroy  large  quantities  of  immature 
fish.  The  only  evidence  obtained  is  got 
from  men  discharged  from  the  trawlers. 
The  question  of  evidence  is  one  to  which 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Preston)  would  do  well  to  direct  his 
special  attention,  with  the  view  to  the 
adoption  of  a  rule  by  which  trawlers 
should  permit  an  Inspector  to  board 
themto  witness  their  operations.  Trawlers 
not  only  destroy  the  immature  fish,  but 
I  think  they  destroy  spawn  as  well.  I 
acknowledge  that  this  point  ia  not  alto- 
gether clear,  and  that  some  people  say 
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that  spaim  oannot  be  drage^  up-  li^vl- 
deuce  on  thia  point  shotila  be  collected 
from  the  fishermeD  along  the  Coast.  I 
think  there  ought  to  be  established  some 
syetem  vhereby  every  owner  of  a  regis- 
tered boat  ahould  have  power  to  vote 
upon  the  question  whether  there  should 
be  trawlers  or  not  in  his  neighbourhood. 
There  ought  to  be  a  popular  vote  on  this 
queatlon,  which  is  undoubtedly  one  in 
which  owners  of  registered  boats  ought 
to  have  a  voice,  and  I  would  give  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  the 
power  of  confirming  the  decision.  If 
there  were  this  popular  vote,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  a  very  large  number  of 
Eoglish,  Irish,  and  Scotch  bays  would 
'be  closed  to  the  beam  trawlers.  The 
Irish  Hembers  have  frequently  endea- 
voured to  draw  attention  to  this  ques- 
tion, but  their  representations  have  been 
completely  neglected,  and  the  fishermen, 
who  are  anxious  to  prevent  trawling  in 
their  bays,  have  been  treated  as  if  they 
had  DO  right  to  a  voice  in  the  making  of 
the  bye-laws  under  which  they  aro  to 
pursue  their  vocation.  N^ow  that  the 
English  fishermen  have  found  in  the 
hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  (M!r, 
Bowntree)  an  advocate  of  their  cause,  I 
have  some  hope  that  this  question  of 
trawling  will  be  dealt  with  properly  by 
the  Government,  and  that  there  will  be 
some  approach  to  the  present  French 
law,  which  is  a  very  good  and  simple 
one — namely,  that  trawling  shall  not 
be  allowed  in  territorial  waters  without 
special  permission.  I  may  also  point 
out  that  it  is  the  universal  practice  of 
every  foreign  country  to  prevent  boats 
of  other  nations  coming  into  their  terri- 
torial waters  to  fish.  I  hope  the  noble 
Lord  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  turn  his  attention,  to  thia 
subject,  with  the  view  of  protecting  an 
industry  of  so  much  importance  not  only 
to  the  men  engaged  in  it,  but  to  the 
country  generally. 

Mb.  ANDBBSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
As  the  BepreaentatLve  of  a  fishing  popu- 
lation, I  take  very  great  interest  in  this 
question.  I  am  very  much  disappointed 
at  the  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  has  given  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Bown- 
tree).  What  I  understand  the  Board  of 
Trade  to   have  done  is  to  send  some 

Seople  to  make  inquiries  at  Morecambe 
lay  and  other  places  on  this  question. 
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If  there  is  one  question  which  has  been 
inquired  into  ad  nautaam,  it  is  this  ques- 
tion of  trawling.  Everybody  knows  that 
trawling  does  great  injury  to  the  inahore 
fisheries;  enormous  Blue  Books  have 
been  published  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  a  large  amount  of  evidence 
has  been  taken  on  the  subject,  with  the 
result  that  a  very  clear  and  definite 
opinion  has  been  formed  that  trawling 
doea  injury  to  line  fishing  and  does 
lessen  the  number  of  fish  In  our  bays.  I 
trust  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  into 
the  question,  and  legislate  in  regard  to 
it  at  no  distant  date.  It  is  perfectly 
monstrous  to  suppose  that  when  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  confer  power 
upon  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  with 
the  object  of  preventing  trawliuff  no- 
thing should  be  done  as  regards  the  flng- 
liah  fisheries.  In  my  own  case  I  have  had 
great  trouble  with  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  to  get  trawling  prohibited  in  the 
Moray  Firth.  At  last  I  have  been  siic- 
ceasful,  with  the  result  that  great  benefit 
has  been  conferred  upon  the  population. 
It  is  an  absolute  necessity  that  there 
ahould  be  power  to  regulate  or  suppress 
trawling ;  and  I  trust  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bowntree)  will  carry  this  matter 
to  a  Division  for  tho  purpose  of  pro- 
testing against  the  supineness  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  respecting  a 
question  which  everybody  acknowledges 
is  of  the  utmost  importance.  I  hope  we 
shall  hear  something  more  satisfactory 
than  we  have  heard  up  to  the  present. 
What  is  tho  use  of  further  inquiry  when 
evervthing  that  can  be  said  on  one  side 
or  the  other  is  perfectly  well  known? 
What  the  Government  ought  to  do  is  to 
say  at  once  that  they  will  legislate  on 
the  lines  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Convention  to  which  reference  has  al- 
ready been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Scarborough,  and  which 
was  presided  over  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Norfolk  (Sir 
Edward  Birkbeck).  The  Government, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  havo  known  all 
about  the  question  for  months,  and  yet 
put  the  matter  off  and  off,  I  certainly 
do  feel  very  much  disappointed  with  the 
way  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
treated  this  question.  No  more  im- 
portant question  has  been  brought  be- 
fore this  Committee  upon  these  Esti- 
matee,  and  I  trust  my  noa.  Friend  will 
go  to  a  Division. 
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Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Kueh- 
cliffe) :  I  riee  to  support,  in  a  very  few 
words,  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  ScartMrough 
(Mr.  Bowntree].  Hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  up  to  this  represent  Gshing 
constituencies  or  seaports.  As  the  Be- 
preeentativd  of  one  of  the  most  inland 
constituencies  of  the  country,  I  wish  to 
say  that  we  who  live  inland  and  represent 
inland  places  are  as  much  interested  in 
this  question  as  those  who  represent  or 
reside  in  fishery  districts.  Anything 
which  can  cheapen    the   food  of   the 

Seople  or  increase  the  facilities  by  which 
wd  is  carried  to  the  people  is  a  matter 
which  ought  to  receive  the  best  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  I  endorse  all 
that  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough ;  and  I  do  earnestly 
trust  that  the  Board  of  Trade  will  not 
allow  this  year  to  go  by  without  taking 
some  action  in  the  matter. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  {Dublin, 
Co.,  S.) :  I  quito  agree  with  hon. 
Qenllemen  who  have  spoken  in  this 
matter  as  to  the  necessity  of  dealing 
with  this  subject  immediately.  We  have 
had  enough  of  inquiries,  and  they  have 
led  to  no  praetiori  result.  I  have  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  everyone  in  the 
House  believes  that  trawling  does 
injurionely  affect  inshore  fishing,  and, 
therefore,  the  interests  of  the  population 
upon  our  Coasts.  Ihopethehon.Qentle- 
man  will  see  his  w^  to  some  reform. 

Babon  HENET  DE  WOBMS  :  I  can 
only  repeat  the  assurance  I  gave  to  the 
hon.  Member  tor  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Rowntree),  that  the  question  is  engaging 
the  most  serious  attention  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  not  with  the  view  of  putting  it 
ofi',  as  hon.  Members  seem  to  suppose, 
but  with  the  view,  if  possible,  of  giving 
practical  effect  ia  the  various  recom- 
mendations which  have  been  made. 
The  Board  of  Trade  ia  perfectly  alive  to 
the  arguments  used  against  trawling  in 
territorial  waters;  but  I  cannot  pledge 
myself  that  trawling  will  be  abEO- 
lutely  prohibited.  The  matter  is  being 
considered  most  carefully,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  the  result  will  be  most  satisfac- 
tory to  all  parties. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  The 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  is  not  at  all  a  satis- 
factory one.  There  is  no  donbt  that  he, 
individually,  is  anxious  to  mitigate  the 


evils  which  are  complained  of;  but  we 
have  no  guarantee  that  his  desires  will 
be  carried  out.  I  happen  to  have  been 
brought  up  in  a  maritime  part  of  the 
country,  and  very  frequently  in  my 
younger  days  I  spent  hour  after  hour  in 
trawling  boats  fishing  along  the  Coasts. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that 
nothing  is  more  injurious  to  the  ordinary 
Coast  fishing  than  beam  trawling.  I 
happened  to  be  concerned  in  a  case 
where  trawlers  made  a  very  serious 
encroacfament  upon  spawning  beds,  and 
in  which,  in  addition  to  that,  so  reck- 
lessly  did  they  carry  on  their  work,  that 
they  dragged  their  boats  and  the  imple- 
ments they  employ  through  the  lines 
which  had  been  set  across  a  portion  of 
Bantry  Bay  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
The  unfortunate  local  fishermen  were  so 
infuriated  that,  armed  with  sticks  and 
hatchets,  they  boarded  the  trawlers, 
attacked  the  crew,  and  inflicted  very 
serious  wounds  upon  tbem.  The  occur- 
rence resulted  in  a  very  expensive  trial, 
so  far  as  the  fishermen  of  the  locality 
were  concerned,  before  the  Judge  of 
Assize.  I  know  from  the  knowledge  t 
possess  that  there  are  within  certain 
limits  of  the  Coast  places  nhere  trawlers 
could  ply  their  vocation  with  perfect 
impunity,  or  without  doing  any  damage 
to  fisheries.  I  agree  with  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  who  have  spoken  that  it  is 
very  necessary  indeed,  in  the  interests  of 
the  inshore  fishermen  and  trawlers 
alike,  that  some  definite  line  should  be 
marked  out  beyond  which  trawlers 
should  not  go. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
I  propose  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  a 
subject  of  equal  importance  to  this — 
namely,  the  condition  of  the  salmon 
fisheries.  The  change  of  jurisdiction 
from  the  Home  Office  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  made  many  people  ask  what 
improvements  have  been  effected  in  the 
salmon  fisheries  by  the  salmon  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  27  years.  It  has  been 
remarked  by  Professor  Huxley,  when 
he  was  Inspector,  in  his  Beport  for  lS8d, 
that  the  improvement  since  1861  bason 
the  whole  been  a  small  one,  and  by  no 
means  such  an  improvement  as  might 
have  been  expected.  It  seems  to  me 
that  such  a  remark  as  that  must  occasion 
serious  doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  our 
present  legislation,  and  as  to  the  way  in 
which  it  has  been  carried  ont.  It  has, 
in  fact,  thrown  the  salmon  fisheries  not 
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ly  io  our  rivers,  but  in  publia  watera, 

0  the  hands  of  the  riparian  owners  and 
itry.  Nov,  bow  have  these  people 
id  their  power  ?  The  first  thing  the; 
ariably  do  ia  to  require  that  fishermen 
public  waters  shall  take  out  a  licence 
ting  £5.    Ihia  ia  the  case  whether 

1  river  is  a  large  and  productive  one 
not.  I  know  that  in  Wales,  in  the 
le  of  email  rivera  and  streama  like 
)  Dovey  and  Dysynni,  the  coat  of 
)  licence  is  the  same — namely,  £5 
as  it  is  in  the  case  of  the  Dee  or  the 
pern,  or  some  of  our  best  fishing 
ers.  Uuch  of  thia  aum  goes  to  water 
tchers,  or,  in  other  words,  to  private 
nekeepera.  When  riparian  owners 
!e  get  bye-lawa  what  do  they  proceed 
do?  They  proceed  to  restrict  the 
sons  from  late  in  December  to  early 
September,  which  makes  two  or  three 
ntbs  difference  ;  and  then  they  keep 

fishermen  from  the  mouth  of  the 
are,  and  further  make  them  use  nets 
h  far  larger  meshes  than  heretofore. 
}y  also  prevent  them  taking  turbot 
iny  other  sea  fish,  and  if  any  of  the 
.ermen  break  these  bye-laws  they 
brought  before  and  heavily  fined 

the  magistrates,  who  thomaelvea 
the  men  who  enacted  the  bye- 
's. .  The  result  has  been  that  our 
.ermen  in  small  villagea  have  been  in 
ay  oaaes  nearly  orushed  out.  What  I 
old  like  tA  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
,ron  Henry  De  Worms)  ia,  whether 
does  not  think  the  time  has  come  for 

increase  of  the  powers  of  the  Board 
Crade?  Fishermen  in  public  waters 
'e  no'representative,  in  many  cases,  on 

Board  of  Oonservatora,  so  that  they 
'B  no  voice  whatever  inthe  making  or 

working  of  the  bye-laws.  The  fisher, 
a,  for  instance,  of  Aberdovey  and 
vyn  have  already  complained  to  the 
ird  of  Trade,  who  say  they  have  no 
ver  to  cancel,  or  alter,  or  modify  bye- 
's relating  to  salmon  fisheries.    Will 

hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
»rd  of  Trade  say  whether  he  is  satia- 
I  that  a  licence  of  £5  should  be 
icted  from  poor  fishermen  for  the 
'pose  of  paying  river  watchers?  In- 
ries  are  from  time  to  time  made  in 
erent  localities;  but  these  are  of  very 
le  value,  beoauae  the  Inspector  re- 
cta hie  inquity  into  the  specific  and 
an  technical  change  of  the  new  bye- 
',  and  zefuses  to  luten  to  the  case  of 


the  fishermen  when  they  bring  com- 
plaints against  the  operation  of  the 
existing  bye-laws.  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man satiaficd  with  the  power  poasessed 
by  the  Chief  Inspector,  and  if  ho  is  not 
satisfied  with  that  power,  is  he  preparod 
to  lake  some  steps  in  order  to  get  the 
grievance  remedied  ? 

Babok  HENEY  de  worms  :  The 
powers  in  regard  to  the  salmon  fisheries 
were  transferred  from  the  Home  Office 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  1 866 ;  but  these 
powers  simply  related  to  the  inspection 
of  fisheries.  The  main  question  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  relates  to  the 
administration  of  fishoriea.  Local  regu- 
lations in  no  way  concern  the  Board  of 
Trade,  nu  more  than  they  formerly  con- 
cerned the  Home  OiHce.  The  salmon 
fisheries  are  administered  by  local  Boards 
of  Conservators,  and  over  these  Boards 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  very  little 
power  indeed. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Are  you  satisfied 
with  them  ? 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WOEMS :  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  it  would  not  be 
an  advantage  if  the  powers  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  increased  ;  hut  at  present 
we  can  only  act  according  to  the  powers 
we  have.  We  have  the  power  of  inspec- 
tion, but  the  main  powers  in  regard  to 
salmon  fisheries  are  vested  in  Conser- 
vators, and  in  Conservators  alone.  I 
think  with  the  hon.  Member  it  may  be 
advisable  to  extend  the  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  but  further  than  that  I 
am  not  prepared  to  go. 

Me.  EOWNTREE  :  After  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worma)  I  have  no  wish  to  divide 
the  Committee.  I  ean  only  express  the 
hope  that  the  Board  of  Trade  will  take 
steps  to  protect  such  an  important  in- 
dustry as  that  of  our  fisheries.  Many 
of  our  fishermen  are  starving,  and  I 
trust  we  shall  not  keep  them  long  in  an 
inferior  position  to  the  fishermen  on  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Coasts. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  lyreed  to. 

(5.)  £172,  to  complete  the  sum  foe 
the  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  enor- 
mous coat  of  realizing  the  asaetain  bank- 
ruptcy estates.    I  do  not  want  to  put 
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the  Committee  to  tbe  trouble  of  diridiag  ; 
bot  I  have  bere  a  number  of  cases  wbich 
seem  so  clear  that  I  think  the  Committee 
will  agree  with  me  that  tbe  matter  is  one 
which  requires  to  be  dealt  with  in  some 
way  or  ottier.  In  one  case  a  lady  waa 
made  bankrupt  for  a  debt  of  £360. 
Her  assets  realized  £BB5 ;  but  when 
that  was  realized,  not  a  faitbing  of  the 
surplus  reached  the  bankrupt.  Now, 
that  seems  to  me  tu  be  an  extraordinary 
method  of  dealing  with  assets  in  tbe 
administration  of  an  estate.  But  I  will 
take  a  list  of  cases  which  have  occurred 
since  the  last  Bankruptcy  Act,  and 
which,  though  sinca  separately  verified, 
were  furnished  to  me  by  Messrs.  Stubbs. 
The  first  case  I  will  take — and  I  may 
say  that  I  have  furnished  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  the  references  to  these  caaes 
— is  a  case  in  wbicb  £677  were  realized, 
and  the  costs  were  £313  2*.  IM.,  and  tbe 
trustee  took  £100.  In  the  next  case 
the  amount  of  tbe  assets  realized  was 
£1,728,  and  tbe  cost  of  realizing  waa 
£9S5  12ji.  Id.  There  is  io  the  statement 
of  accounts  in  that  case  a  peculiar  entry 
that  occurs  over  and  over  again — namely, 
an  item  of  £210  15«.  ^d.  for  incidental 
outlay.  It  seems  excessively  dif&cult  to 
deal  with  these  incidental  outlays,  and 
to  find  what  they  represent  in  each  of 
the  cases.  Bometimes  these  "i 
dental  expenses  "  seem  only  a  convenient 
way  of  covering  a  leakage  which  is  not 
covered  by  any  legitimate  item  of  costs. 
In  another  case  the  amount  realized  was 
£569  8«.  6i^.,  and  tbe  cost  of  realizing  it 
was  £316  I7«.  Si'.  In  another  case  the 
assets  realized  were  £446  ?>,  ^d.,  and 
tbe  costs  incurred  £244  19«.  In  anothe: 
case  the  assets  were  £714  10*.,  and  the 
cost  of  realizing  £308  13i.  lOi.  Then, 
agaie,  in  another  case,  where  assets  of 
£2,423  were  realized,  the  coats  t 
£940  Oj.  Id.  I  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  this  shows  an  extraordinary  waste 
of  the  creditors'  money,  and  tttat  the 
Board  of  Trade,  having  some  authority 
in  the  matter,  ought  to  devote  its  atten- 
tion to  preventing  that  waste.  In  one  of 
tbe  cases  in  regard  to  which  I  com- 
municated with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
they  replied  to  me  that  the  charges  had 
been  taxed,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
to  go  behind  the  taxation.  These  taxa- 
tions I  hold  to  be  eimply  farces  on  ex- 
penditure of  this  kind  in  connection  with 
thesn  small  estates.  Instead  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  proving  a  benefit  either 
Mr.  Bradlmti/h 


to  the  debtor  or  the  creditor,  when  a 
debtor  is  honest,  as  is  shown  in  the  case 
of  this  unfortunate  lady  I  have  men- 
tioned, although  the  debt  may  be  £390 
and  the  assets  £855,  not  a  single  penny 
may  reach  the  bankrupt;  and  in  the 
case  of  dishonest  debtors  it  merely  en- 
courages tbem  to  act  in  collnsion  with, 
I  suppose  I  must  say,  honest  solicitors 
and  trustees  to  get  rid  of  the  property 
wbich  ought  to  be  divisible  amongst 
tbe  creditors.  I  will  not  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote,  bnt  will  wait  to 
bear  the  reply  which  will  be  given  on 
behalf  of  the  Department. 

T]iB  SECBETABY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hsnry  De  Wobns) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The  cases 
the  bon.  Member  brought  before  my 
notice  I  have  carefully  examined  iofo, 
and,  if  the  hou.  Member  will  allow  me, 
I  will  deal  with  two  of  them.  The  first 
case  I  will  deal  with  is  that  of  Boherts. 
I  think  that  was  the  one  fo  which  the 
hon.  Member  alluded.  Tbe  point  the 
bon.  Member  refers  to  there  is  the  fact 
that  tbe  incidental  expenses  amounted  to 
£  1 35  odd.  Tbe  trustee  in  this  case  was 
a  solicitor,  and  the  sum  charged,  I  be- 
lieve, includes  a  number  of  perfectly 
legal  charges,  such  as  auctioneers'  fees, 
rent  of  rooms,  carri^e  of  goods,  and 
other  Items  snob  as  might  well  have 
appeared  under  other  heads.  In  the 
other  caae  the  facte  are  very  similar, 
charges  being  made  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, &c.  These  expenses  should  not 
really  be  called  incidental  expenses,  but 
ought  to  be  speciSed  under  the  various 
heads  to  wbicu  they  refer.  This  obser- 
vation applies  to  both  the  oases  quoted. 
In  the  second  caae  referred  to,  the 
trustee  was  appointed  in  1862  ;  the  assets 
realized  £460,  and  tbe  cost  of  realizing 
was  £339.  No  dividend  was  paid.  In 
1885  the  trustee  himself 

Mb.  BBADLADGH  :  I  think  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  he  became  bank- 
rupt himself,  and  so  got  oS  in  that  way, 

Baeon  henry  de  W0BM8 : 1  was 
just  going  to  say  that.  He  became 
bankrupt,  and  the  Chief  Official  Receiver 
took  up  the  case.  He  paid  creditors 
20«.  in  the  pound  and  5  years'  interest, 
and  his  expenses  amounted  to  £20. 
About  75  per  cent  of  all  tbe  cases  in 
bankruptcy  are  administered  by  the 
Official  Receiver,  and  for  them  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  reaponsible.  But  in  cases 
where  the  estates  are  valued  at  £300  or 
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under,  unless  three- fonrtha  of  the  cre- 
ditors appoint  a  trustee,  the  OfRcial  Ke- 
ceiver  is  the  trustee.  I  fane;  that  if  the 
hem.  Member  would  look  oarefullj  into 
tbese  cases,  he  would  find  that  with 
those  cases  with  regard  to  which  he 
complaiDB  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
little  or  nottiog  to  do.  It  is  those  in 
which  there  ia  no  official  trustee  that  this 
disparity  between  the  amount  of  the 
assets  realized  and  the  amount  of  the 
costs  of  realizing  them  occurs.  We  have, 
aa  a  matter  of  fact,  no  power  to  force 
theOtficial  Receiver  upon  any  bankrupt, 
unless  under  certain  conditions.  It  would 
have  been  better,  perhaps,  if  wo  had  had 
that  power.  In  that  case  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  have  been  responsible ; 
but  I  believe  the  discrepancy  between 
the  realized  assets  and  the  amount  of 
the  money  expended  in  realizing  them 
very  often  arises  from  following  up  the 
very  questionable  principle  of  throwing 
good  money  after  bad.  There  are  cer- 
tain expenses,  in  the  first  instance,  at  the 
very  outset  of  the  bankruptcy,  which  de- 
prive the  creditors  of  the  chance  of  ob- 
taining a  good  dividend.  It  frequently 
turns  out  that  the  expectations  of  the  cre- 
ditors turn  out  to  be  illusory,  because  the 
assets  get  expended,  and  it  is  only  when 
they  are  expended  that  the  disparity  be- 
tween tbeir  amount  and  the  amount  of 
the  cost  of  realizing  them  becomes  appa- 
rent. If  the  hon.  Member  will  look  care- 
fully into  the  facts,  and  will  thoroughly 
acquaint  himself  with  the  action  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  so  far  from  its  encourag- 
ing excessive  expenditure,  it  has  always 
been  their  desire  to  reduce  expenditure 
to  a  minimum.  The  cases  in  which  this 
is  not  done  are  those  to  which  I  have 
called  attention — that  is  to  say,  where 
the  trustee  is  not  the  official  trustee, 
but  where  the  trustee  is  appointed  by 
the  creditors  themselves.  With  regard 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  disallowing  costs, 
there  are  three  cases  in  which  costs  are 
refused— in  the  first  place,  where  there 
are  no  vouchers ;  in  the  second  place, 
where  the  proceedings  have  not  been 
taken  under  statutory  authority ;  and, 
in  the  third  place,  where  the  bill  has 
not  been  taxed  by  the  Master  in  Bank- 
ruptcy. These  are  the  checks  against 
excessive  charges.  It  is  in  the  power 
of  everyone  who  assumes,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  that  the  costs  are  excessive 
when  the  bankrupt<7  is  under  the  Board 
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of  Trade,  to  raise  either  of  these  three 
points  before  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
complaiu  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
expenses  have  been  incurred.  I  think 
the  Committee  will  agree  with  me  that 
these  are  sufficient  safeguards.  Whether 
the  trustee  should  be  compelled  to  be 
the  official  trustee  is  a  question  for  the 
law  to  decide  ;  but  so  long  as  ho  is  not, 
it  is  impossible  for  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  be  responsible,  inasmuch  as  the  ex- 
peaditure  of  money  in  tliesa  cases  de- 
pends not  on  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  on 
the  trustee  appointed  by  the  creditors 
themselres.  I  trust  that  statement  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  JAMES  ELLIS  (I.«icesterBhire, 
Bosworth) :  I  should  just  like  to  say  that, 
from  our  experience  of  the  present  Bank- 
ruptcy  Law,  it  is  an  immense  improve- 
ment on  the  old  law.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  men- 
tioned  one  case  which  would  not  come 
under  the  law ;  and  our  experience  has 
been  that  the  present  law  works  with 
satisfaction.  There  are  much  fewer 
bankruptcies  than  there  were  before, 
and  the  realization  of  assets  per  cent  is 
much  greater  than  it  has  been  in  the 
past.  I  do  not  think  the  creditors  have 
much  to  complain  of,  either  with  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  with  the  official 
working  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

■'That  a  aum.  not  exceeding  £20,52J,  be 
grtuit«d  to  Her  Majeity,  to  completu  tho  lum 
necesBary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  como 
in  coorso  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  01  March  IRS8.for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenna  of  the  Charity  Coimnisuon  for  Bag- 
land  and  Wales." 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  I  rise  to  move  a  Beso- 
lution  for  the  reduction  of  this  Vote,  and 
in  moving  that  Besotution  I  desire  to 
call  in  question  the  policy  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  in  regard  espeoially  to 
one  or  two  of  their  proposals.  This  Reso- 
lution is  not  brought  forward  in  any 
opposition  to  the  Charity  Commissioners 
necessarily,  but  in  opposition  to  a  part  of 
their  policy.  I  am  free  to  acknowledge 
that  recently,  at  any  rate,  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  done  all  that  they 
could  to  meet  inquiries,  and  have  acted 
with  great  courtesy  towards  all,  so  far  as 
my  experience  goes,  with  whom  they 
have  come  into  contact.  It  is  the  policy 
they  pursue  to  which  we  take  exception, 
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and  it  is  under  two  particular  heads  that 
I  think  the  public  are  beginning  to  be 
of  opinion  that  their  policy  must  be 
altered.  In  the  first  place,  the  policy  of 
the  Charity  OommiHsionere  ia  to  destroy 
free  aohoole  wherever  they  find  thei 
They  seem  to  have  a  peculiar  aversion 
froe  education  of  every  hind.  In  the 
next  place,  the  Charity  CommissioQera 
have  a  practice,  in  their  new  Bchemes,  of 


appropriating  the  endowments,  pi 
leges,  and  property,  or  whatever  else  ii 
may  be  callea,  of  the  poorer  classes, 
in  order  to  form  or  create  iastitutions 
for  higher  education  for  the  benefit 
of  those  who  are  better  off.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  policy  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners on  free  education,  I  would 
like  to  quote  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  the 
trustees  of  the  Free  English  School  at 
itoohdale — and  I  am  taking  this  case  in 
order  to  spare  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
because  the  policy  illustrated  in  one  case 
is  pretty  much  that  generally  carried  out, 
or  attempted  to  be  carried  out,  by  them. 
The  letter  to  which  I  refer  runs  thus — 


D  educational  endowment 
ploT  them  in  pacing  the  educational  fees  of  the 
cbildren  of  poor  peiionB.  Evsd  in  tbe  caae  of 
the  poorest,  vho  miglit  be  unable  to  pay  tbe  fee, 
the  law  has  made  oU>er  provision  ohargeabla  on 
the  rates." 

That  letter  explains  the  whole  proceed- 
in^shitherta  adopted  by  theCharityCom- 
missioaers.  They  think  that  because 
poor  people  have  had  &ee  education  from 
time  immemorial  in  many  cases,  it  must 
be  regarded  as  merely  a  privilege ; 
and  it  is  held  that  because  under  the 
Education  Act  of  1870  the  poor  people 
are  enabled  to  come  upon  the  rates  for 
education,  that  fact  is  a  reason  why  free 
education  should  be  taken  away  when 
that  education  is  given  by  the  endow- 
ments. Well,  that,  I  think,  is  a  thing 
which  we  must  dispute  altogether. 
Simply  tA  say  to  poor  children  who  have 
hitherto  received  free  education— "Tou 
are  to  come  upon  the  rates,"  is,  in  their 
minds,  to  class  them  with  paupers — not 
legal  paupers,  I  grant,  but  the  situation 
is  allied  in  the  minds  of  the  poor,  to  a 
great  extent,  with  pauperism.  I  was  for 
some  time  connected  with  the  School 
Board  of  Birmingham,  and  I  always 
found  that  when  the  poor  had  to  get 
payment  of  their  fees  out  of  the  rates, 
though  they  were  assured  they  were  not 
paupers,  yet  the  taint  of  pauperism 
clung  to  them.  Besides  that,  I  think  the 
Mr.  Jhk  CfflHiyt 
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Charity  Commissioners    era   exceeding 
their  duty  in  laying  down  the  lav  in  tbia 
fashion.     It  is  for  Parliament  to  say  in 
what  manner   free    education  is    to  be 
given  or  withheld.  The  manuer  in  which 
Uiis  policy  is  carried  out  in  many  parts 
of  the  country  presses  very  hardly,  not 
only  upon  the  poorer  classes  themselves, 
but  also  upon  that  which  is  very  valuable 
— namely,  the  sentiment  of  the  locality. 
In  many  places  the  people  valae  their 
free  schools ;  they  value  the  mauag^enient 
of  them,  and  are  proud  of  their  g*ood 
management.     I    may    mention,     as    a 
typicEU   case,   the  case  of  Scarniop,  in 
Suffolk,    which  had  a   free   school — a 
school  which  had  been  free  for,  I  am 
afraid  to  say  how  many  generatione— 
indeed,  for  some  centuries.     Under  the 
scheme  of  the   Charity   Commissioners 
that  school  is  no  longer  free.   There  was 
no  complaint  as  to  &e  character  of  the 
education  or  the  efficiency  of  the  school ; 
and    so    strongly    did  the    inhabitants 
resent  that  transaction,  that  there  was 
something  like  a  riot  for  a  considerable 
time  in  that  neighbourhood.  I  am  aware 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  say  that 
they  gave  scholarships  and  exhibitions 
tenable,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  the  class 
of  children  who  were  deprived  of  educa' 
tion  in  the  free  schools,  in  schools  of 
highsr  education.    Now,  let  me  dispute 
altogether   both  the  propriety  and  the 
efficiency  of  such  compensation.    We  see 
that  that  compensation  does  not,   as  a 
rule,   reach  the  poorer   classes   at  all, 
or   to    any   great   degree.     Take  this 
Seaming  scheme,    far    instance,    where 
all    the   children  had   hitherto   had  a 
free     education.      The     district    is    a 
poor  one— an  almost  entirely  agricul- 
tural district,   where  the  sum  of  Irf., 
2d.,  or  3J.  a-week  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance  to  those   who  are  sending 
their   children  to  school.    These  poor 
children  have  been  deprived  of  free  edu- 
cation, and  the  scholarships  given  in  its 
place  in  1864,   1885,  and  1686  were  35 
in  number.     Well,  who  received  these 
scholarships  7  The  children  of  labourers 
in  the  district  received   14,   valued  at 
£28 ;  whereas  the  children  of  parents  of 
other  occupations  gained  21,  which  were 
equal  io  value  to  £42  in  all.     Out  of  35 
scholarships,  the  children  of  the  labour- 
ing clasBSS  only  got  14,  the  other  21 
going  as  I  have  described.    I  find  that 
amongst  labourers'  children  there  were 
five  belonging  to  one  family;  and  I  also 
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find  that  of  the  soliolarships  given  to  the 
children  of  peiBone  of  other  occupations, 
seven  were  eeciired  bj  the  children  of 
the  schoolmaster.  I  should  say  nothing 
against  these  scholarships  if  they  were 
provided  for  in  some  other  wa; ;  but  we 
see  that  all  the  children  who  attended 
Soaming  School  are  deprived  of  free 
education,  and  that,  iu  return,  the;  re- 
ceive 35  scholarships  iu  three  years,  14 
only  of  which  are  won  by  the  class  of  chil- 
dren moat  in  need  of  free  education — that 
is  to  aay,  the  children  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  I  know  that  the  Charity 
Oommisaioners,  and  also  those  who  sup- 
port their  views,  are  making  desperate 
efforts  to  make  out  that  the  word 
does  not  really  mean  free  at  all.  They 
say  that  to  suppose  that  free  education 
has  been  given  for  300  years  under  the 
old  system  is  all  a  mistake.  Mr.  Bich- 
mond,  one  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sionera,  states  that  the  word  "free" 
means  something  like  "  untrammelled," 
and  "  without  restriction ; "  and  in  other 

Slacea  he  says  it  means  "  a  certain  free- 
om  and  independence  conveyed  by 
Royal  Charter.''  Well  I  do  not  think  it 
ia  worth  while  to  detain  the  Committee 
intrying  to  prove  that  the  word  "free" 
really  does  mean  gratuitous.  People 
bave  not  been  making  mistakes  so  long, 
receiving  free  education  where  free  edu- 
cation was  not  meant.  Then  we  have 
other  cases — for  instance,  that  of  Kendal, 
where  we  have  a  &ee  elementary  school, 
intended  by  the  founder  to  fit  poor 
children  to  avail  themselves  of  the  edu- 
cation given  in  the  Grammar  School. 
It  is  evident  that  if  that  education  was 
not  intended  to  be  free,  it  was  a  mockery 
to  ask  poor  children  to  obtain  an 
education  to  fit  themselves  for  higher 
schools,  because  they  could  uot  possibly 
do  it.  But  there  is  another  argument 
held  by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  has  great 
force  in  it.  They  say  that  these  free 
Bckoola  aie  bod  schools.  Very  often,  no 
doubt,  they  are.  In  snoh  a  case,  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  refonning  them ; 
but,  what  we  contend  for  is,  that  where 
the  schools  are  unsatisfactory,  if  the 
children  are  forced  to  go  to  the  board 
schools,  or  any  other  elementary  schools, 
then  the  ei 
in  paying  t 
as  those  en 
they  oaghl 
gether.  I 
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argument,  many  of  these  schools  whicti 
bave  been  abolished  have  been  good 
schools ;  ao  far  as  their  examination  and 
the  judgment  passed  upon  them  by  the 
Examiner  oreconcemed,  there  is  nothing 
againet  them.  So  much,  therefore,  for 
free  education ;  and  I  hope  the  Oovem* 
ment,  when  they  reply,  will  give  us 
some  assurance  that  that  policy  of 
abolishing  free  education  where  it  exists 
will  no  longer  be  persevered  in.  Now, 
the  next  part  of  the  policy  of  the  Oharity 
Oommissionere  which  we  object  to,  and 
which  is  objected  to  throughout  the 
country  mote  largely  than  appears  on 
the  surface,  is  the  taking  away  of  the 
endowments  of  the  poor  and  the  work- 
ing classes  in  order  to  found  high-class 
schools  for  the  middle  classes  or  for 
those  better  off.  I  am  in  favour  of 
high-class  schools  and  of  superior  edu- 
cation ;  but  we  must  not  carve  them,  or 
appear  to  carve  them,  out  of  the  heritage 
of  the  poor.  To  illustrate  what  I  mean 
I  will  take  one  case— and  one  case  is  as 
good  as  a  dozen — I  will  take  the  case  of 
Sutton  Ooldfield,  in  Warwickshire — a 
case  I  know  very  well,  and  the  particu- 
lars of  which  foundation  I  am  intimately 
acquainted  with.  Now,  the  poor  people 
there  have  enjoyed  these  charity  funds 
ever  since  the  time  of  Henry  VIII. 
They  have  had  a  form  of  free  edu- 
cation ;  they  have  hod  dothing  and 
medical  attention  free  of  charge,  besides 
other  benefits.  The  original  gift  was  in 
"  exoneration  of  the  poor."  But  setting 
aside  the  original  intention  of  the 
charity,  there  was  an  order  in  Chancery, 
made  in  1325,  which  is  comparatively 
recent,  and  about  which  there  seems  to 
me  to  be  no  mistake,  which  ought,  in 
my  opinion,  to  have  made  in  the  eyes  of 
all  respectors  of  poverty,  if  I  may  so 
classify  them,  these  endowments  sacred 
as  belonging  to  the  poorer  classes. 
This  Older  in  CSianoery  hegins — "This 
Court  doth  order,"  and  goes  on  to 
state  the  manner  in  which  the  money 
is  to  be  spent.  Amongst  other  things, 
to  be  spent  upon  medical  at- 
tendance ;  assistance  to  poor  women 
during  confinement ;  loans  of  bedding, 
clothing,  and  so  on ;  free  education  ; 
almshouses  for  the  poor ;  and  then  there 
ffeet 
gin. 
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order  that  Ihey  may  provide  milk  for 
their  families,  which  the  Court  eajB  they 
believe  will  be  a  good  way  of  epending 
the  money.  So  that  the  House  will  see 
the  extreme  care  and  tendemesa  with 
which,  in  parochial  diatrictB,  matters 
affecting  the  poor  were  looked  after.  It 
1b  ia  conSiot,  no  doubt,  with  the  some- 
what narrow  political  economy  of  the 
present  day  which  seems  to  leave  out  of 
sight  the  necessity  of  warmth,  clothing, 
and  such  matters  when  put  into  the 
scale  against  wealth.  But  the  objects 
specified  by  the  Oourt  of  Chancery  have 
been  carried  out  with  great  benefit  to  the 
poor,  particularly  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  education.  There  has  been  no 
ohargfl  of  corruption  in  connection  with 
this  school.  The  elementary  sohools 
hare  been  reported  upon  in  the  highest 
terms  by  the  Department,  they  nave 
won  above  the  average  of  everything  in 
the  way  of  school  grants,  and  altogether 
everything  has  been  very  satisfactory. 
But  in  1877,  by  a  scheme  dated  1879, 
the  Charity  Commissioners  came  to  the 
parish  and  took  £15,000  out  of  the 
endowment  fund  for  the  pnrpoee  of 
enlarging   and  maintaining  an  ancient 

Sammar  school,  which  had  existed  in 
Q  parish  for  a  oonsiderable  time. 
They  not  only  took  that  money  for  the 
school,  but  they  raised  the  fees  of  the 
grammar  school  itself,  and  thereby  kept 
out  the  poorer  classes  from  the  bene- 
fits of  that  higher  education.  We  see 
a  large  sum,  something  like  £5,000  or 
£6,000,  spent  upon  a  building  in  which 
the  master  can  receive  boarders  for 
the  high  school  and  grammar  school, 
and  the  effect  has  been  that  whereas 
the  school  formerly  had  100  pupils, 
at  the  present  time  in  consequence, 
Z  suppose,  of  the  higher  fees,  it  haa 
.  not  50.  Therefore,  even  supposing 
that  the  money  was  not  taken  away  from 
the  poor,  the  sofaeme  seems  to  have  been 
a  great  mistake.  But  the  objection  I 
have  to  the  scheme  is  this,  that  this  sum 
of  £15,000  should  be  taken  nut  of  afund 
which  from  time  immemorial  has  been 
enjoyed  by  the  poorer  classes  for  certain 
objects,  in  order  to  devote  it  to  people  of 
the  well-to-do  classes.  People  would 
think  that  the  inhabitants  of  Sutton  Cold- 
field  should  now  be  let  alone  in  regard  to 
these  endowments,  but  this  is  not  the 
case.  A  short  time  ago,  another  scheme, 
which  happily  has  not  beooms  law,  and 
which  I  hope  never  will  become  law  by 
Mr.  Jma  ColUngt 
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the  sanction  of  thisHouse,  madeprepara- 

tlone  for  taking  £17,000  more  from  the 
endowment  of  these  poor  people  for    the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  high  school  for 
girls.    The  result  of  this  scheme,  if  It 
becomes  law,  will  be  that  altogether 
£32,000  will  have  been  taken  from  this 
endowment  fund.    No  doubt,  the  object 
in  view — namely,  that  of  establishing  a 
high  school  for  girls,  is  a  very  good  one 
in  itself,  but  I  maintain  that  we  have  do 
right  to  establish,  or  to  think  of  estab- 
li^ng,    it   by  funds   taken  from   an 
endowment  which  has  been  enjoyed  by 
the  poorer  olassee.    Now,  I  have  dealt 
with  the  question  of  free  education  so 
far  as  regards  Seaming,   and  with  the 
queetioQ  ofendowmentseo  far  as  regards 
Sutton  Goldfield,  and  I  have  illustrated 
the  two  points    in    the    policy  of     the 
Charity   Commissionera    to    which     ve 
obj  ect.    I  have  desiniated  it  as  a  "  Flan 
of  Campaign,"  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
designate  tbe    action    of   the  Commis- 
sioners by  those  words  again,  beoauee  it 
is  a  system  by  which  a  few  G-entlemen, 
with  the  best  intentions,  I  grant  you,  go 
down  and  cast  their  eyes  about  them,  and 
take  away  money  belonging  to  the  poor. 
You  cannot  get  it  out  of  the  minds  of  the 
poor,  and  you  ought  not  to  get  it  out  of 
their  minds  that  that  which  they  had  a 
prescriptive  right  to  for  centuries  really 
belongs  to  them— you  cannot  make  them 
believe  that  it  does  not  belong  to  them, 
but  belongs  mainly,  if  not  altogether,  to 
other  classes  besides  themselves.    You 
cannot  reconcile  them  to  that  view  of  the 
question.    You  cannot  reconcile  them  or 
those  who  take  tbe  trouble  to  examine 
into  t^ese  matters  with  that  view  of  the 
snbject.    Now,  I  have  great  hopes  that 
the  Qovernment  will  give  us  some  assnr- 
ance  on  this  head,  for  they  are  the  first 
Oovemment  that  have  given  eympathetio 
attention  to  the  representations  which 
have  been  made  to  them  upon  these  sub- 
jects.   The  other  day,  they  stopped  the 
progress  of  the  Dauntsey  scheme  which 
the  Commissioners  had  prepared  with 
the  object  of  diverting  money  at  West 
Lavington,   from   its  original  purpose, 
for  doing,  in  fact,  exactly  what  I  have 
described,  and  what  I  have  complained 
of.    Their  action   in   connection   with 
this  question  entitles  them,  I  am  bound 
to    say,  and    I  say  it  the  more  freely 
because    we    have    appealed   to  both 
sides  of  the  House  on  this  matter — to 
commendation.  Wehaveappsaledtoboth 
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sides  of  the  Honae  for  six  or  seren  years 
put ;  but  this  is  the  first  time  we  have 
secured  auj  success,  and  have  succeeded 
in  checking  the  Oharit;  Commissionera, 
and  of  stopping:  interference  with  the 
original  object  of  educational  endoir- 
mentB  in  the  interests  of  the  poor.  In 
the  case  of  the  Danntsey  School,  the 
Qovemment  are  entitled  to  the  thanke  of 
all  the  poor  people  of  England  who  have 
endowments  not  yet  taken  away ;  be- 
cause I  think  the  action  they  have  taken 
will  put  a  stop  to  schemes  of  a  similar 
kind  to  those  which  have  been  referred 
to.  Of  course,  we  are  not  aj^ainst  re- 
fer ms  where  there  are  eudowmenta 
which  require  reform.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "] 
An  hon.  Member  says  "Hear,  hear"  ; 
but  I  would  remind  him  that  it  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  reforming  a  charity 
and  taking  it  away  altogether.  It  will 
take  hon.  Members  a  great  deal  of  time, 
and  it  will  require  a  great  deal  of  elo- 
quenee,  I  think,  to  convince  the  poor 
people  who  have  endowments,  that  the 
Oharity  Oommissioners  have  a  right  to 
take  away  their  endowments,  in  order 
to  establish  schools  for  girla  and  boys  of 
the  middle  class.  The  establishment  of 
such  schools  is  a  point  that  the  Ouvern- 
ment,  in  defending  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, will  have  to  answer  ;  and  I 
scarcely  think  that  they  will  be  able  to 
do  it  sucoessfnlly.  But  with  regard  to 
Uie  refonn  of  the  charities  where  their 
character  does  not  approve  itself  to 
modem  ideas,  or  where  it  is  not  likely 
that  they  will  prove  of  adeijuate  benefit 
to  the  recipients ;  by  all  means  reform 
them — there  are  plenty  of  ways  by  which 
they  can  be  reformed.  But  one  thinp;  I 
do  not  believe — namely,  that  taking 
away  those  charities  and  giving  scholar- 
ships and  exhibitions  can  in  any  way 
meet  the  case.  In  fact,  my  own  opinion 
in  regard  to  exhibitions,  if  you  except 
technical  and  scientific  exhibitions,  is 
that  if  every  one  of  them  was  abolished 
to-morrow,  the  cause  of  education  would 
be  advanced  considerably.  I  know  cases 
in  which  these  exhibitions  have  simply 
taken  people  of  very  little  talent  and 
sent  them  up  to  the  Universities,  and 
when  they  have  got  there  they  have  not 
known  what  to  do  with  themselves.  The 
founding  of  exhibitions  appears  to 
assume  that  there  are  a  certam  propor- 
tion of  clever  children ;  whereas  Provi- 
dence does  not  always  produce  them, 
And  some  of  tbe  exhibitionen  are  spoiled 
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for  useful  walks  in  life.  The  idea 
is  that  if  you  have  20  scholarships,  yon 
mtist  make  20  clever  fellows ;  but  the 
supply  is  not  always  equal  to  the  demand 
in  the  matter  of  dever  people.  What- 
ever scholarships  or  exhibitions  are 
given,  I  bold  tnat  they  ought  not  to 
come  out  of  those  endowments  ;  because 
if  hon.  Members  will  read  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Committee,  and 
if  they  are  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
governorship  of  grammar  schools  and 
other  institutions  of  that  kind,  they  will 
find  that  as  a  rule,  or  at  any  rate  to  a 
large  extent,  the  poorer  classes,  those 
whom  we  ought  to  consider  first,  da 
not  get  any  benefit.  I  know  that 
there  are  a  certain  class  of  modern 
educationalists,  who  look  upon  the  coun- 
try fu  a  kind  of  educational  machine, 
and  provided  they  can  turn  out  a  certain 
number  of  educational  athletes,  they  do 
not  care  how  many  wasters  they  make, 
or  what  happens  to  the  general  average 
child.     WeU,  let  those  people  get  sup- 

Sort  for  the  education  they  advocate 
■om  other  sources  than  those  which  are 
the  property  of  the  poor.  I  would  ask 
the  House  to  excuse  me  for  having 
detained  it  so  long  on  this  particular 
point ;  but  I  assure  hon.  Members  that 
1  could  bringagreatmanymore instances 
in  support  of  my  contention  before  them. 
The  two  points  I  want  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  me  some  assurance  on  are 
these— that  they  will  take  steps  to  see 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  will  not 
destroy  &ee  education  where  it  exists, 
and  will  not  alienate  educational  endow- 
ments wherever  they  may  be  found  for 
any  purpose  whatever  from  the  benefit 
of  the  poor.  At  present  these  endow- 
ments are  in  many  cases  devoted  to 
higher  ednoatioQ,  and  that,  I  submit,  is 
a  process  which  is  unjust  to  the  poor, 
end  is  incapable  of  joetification  in  any 
way, 

Thk  OHAIBHAN:  Does  the  hoa. 
Member  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vot«? 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  Yes,  Sir; 
I  move  my  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  s  sum,  not   exoeedioK  £IS,S1<,  be 

gTMited  to  HST  Majesty  tor  ths  Mid  Serrioe." 

— (Jfr.  /mm  CtUingi.) 

Ur.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
oliffe) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
•at  down  haa  raised  many  reiy  senona 
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points  of  controversy,  and  I  know  there 
are  a  number  of  hon.  Membeis  Vfho  de- 
airetotakepartinthediscusaion.  ACom- 
mitCee  sat  last  year  in  order  to  consider 
the  subject  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  it  has  sat  again  this  year  and 
presented  a  Report.  I  therefore  feel 
oonstrained  to  appeal  to  the  rieht  hon. 
Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of  uie  Trea- 
sury to  allow  us  to  report  Progress  now. 
I  move  this  the  more  particularly, 
because  there  stands  upon  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  a  very  important  C^OTemment 
measure  relating  to  teohnioal  educa- 
tion. I  feel  certain  that  the  OoTernmeat 
will  consent  to  the  proposal  to  report 
Progress,  rather  than  slurring  over  this 
debate  now,  in  order  that  we  may  pro- 
ceed to  consider  the  measure  to  which  'I 
tefer. 

Afotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  J.  E. 

mil.) 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man is  hardly  wise  in  moving  to  report 
FrogresB  at  this  period.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Boraesley  Division  of  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Jesse  Collinga)  has  made 
an  important  speech,  and  it  would  hardly 
be  fair  to  him  that  the  question  he  has 
raised  should  not  now  be  considered,  and 
disposed  of  by  the  Committee  before  the 
adjournment.  If  this  should  happen  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  on  my  right  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  ia  not  able  tomake 
his  statement  at  the  proper  time  this 
evening,  then  it  would  t>e  fitting  that  his 
statement  should  be  made  to-morrow, 
and  as  we  have  already  entered  upon 
the  question  before  the  Committee,  I 
think  the  hon.  G-entleman  will  see  that 
it  will  be  of  advantage  to  Fnblio  Busi- 
ness that  we  should  proceed  with  the 
subjeot  on  which  we  are  now  engaged. 

Ms.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  will  excuse  me ;  but  I  do  not 
quite  gather  what  he  proposes.  Does 
he  propose  that  the  diacuseion  should 
proceed  to  a  considerable  length,  and 
then  if  an  unreasonable  period  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Teohnioal  Education 
Bill  is  reached,  the  Vine  President  of  the 
CouDoit  should  postpone  his  speech  with 
regard  to  it  until  to-morrow. 

M».  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  mean  to  say 
this,  that  we  should  give  due  considera- 
3fr.  J.  E.  EOit 
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tion  to  the  Tote  before  the  Committee ; 
and  that  then,  having  given  that  con- 
sideration to  it,  if  it  should  happen  that 
the  hour  is  too  late  for  proceeding  with 
the  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  he 
should  make  his  statement  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Under  those  dr- 
cumBtancea,  Sir,  I  will  not  press  my 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
sum  of  £1.5,S25  be  granted  tu  Her 
Majesty  for  Uie  said  Service." 

Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  cannot  help  expressing  my 
regret,  Sir,  that  the  First'Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  not  thought  it  desirable  to 
'  postpone  the  further  consideration  of 
this  very  important  subject;  because 
there  are  a  great  many  Members  of  the 
House  who  feel  very  strongly  with 
regard  to  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  if  I  rightly 
judge,  there  are  several  Members  of  the 
Committee  who  are  desirous  of  speaking 
upon  this  very  important  Yote.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Ruahdiffe  Division 
ofNottingham(Mr.  J.  E.£llifl)haB  alluded 
to  the  fact  that  a  Committee  sat  upstairs 
last  year,  and  during  a  portion  of  the 
present  year,  instituting  a  rigid  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Charity  Oom- 
missionera,  and  those  Members  who  have 
read  the  Report  of  that  Committee,  and 
the  recommendations  which  it  made,  will 
have  seen  what  diversified  opinions  were 
entertained  by  the  Committee,  and  how 
they  propoaed  ultimately  to  restrict  the 

fowers  the  Commissioners  now  exeroise. 
have  nothing,  Sir,  to  say  against  the 
oharabter  of  the  Charity  Commission  era. 
I  believe  all  of  them  ^re  high-minded 
and  honourable  men,  but  it  happens  that 
they  all  of  them  belong  to  a  particular 
seotion  of  sodety,  they  all  represent  that 
high-dass  education  which  adorns  so 
many  of  our  countrymen,  but  there  does 
not  happen  to  be  dtting  amongst  them 
anyone  representing  the  poorer  classes. 
It  IS  very  natural  that  they  should  carry 
out  the  policy  which  has  distinguished 
them,  because  the  position  in  society  and 
the  high  character  of  the  education  which 
they  have  received  tends  to  warp  their 
judgments,  and  induce  them  to  act  as 
they  have  done.  It  is  human  nature, 
and  I  do  not  myself  sneer  at  or  blame 
them  for  the  course  they  are  pursuing. 
I  think  the  Commission  ought  to  contaiQ 
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ier  elements  besideB  ttoae  of  whioh  it 
now  composed.  It  seems  to  me  tliat 
ere  ought  to  be  Members  sitting 
lon  tbat  Commission  representing  the 
bouring  classes  of  our  countrymen. 
Qtil  a  Commission  of  that  Icind  sits 
d  decides  upon  the  policy  vbich  is  to 

I  pursued,  I  have  very  little  hope  that 
e  present  polio;  of  the  Commissionois 

II  be  materially  changed.  Now  Sir, 
rfaaps,  the  Committee  will  permit  me 
say  that  I  fear  there  are  TOry  few  Mem- 
rs  of  this  House,  and  porhaps  I  may 
d  that  there  were  very  few  Members  of 
e  Committee  upstairs,  who  agree  with 
jinregardto  the  application  of  endow- 
3ats.  I  think  that  when  the  Education 
:t  wae  passed,  a  very  serious  mistake 
bs  made.  I  believe  that  school  boards, 
isreyer  they  are  established,  ought  to 
ve  besD  empowered  to  take  posaeesion 
and  to  utilize  for  purposes  of  elemen- 
ry  edncation,  all  the  educational  en- 
wments  to  be  found  in  the  area  within 
lich  they  exercised  jurisdiction,  Un- 
ftunately  that  was  not  done.  The 
icol  boards  were  established,  and  they 
gaa  by  imposing  an  additional  burden 
on  the  ratepayers  in  the  shape  of  a 
te,  and  no  sooner  was  that  effected 
an  the  Commissioners  commenced  to 
allow  up  the  educational  endow- 
snts  of  the  country,  for  purposes 
t  of  elementary  education,  but  of 
gber  education.     In  fact  they  began 

lay  hold  of  those  endowments  which 
)  had  been  told,  prior  to  the  passing  of 
e  Education  Act,  were  sacred  in  their 
.tnre  and  character,  and  that  we  must 
refuUy  respect  the  wishes  of  the  "pious 
under."  However,  from  the  moment 
e  Education  Act  passed  the  wishes  of 
e  "  pious  founder  "  disappeared  from 
jht,  and  the  Charity  Commissioners 
[mediately  commenced  to  swallow  up 
e  endowments  for  the  purposes  men- 
)ned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
jrdesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
isse  Collings).  It  is,  I  fear,  too  late  to 
trace  our  steps ;  but  so  far  as  the  en- 
iwments  that  are  left  in  the  country, 
am  anxious  that  they  should  be  used 
r  the  purposes  of  elementary  education, 
r  which  purpose  they  were  intended  by 
.e  founders.  I  feel  compelled  to  com- 
ain  of  the  conduct  of  the  Charity  Com- 
issioners,  and  in  order  to  justify  my 
atement  that  they  have  one  policy  for 
le  rich  and  another  for  the  poor,  I 
ill  refer  to  two  Epical  cases.     The 
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first  is  the  case  of  St.  Katherino's  Hos- 
pital in  the  Begent's  Park ;  and  the 
other  case  to  which  I  shall  call  attention 
will  be  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmingham.  The  St. 
Katherine's  Hospital  in  the  Begent's 
Park  was  established  in  1148,  on  the 
site  whore  St.  Katherine's  Docks  have 
since  been  built,  or  rather  excavated.  . 
When  the  Dock  Company  took  this  land 
they  paid  the  trustees  £125,000  for  the 
site,  and  built  a  new  hospital  in  the 
Begent's  Park.  I  have  been  at  great 
pains  to  ascertain  the  nature  and  cha- 
racter of  the  duties  which  the  Master 
has  to  discharge.  So  far  as  I  can 
ascertain  he  preaches  some  five  or  six 
times  in  the  year  in  the  chapel  connected 
with  the  Hospital,  and  be  attends  some 
three  meetings  of  the  Chapter  which 
are  held  during  the  year.  He  has  a 
magnificent  house  or  mansion  provided 
for  him  in  the  Park,  in  which  he 
does  not  live.  His  salary  is  £1,200 
a-year,  and  he  receives  in  the  shape  of 
emoluments  £792;  because  he  does  not 
live  in  the  mansion  which  I  have  referred 
to,  but  lets  it  to  somebody  else,  and 
pockets  the  rent.  He  receives  a  total 
therefore  of  £  1, 992,  simply  for  preaching 
five  or  six  sermons  and  attending  five  or 
six  meetings  of  the  Chapter  in  the  course 
of  the  year.  Then  there  are  three 
brethem  and  three  sisters  connected  with 
the  Hospital.  The  brethren  receive 
£300  a-year  each,  and  have  also  a  house, 
which  in  imitating  the  example  of  the 
Master  they  do  not  live,  but  let  for 
£100  a-year  and  pocket  the  rent,  I 
have  heard  these  people  called  pau- 
pers. I  will  not  apply  that  epithet 
to  them ;  but  I  will  say  this,  that  if  a 
poor  man  pursued  such  a  course,  I  think 
it  is  very  likely  that  he  would  be  called 
by  some  such  name.  Then  the  sisters 
also  receive  £200  a-year,  and  have  a 
house  which  some  of  them  let  in  a  simi- 
lar way,  and  pocket  the  proceeds. 
There  are  a  few  scholars  —  boys  and 
girls  who  are  educated  and  clothed, 
but  they  are  comparatively  few.  The 
income  of  the  Hospital  in  1 8S6  amounted 
to  nearly  £7,000  per  annum,  but  since 
then  it  has  very  greatly  increased.  In 
that  year  the  Charity  Commissioners  in- 
stituted an  inquiry  into  the  charity.  The 
facts  that  Ibave  stated  had  become  some- 
what notorious,  and  the  Comraiasionece 
thought  it  was  high  time  to  institute  an 
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inqairf.  Tbejappomted  one  of  their  body 
to  make  the  inveBtigatioii,  and  in  coa- 
eidering  the  matter  this  gentleman 
brought  to  light  the  facte  I  have  stated. 
He  made  a  report  to  faiB  brother  Gom- 
missioners  recommending  certain  re- 
forms, but  from  that  day  to  this,  Sir, 
the  reform  have  never  been  carried  out. 
No  attempt  hae  ever  been  made  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Charity  Oommisaionora.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Minister  for  Sducation,  or  the 
YiceFreBidentoftheCouncilasheiBcalled 
in  this  House,  to  te}l  ns  vrhj  the  recom- 
mendation of  this  Charity  Oommissioner 
to  his  brother  officers  hns  never  been 
given  effect  to,  and  why  this  shameful 
expenditure  of  £  1 ,200  per  annum,  as  well 
astheBumof£799,isstnibeingBwallowed 
up  year  by  year  by  the  Master,  while 
the  other  payments  I  have  mentioned 
still  go  on  year  by  year  unchecked. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  pointed  out  the  course 
which  the  Charit^  Commissioners  pur- 
sued in  regard  to  the  wealthier  dasBes. 
Is  there  a  Member  of  this  House  who 
will  stand  np  in  order  to  justify  the 
continued  ezistenoe  of  such  waste  and 
extravagance  as  goes  on  in  this  hospital 
to  which  I  am  referring  ?  It  cannot  be 
said  that  they  have  not  been  able  to  find 
time  to  carry  out  the  reforms,  but  per- 
haps the  game  was  rather  too  high  for 
them;  there  are,  however,  other  en- 
dowments in  regard  to  which  they  deal 
in  a  very  high-handed  manner.  For  in- 
stance, they  went  down  to  Norfolk  to  a 
place  called  Seaming,  where  they 
found  a  school,  which  had  been  iu  exist- 
ence for  more  than  200  years.  During 
the  whole  of  that  period  the  labourers  in 
the  village  have  enjoyed  the  advantageof 
free  education.  Nobody  asked  the  Com- 
miesioners  to  interfere.  The  Bsv.  Ar- 
thur Jesaop,  who  gave  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  toU  us  that  there  was 
not  a  shadow  of  discontent  in  the  whole 
neighbourhood  or  district  as  to  the  way 
in  which  the  endowment  had  been  ad- 
ministered. From  the  rector  downwards, 
everyone  was  salisfied  with  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  education  given 
in  the  village.  But  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners  thought  otherwise,  and 
they  formulated  no  less  than  three 
schemes.  Those  who  have  read  the 
evidence  taken  upstairs  will  have  noted 
that  wherever  the  Chari^  Oommia- 
sioners  have  formulated  schemes,  they 
paid  little  regard  to  the  wishes  and 
Jfr.  (kmntr 
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wants  of  the  inhabitante  of  the  localities, 
and  that  frequently,  in  op^sition  to 
the  wishes  of  a  large  majority  of  the 
people  in  the  districts,  they  ullimately 
succeeded  in  forcing  their  schemes 
upon  the  people.  This  was  the  case 
in  Seaming;  they  formulated  two 
schemes,  and  ultimately  forced  one  of 
them  upon  the  people,  and  compelled 
those  wretched  labourers,  the  average 
earnings  of  whom  are  something  like  8«. 
a-week,  to  pay  Id.  a-week  in  t^e  shape 
of  school  fees  ;  li.  a-week  is  a  small 
sum,  and  some  hon.  Members  may  be 
inclined  to  sneer  at  it,  and  to  treat  it 
vrith  contempt ;  but,  in  many  instances, 
as  I  learned  from  the  evidence  received 
before  the  Committee,  those  labourers 
have  three,  or  four,  or  five  children  of 
school  age,  so  that  it  is  not  only  Id. 
a-week  that  they  have  to  pay,  but  some- 
times as  muoh  as  6d.  a-week,  and  that 
is  obviously  an  enormous  sum  ont  of 
the  pockets  of  those  poor  people.  When 
we  find  the  Charity  Commissioners  re- 
fusing, in  the  manner  I  have  just  now 
indicated,  to  interfere  with  the  authori- 
ties of  6.  Katherine's  Hospital,  leaving 
untouched  the  funds  of  that  institution, 
and  allowing  them  to  be  swallowed  up 
as  I  have  described ;  and  when  I  find 
them  pursuing  a  course  that  is  full  of 
hardstupB  against  the  poor  labourers 
of  the  village  of  Seaming,  I  feel  that 
hon.    Members  ought   to  endorse  my 

Srotest  against  the  conduct  of  the 
harity  Commissioners,  and  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  JeBse  Gollings)  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £5,000.  I  feel  very  strongly 
on  this  subject,  and  I  cannot  help 
expressing  myself  in  a  strong  man- 
ner. In  conclusion,  I  only  have  to 
say  that  I  hope  the  Members  of  thia 
House  will  read  the  Beport  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Committee,  because  it 
contains  some  exceedingly  valuable  re- 
commendations. If  Members  of  the 
House  will  read  that  Beport  carefully, 
they  will  see  that  reoommendationa  are 
made  by  that  Committeee  to  curtail  the 

giwers  now  exercised  by  the  Charity 
ommiHsioners,  and  they  will  find  that 
the  Committee  recommend  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  compel  the  Commissioners  to 
consult  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the 
people  of  the  various  localities  to  which 
the  schemes  are  to  apply,  that,  in  other 
words,  schemes  shall  not  be  forced  dowa 
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throats  of  the  iiiliabittuita.  The 
given  in  respect  of  these  reoom- 
iatioDB  was  b;  no  means  a  Party 
'.  Both  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
for  Bur;  St.  Edmonds  (Lord  Franois 
rey)  and  the  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
ao  the  Member  for  Kingswinford 
sion  of  Stafford  (Ur.  Staveley  Hill) 
)  their  support  to  the  recommen- 
ODS  I  bave  referred  to,  and  I  hope 
when  the  Vioe  President  of  the 
Qoil(6ir  William  Hart  DjkB)replies, 
he  will  say  whether  there  is 
probability  of  the  recommenda- 
s  of  the  Committee  being  carried  into 

!t.  

i.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan):  I 
3  the  Committee  will  allow  me  to 
:e  a  few  observations  on  this  subject, 
Luse  I  had  the  bononr  of  being  a 
aber  of  the  Uommittea  referred  to, 

I  felt  it  to  he  my  duty  to  give  close 
ntion  both  to  the  t&king  of  endence 

to  the  whole  subject  brought  before 
Committee  for  consideration.  First 
all,  I  desire  to  make  a  remark 
;o  what  has  been  said  about 
herine's  Hospital.  It  is  true  the 
.rity  CommisBioners  sent  an  Inspector 
hat  hospital  to  make  inquiries  ;  but 
I  also  true  that  immediately  after  that 
motion  was  given,  the  authority  of 

Charity  Commission  was  entirely 
erseded  by  a  higher  authoiity;  be- 
se,  under  the  direction  of  the  Lord 
incellor  of  the  day,  other  proceedings 
■e  taken,  the  enoot  of  which  was 
ctically  to  entirely  oust  the  jurisdic- 
1  of  the  Charity  Commission.  The 
trity  Commissionets  are  not  respon- 
le  either  for  the  past  histon  or  the 
sent  state  of  St.  Katherine'e  Hospital, 
dmit  that  the  condition  of  that  insti- 
ion  is  not  satisfactory ;  hut  the 
ledy  rests  elsewhere  and  not  in  any 
^ee  with  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
w,  the  conduot  of  the  Commissioners, 
the  Committee  is  already  aware,  was 
efuUy  investigated  by  a  Select  Com- 
ttee  of  the  House  which  aat  during 
}  years,  and  it  is  only  fair  and  just 

the  Commissioners  that  the  House 
juld  he  reminded  that  the  Kejport  of 
\t  Committee  was  on  the  whole  fa 
le  to  the  Commissioners.  The 
ttee  made  certain  recommendatii 
leliere  all  Committees  do ;  but 
re  that  I  am  within  the  recollect 
Q.  Members  of  the  Committee, 
all  be  supported  by  QentlemsE 
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have  read  onr  Beport  when  I  say  that 
the  general  tendency  of  our  Beport  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  Commiaaioners. 
If  I  may  take  a  solitary  passage  the 
Beport  says — 

That  the  principles  laid  down  by  tho 
ScIiooIb  EniiairT  CommiBsioneTs,  uid  embodied 
in  the  Endowed  Schools  AcU,  vhila  in  some 
respects  thay  muet  ba  modifled  by  altered  cir- 
cumstances and  increased  experieaoe,  are  on 
the  whole  soond  andjnst;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  Oharity  Commisaioners  have  in  their  pro- 
cadure  faithtally  attempted  to  carry  out  those 
principles." 

Now,  I  call  attention  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission,  because 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  con- 
stituted the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
■ion,  that  Commission  is  especially  di- 
rected to  adapt  their  policy  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  previous  Commission. 
I  agree  that  it  is  a  moat  rare  case  in  the  - 
history  of  lenslation  that  a  Commission 
is  appointed  Dy  the  Government  and  the 
House  with  direction  to  carry  out  the 
suggestions  of  a  previous  Commission, 
but  that  direction  is  clearly  set  forth  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  of  1869.  Then  I 
may  make  one  observation  in  passing  on 
the  work  done  by  the  Commission,  (xieai 
complaints  have  been  made  as  to  the 
progress  of  the  Commission.  The  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  say  in  the  present 
year — 

"  The  Commissionera  have  now  got  the  bulk  , 

of  the  educational  endowments  ol  the  country 

well  in  hand.     The  period  within  which  thair 

work  in  framing  echemes  may  come  practically 

iclusion  IB  within  a  calculable  distance." 

That  entirely  disposes  of  much  of  the 
criticism  levelled  against  the  Commis- 
sioners that  they  have  been  slow  in  pro- 
gress and  that  they  have  not.  done  their 
work  satisfactorily.  No  doubt  there  has 
been  some  cessation  of  labour  in  the 
Welsh  counties ;  but  that  ciroumstanoe 
is  owing  to  no  fault  of  the  Commissioners, 
hut  to  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
and  the  action  of  the  country  generally 
in  desiring  to  postpone  educational  re- 
forms in  Wales.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division 
of  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  re- 
I  f  erred   to  scholarships  and  exhibitions. 
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any  particulBT  height  of  emineace  have ' 
occupied  poeitions  of  considerable  infiu- 
ence,  and  have  proved  that  the  eshibi- 
tioQS  and  scholarships  have  not  in  their 
cass  been  wasted.  I  do  not  wish  to  be 
loo  difoursive;  but  I  may  make  some 
allasion,  I  think,  to  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bor- 
desley  Division,  and  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Haggerston  Diviaion  of 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer)  to  the  effect 
that  these  endowments  were  meant  for 
the  poor.  There  is  the  strongest  evidence 
that  whatever  may  have  been  the  case 
in  comparatively  recent  times,  the  old 
endowments  in  most  cases  were  meant 
for  the  inhabitants  generally.  These 
endowmants  were  made  at  a  time  when 
there  was  scarcely  any  education  in  the 
country  worth  naming,  and  the  intention 
of  the  founders  was  to  light  the  lamp  of 
learning  in  dork  districts  by  which  any- 
one waa  welcome  to  be  gaided  and  to 
seek  the  benefit  of  the  illumination.  As 
to  the  swallowing  up  of  the  eodowmenta 
for  the  benefit  of  the  somewhat  wealthy 
olaaaes  upon  which  comment  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Cfentleman  who  pre- 
ceded me,  I  may  remind  the  Committed 
that  there  is  an  express  direction  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
Commissioners  proceed,  that  due  regard 
must  be  had  to  the  interests  of  persons 
who  were  previously  deriving  advantage 
from  the  endowments.  And,  although 
it  is  quite  true  that  there  is  a  recommen- 
dation in  the  Iteport  of  the  Commit- 
tee that  the  words  "  due  regard " 
should  for  the  future  be  considered 
more  liberally  in  favour  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  interpretation  of  those  words 
was  not  made  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, but  by  the  Law  Courts, 
and  that  the  Commissioners  are  abso- 
lutely bound  to  interpret  the  words  ac- 
cording to  the  decisions  of  the  Courts. 
Then,  as  regards  the  complaint  that  the 
working  classes  have  been  excluded  from 
these  endowments,  may  I  remind  the 
Committee  of  one  statement  made  by 
the  Committee  in  their  Beport,  and  that 
is — namely,  "out  of  2,989  scholarships 
and  exfaibitions  in  schools  of  higher 
grades,  1,145  were  held  by  children 
from  the  elementary  schools."  That  is 
to  say,  children  of  the  working  classes 
have  in  that  large  proportion  derived 
advantage  of  absolutely  free  education 
from  these  BcholarahipB  end  endowments, 
Jfr.  F.  8.  Powell 


and  many  others  although  not  having 
the  advantage  of  that  free  education  are, 
nevertheless  receiving  benefits  from  tbe 
endowments  which  the  school  have 
placed  within  their  reach.  Ferhapa  the 
Committee  will  permit  me  to  remind 
them  also  of  this  circumstance.  All 
higher  grade  Bohools  are,  no  doubt, 
dealt  with  by  tbe  Commission ;  bat  the 
great  majority  of  the  schemes  deal 
with  schools  of  a  more  elementary 
class;  so  that  it  is  not  only  the  1,845 
children  who  hold  exhibitions  who  are 
benefited  by  the  schemes,  but  also  all 
children  who  attend  the  elementary 
schools  and  the  higher  grade  schoola 
which  have  been  reformed.  Then,  with 
reference  to  what  the  hon.  Member  said 
as  to  tree  schools,  I  must  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission  were 
highly  adverse  to  free  education.  A 
short  statement  is  made  in  the  Beport  of 
our  Committee  in  respect  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission, 
and  our  summary  is  in  these  words — 

"  Qnituitous  instrGctioD,  «o  f ai  ai  limited  to 
Becondorj  edaoation  at  then  exigting  in  en- 
dowed ichoalB.  if  indiKrimiDat«,  they  regarded 
as  mischievous." 

[Mr.  Cremer  :  Secondary.]  I  am  deal- 
ing rather  with  higher  grade  schools, 
which  really  form  the  great  majority  of 
those  with  which  we  have  to  deal  in  this 
branchof  the  discussion.  The  objection 
made  by  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commission 
amounted  to  this — that  the  endowmeot 
ie  very  soon  exhausted,  and  that  with- 
out the  endowment  there  is  no  stimulus 
to  improvement,  either  on  the  part  of 
the  teacher  or  the  pupil,  and  the  com- 
petition becomes  languid.  We  have 
clear  evidence  that  the  case  of  Seaming 
was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  education 
was  not  intended  to  be  purely  and  wholly 
elementary.  I  shall  not  follow  the  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  (Ur. 
OremerJ  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"  libtr  ;"  but  I  believe  the  word  "lihtr" 
never  meant  absolutely  without  pay- 
ment, that  however  must  remain  a  moot 
Soint.  Tbe  hon.  Uentleman  (Mr.  Jesse 
ollings)  has  referred  to  the  Sutton 
Coldfield  scheme.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
go  into  that  question  in  detail,  because 
I  have  not  the  papers  at  hand  to  enable 
me  to  do  so.  I  may  refer,  however,  to 
the  paragraph  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  which  deals  with  the  subject. 
The  Committee  say — 
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"It  vaa  atiovn,  bowever,  that  tha  originsl 
gift  oontemplated  the  benefit  of  all  clftsaei  ol 
tbe  inhabitants  \  while  the  scheme  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  proposing  to  devote  a  limited 
Khare  of  the  endowmeDU  to  the  pTomotion  of 
the  higher  edacation  ia  the  place,  appropriated 
the  Itu'ger  Mrt  to  the  aappoit  of  uementATj' 
■choola,  and  otherwise  for  the  expresa  benefit 
of  the  poor." 

It  is  thufl  Been  that  tliejpoor  derive  a 
large  advantage ;  indeed,  Ibelieve  that  if 
it  ia  oarefnlly  considered  in  all  its  details 
the  scheme  will  be  found  to  have 
the  most  ample  regard  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  poor.  Then  I  next  come  to 
the  school  at  Kendal,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  by  tho  hon.  Uember,  and 
vhich  was  also  dealt  with  in  tho  Re- 
port of  the  Oommittee.  That  school 
1  happen  to  have  personal  acquaintance 
with,  and  I  am,  therefore,  able  to  speak 
of  it  more  fully  than  I  have  been  able  to 
in  the  other  cases.  What  do  the  Com- 
mittee sayin  reference  to  Kendal  School? 
They  do  not  say  that  the  working  claaaes 
of  Kendal  have  been  injured  by  the 
scheme;  on  tbe  contrary,  the  Oommittee 
say— 

"  This  scheme  li  now  in  aperation,  and  it  is 
found  that  these  prizes  are  won  by  boys  of  tha 
same  elasa  as  those  who  formerly  racoived  the 
benefits  (or  which  scholarships  have  been  sab- 
■tituted." 

One  hon.  Member  of  this  Honse  ia  a 
member  of  the  Trust,  and  I  know  his 
personal  experience  entirely  bears  out 
the  statement  that  tbe  poor  are  not  in- 

i*nred,  bat,  on  the  contrary,  benefited 
ly  the  reforms  made  in  the  Kendal 
School.  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  Oommittee  any  longer.  I 
have  ventured  to  go  through  these  de- 
tails and  lay  down  certain  principles. 
The  details  must  be  more  or  loss  weari- 
some, as  details  always  are;  but  the 
principles,  I  believe,  are  sound.  The 
prindples,  in  a  word,  are  to  make  these 
schools  more  useful  to  the  present  gene- 
ration, to  reform  them  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  adapt  them  to  the  wants  of  the 
time,  to  increase  and  develop  largely 
technioal  edacation  in  connection  with 
them,  and  to  take  care  that  tbe  endow- 
ments so  reformed  are  valuable  to  do- 
serving  children  of  all  classes  of  the 
community. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead):  I 
will  endeavour  to  compress  the  observa- 
tions Iwish  to  make  within  the  smallest 
limits.  There  is  no  doubt  the  Charily 
Oommissioners  are  a  most  unpopular 
body.    There  is  hardly  an  official  body 
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in  the  country  against  whom  it  ia  pos- 
sible, withso  much  ease,  to  raise  aetorm. 
On  ttie  one  hand,  they  are  much  re- 
stricted in  their  action,  owing  to  the 
fewer  of  trustees;  and,  on  the  other 
and,  there  ia  always  the  general  public 
to  complain  of  them  when  they  lean  too 
much  to  the  cause  of  private  interest  and 
not  to  the  general  interests  of  tbe  people. 
Judging  from  the  various  attacks  I  have 
heard  at  difi'erent  times  made  in  this 
House  on  the  Charity  Commissioners,  it 
is  not  quite  clear  that  they  have  positive 
jurisdiction.  In  the  first  instance,  hon. 
Membera  deal  with  charities,  and  then 
they  turn  to  endowed  schools.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  fre- 
quently used  to  make  attacks  upon  the 
Charity  Commissioners  in  regard  to  their 
management  of  charities;  but  he  has 
now  directed  bis  missiles  against  the 
endowed  schools.  This  is  an  illnstra- 
tion  of  how  often  these  matters  get 
mixed  np.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Uie 
Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Oremer)  has  spoken  of  St.  Katherine's 
Hospital.  Those  who  read  newspapers 
form  a  very  vague  and  imperfect  concep- 
tion either  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Oommissionere,  or  of  the  real  bearings 
of  the  extremely  complicated  oases 
which  are  brought  under  notice.  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that,  notwitstanding  the 
hostile  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Jesse  Oollings),  no  great  alteration  in 
the  policy  of  the  Gommissionera  will 
take  place,  and  that  the  views  which  are 
embodied  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  strictly  adhered  to,  I 
must  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite 
fair  to  the  Commission  that  you  should 
raise,  on  the  Estimates,  an  extremely 
vague  and  general  statement  wbiob  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  at  this  hour  of  the 
night  to  investigate.  If  hon.  Members 
are  anxious  to  raise  the  whole  question 
of  the  policy,  why  do  they  not  raise  it 
when  it  can  be  more  regularly  and  satis- 
factorily disposed  of  than  upon  a  Motion 
in  Oommittee  of  Supply  ?  I  must  say 
that  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings)  on  this 
subject  appear  to  be  of  the  most  reac- 
tionary kind.  The  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  reverse,  by  casual  Motions  in  Supply, 
the  whole  course  of  legislation  which 
has  been  pursued  for  the  last  25  years 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
vmich  was  founded  upon  the  Report  of 
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some  of  the  ablest,  moet  powerful,  and 
greatest  intellects  of  this  country.  The 
object  of  tho  Chant;  Commissioaere, 
acting  as  Endowed  School  Commis- 
eioners,  is  gradually  to  raise  the  stan- 
dard of  education,  not  merely  of  the 
middle  classes,  but  also  of  the  worUng 
olasses.  The  classes  are  certainly  not 
clearly  defined  ;  but  the  object  is  gene- 
rally to  raise  the  standard  of  education. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  go  back 
to  the  old  state  of  things,  in  which  a  few 
ohildrau  received  food  and  clothing,  and 
very  unsatisfactoiT  education  perhaps 
at  the  hands  of  the  clergyman  or  the 
parish  beadle.  We  know  that  the  hon. 
Member's  intentions  are  the  very  best; 
but  I  do  not  think  he  can  have  ever 
given  himself  the  trouble  of  reading  the 
Beports.  Being  so  much  occupied  with 
the  interests  of  the  Scotch  crofters,  and 
now  with  Imperial  questions,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  the  hon.  Member  to  devote  his 
energies  to  these  enormous  subjects  and 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners as  well.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if,  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
months,  he  has  a  little  leisure,  he  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  studying  the 
Beports  of  the  former  GommisBions 
OD  this  subject,  andlhope  his  view  may 
be  thereby  somewhat  modified,  At  any 
rate,  I  trust  the  Committee  will  pose 
this  Vote — certainly,  I  shall  take  no 
part  in-bringing  about  its  rejection,. 

Ma.  J.  BOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E) : 
I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  more 
than  a  few  momenta ;  but  I  must  say  I 
differ  entirely  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  Jamss)  in  regard 
to  the  opportunitiea  wo  have  of  dis- 
oussing  the  action  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners. I  should  like  to  have 
brought  before  the  House  the  details  of 
a  scheme  affecting  my  own  borough,  if 
any  opportunity  had  been  afforded  me. 
The  only  opportunity  we  havo  of  dis- 
onsUDg  this  question  seems  to  be  in 
OommittOd  of  Supply.  iMr.  F.  8. 
PowBLi,:  What  chanty  18  it?]  St. 
Luke's.  The  immediate  charge  against 
the  Commissioners  is,  that  they  do  not 
pay  that  respect  to  local  opinion  in 
regard  to  the  administration  of  chari- 
ties which,  I  am  sure,  would  tend  to 
better  administration.  In  the  ease  I 
have  mentioned  there  was  no  charge 
whatever  that  the  charity  had  not  been 
administered  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parish ;  but  when  the 
Mr.  W.  S.  JamM 
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Commissioners  brought  up  their  scheme 
it  was  seen  that  they  entirely  altered  the 
qualifications  of  tho  persons  who  were 
to  have  the  administration  of  the 
charity.  The  qualification  of  the  few 
representative  trustees  provided  was 
fixed  BO  high  as  virtually  to  disqualify 
all  persons  resident  in  the  parish  itself. 
When  wo  went  before  the  Commiasionera 
and  stated  our  case  to  them  they  modi- 
fied tho  scheme  a  little ;  but  we  could 
not  got  them  to  reduce  the  qualification 
to  such  a  level  as  would  enable  persons 
resident  in  the  parish  to  be  trustees  for 
the  admiuietration  of  their  own  charity. 
I  think  that  the  sooner  we  take  the 
whole  of  these  charities  out  of  the 
hands  of  a  centralized  body  the  better 
it  will  be.  X  differ  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Uateehead  entirely ;  it  may  be 
going  back ;  but  I  am  prepared  to  go 
back.  I  do  not  believe  in  a  central 
body  having  the  administration  of  parish 
charities.  I  notice  that  charities  gradu- 
ally disappear  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
working  claases,  and  are  absorbed  by  the 
middle  and  upper  classes.  All  our  best 
educational  endowments  have  disap- 
peared; and  I  should  like  to  know  what 
opportunities  there  are  for  those  who 
rise  from  the  ranks  to  get  the  full 
benefit  of  such  charities  now.  It  is 
not  for  me  to  go  into  many  details ;  but 
the  case  of  one  charity  recurs  to  my 
mind  now.  I  should  like  to  know  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  F.  8.  Powell) 
some  particulars  concerning  the  Wells 
Chari^  in  Hoxton.  Will  he  tell  us 
whether  the  people  of  the  neighbour- 
hood are  getting  the  full  benefit  of  the 
increased  value  of  that  charity  ?  I 
intend  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  ColUngs)  into 
the  Lobby,  as  a  protest  gainst  the  way 
in  which  the  Charity  CommisBionera 
ignore  tho  local  opinion  in  the  framing 
of  all  their  schemes. 

Ma.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
beg  to  move  that  you  do  report  Pro- 
gress, Mr.  Chairman. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Simttr.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  venture  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee.  We 
have  been  diBOuBBing  this  Vote^now  for 
an  hour,  and  I  think  we  have  made  con- 


>v  Google 


aupftj/—Cwil  {JvLY  19,  16671  Strviet  SttimatM.  1463 

make  hia  Btatement;  but  kb  the  hon. 
Q«ntiUinan  the  Member  for  the  Bor- 
desley  DiTision  of  Binuingham  (Hr. 
Jesae  CoUinge]  introduced  on  important 
Bubject  upon  the  Vote,  it  appeared  to 
the  Qoremment  deairable  that  the  ques- 
tion vhioh  had  been  raised  ehonld  be 
ooncladad  at  once  b;  the  Committee. 
Under  tlieae  drcamstances,  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  the  Vote  should 
be  disposed  of  now,  and  that  the  state- 
ment of  mj  right  hon.  Friend  in  r^aitl 
to  technical  education  should  be  post- 
poned till  to-morrow , 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
There  is  a  Bill  of  a  very  important  oha- 
racter  referring  to  Scotland  to  come  on 
to-night — the  £arlier  Closing  Bill.  I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  Qoyemment 
intend  to  take  that  measure  F 

Ma.  8T0RT-MASKELTNE  (Wilts, 
Crioklade)  :  I  hope  the  Oovermnent  will 
listen  to  this  appeal  from  Member*  on 
both  eidcB  of  the  House.  This  is  an  im- 
portant qnestion,  and  it  appears  to  be 
taking  a  much  wider  scope  by  the  man* 
ner  in  which  it  is  being  treated,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  pity  if  we  were  to 
hurry  over  it.  The  question  baa  been 
threshed  out  in  two  Sessions  by  as  hard 
working  a  Committee  aa  I  ever  sat  on, 
and  I  think  that  hon.  Qentlemen  who 
have  not  read  the  Bcport  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  do  BO,  and  should  oome 
down  here  charged  with  the  reaalta 
which  the  Committee  arrived  at.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  if  we  oontiuue  the  di»- 
cuaaion  it  will  be  very  late  before  we 
reach  the  other  aubj  ect  which  is  to  come 
before  the  House.  I  do  hope  that  even 
now  the  Oovemment  will  relent,  and 
will  allow  US  to  have  a  short  disouasion 
on  this  Vote  on  some  other  occasion. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  would  add  my  appeal  to  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  I  regard  it 
as  of  great  importance  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Vice  Freaident  of  the  Council 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  on  this  subject 
should  be  made  at  an  hour  at  which  it 
can  be  reported.  The  question  is  creat- 
ing the  greatest  amount  of  interest 
throughout  the  country.  It  has  been 
the  subject  of  a  Select  Committee,  that 
Seleot  Committee  has  sat  for  two  Ses- 
sions ;  and,  under  the  dicomatances,  it 
is  mostimportsnt  that  the  debate  should 
come  on,  or  should  be  continued  at  a 
time  when  the  public  will  have  a  chanoe 
of  knowing  aomething  about  it. 
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siderable  progress.  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  consent  to  dispose  of  the  Tote 
DOW.  When  we  have  disposed  of  it  we 
shall  be  very  glad  to  report  Progress. 
Having  regara  to  the  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  the  very  large  amount  of  work 
which  remains  to  be  done,  I  bust  the 
Committee  will  accede  to  my  request. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  If  there  iras  any  chance  of 
finishing  the  disouasion  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  to-night,  I  should  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  I 
know  there  are  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
extremely  anxious  to  speak  upon  this 
Vote,  and  to  hear  the  opiniou  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke).  I  think  that,  on  the 
whole,  if  the  Government  would  consent 
to  report  Frogresa  now  they  would  be 
acting  in  aocordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Considering  the 
time  of  year,  and  that  it  ia  now  only 
half-past  12  o'clock,  and  that  we  have 
been  considering  the  Tote  for  some 
time,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) will,  on  reflection,  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  scarcely  reasonable  to  report 
Progress  now.  I  fully  admit  the  im- 
portance of  the  Tote  and  the  interest  of 
the  question;  but  in  view  of  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  we  have 
arrived,  and  the  necessity  we  are  under 
to  make  progress  with  Public  Business, 
I  trust  we  shall  be  allowed  to  proceed. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  scarcely 
anderEtands  the  appeal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Lubbock).  There  is 
an  impression  on  this  aide  of  the  House 
that  ttie  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
intends  to  introduce  to-night  his  Bill  for 
the  promotion  of  technical  education. 
[Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  :  To-morrow.J  We 
did  not  understand  that.  If  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  is  to  be  postponed 
till  to-morrow  we  shall  be  glad  to  know 
at  what  hour  t^-morrow  it  is  likely  to 
oome  on ;  some  of  ns  have  attended  to- 
night in  the  hope  of  hearing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke). 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Nearly  an  hoar 
ago  the  Committee  were  engaged  in  the 
consideration  of  this  Tote,  and  it  was 
then  suMested  that  Progress  should  be 
reported,  in  order  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  William  Hart  Pyke)  might 
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Mb.  "W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  no  desire  I     Mb.  W.   H.   SMITH:    I  have  not 


to  place  myself  in  opposition  to  thi 
general  desire  of  the  Committee;  but  I 
Utiak  it  would  be  a  fair  compromise  if 
this  debate  is  adjourned,  that  my  rig;lit 
hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  should  proceed  with  his  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  When  f 

Mb.  W.  H.  8UITH:  To-night.  If 
the  Committee  agrees  that  Progress 
should  be  reported  on  this  particular 
Tote,  then  m;  right  hon.  Fnend  will 
proceed  with  the  Bill  for  Technical 
lastruction,  and  mabe  his  statement. 
[CVm*  of  "Agreed!"!  Then  I  will 
more  that  jon,  Sir,  report  Progress. 

Mb.  H.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  Ac.): 
The  Scottish  Members  desire  that  their 
Bill  should  be  brought  on  at  a  reason- 
able time.  Does  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man desire  the  Scottish  Business  to  go 
on  at  Buch  an  hour  that  it  cannot  he  dis- 
cussed? 

Dr.  CAMERON  (QUbkow,  College) : 
The  Scotch  Bill  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  is  a  Private  Member's  Bill, 
but  it  was  the  eubjeot  of  the  conference 
of  Scotch  Members  yesterday.  At  the 
conference  it  was  agreed,  with  the  con- 
carrenoe  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  who  vaa 
present,  that  it  was  desirable  to  have  the 
one  question  involved  in  it,  about  which 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion,  settled 
as  soon  as  possible.  The  result  is,  that 
all  the  Scotch  Members  are  here  to  ex- 
press their  views  on  the  matter,  and  I 
believe  that  manjr  more  Members  are 
present  to  give  expression  to  the  opinions 
they  entertain  upon  the  subject;  There 
is  a  large  number  of  Members  interested 
in  these  matters  who  have  come  down 
especially  to  express  their  views.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Pbuae  knows  very  well  that  I  myself 
have  always  endeavoured  to  act  in  the 
way  he  suggests — that  I  have  always 
used  every  endeavour  to  advance  the 
Business  of  the  House ;  but  I  must  say 
that  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  conve- 
nience to  a  section  of  the  Members  oi 
this  House,  who  do  not  often  intrude 
their  views  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  are  always  prepared  to  meet  him  in 
every  way,  if  he  would  not  throw  back 
the  diBduBsion  upon  this  Earlier  Closing 
Bill.  It  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  have  the  debate  on  the  Cbarity  Com- 
mission postponed,  rather  than  take 
any  long  discussion  on  the  matter,  and 
then  proceed  with  the  Scotch  Bill. 


Luything  of  the  hon.  Member's 

Sopcaal  until  this  moment.  The  boD. 
ember  must  be  aware  that  it  ie  neces- 
sary for  the  Government  to  go  on  with 
Government  Orders  of  the  Day.  I  think 
it  is  only  reasonable  that  we  should  b« 
allowed  to  report  Progress,  in  order  that 
we  should  take  the  Bilt  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  dealing  with  technical  educa- 
tion. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  moved  to  report 
Progress  because  we  have  got  some 
Scotch  Business  lower  down  on  the 
Paper  to  discuss  to-night.  Now,  I  have 
to  complain  very  etroDgly  of  the  way  in 
which  the  Government  treats  Scotch 
Business.  It  is  intolerable  that  we 
should  be  brought  here,  and  kept  here, 
until  2  o'clock  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing—  morning  after  morning  —  never 
knowing  when  our  Business  is  to  come 
on.  Here  we  are,  in  large  numbers  to- 
night, waiting  for  Scotch  Business ;  and 
we  do  not  even  yet  know  when  it  is 
likely  to  be  taken.  I  cannot  consent  for 
a  moment  to  Progress  being  reported  in 
order  that  Government  measures  ahould 
be  taken.  I  cannot  consent  to  the  under- 
standing that  the  block  should  not  apply 
to  Government  Bills  ;  and  if  a  Division 
is  demanded,  I  shall  go  into  the  Lobby 
against  the  Government. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  do  not  desire  to 
see  the  time  of  the  House  wasted;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  ban.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  op- 
posite whether  it  is  likely  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Yice  President  of  the  Council  in  Intro- 
duciug  his  Bill  will  be  a  very  long 
one? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  :  Well,  if  that  is  the 
case,  I  think  the  beat  course  we  could 
adopt  would  be  to  allow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  make  his  state- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  egriti,  lo. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  ait  again  To-morrow. 

TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 

UOTIOH   fob    L£AVE.     fibst   bbabiho. 

[adjournbd  debate.} 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Question  [IBth  July],  "  That 

leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  fadli- 
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tato  the  Proriraon  of  Toebnical  Instruc- 
tion." 
QueetioB  again  piopoaed. 

Debate  retunud. 

The  "VICE  PHESIDENT  oj  thb 
COUNCIL  FOE  EDUCATION  {Sir  Wil- 
UAU  Habi  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  In 
the  obserrationa  I  am  about  to  make,  I 
shall  eadeavour  to  be  as  concise  as  pos- 
uble,  b«causQ  I  know  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  waiting  to  deal  with  other  im- 
portant matters,  and  it  does,  I  confess, 
appear  to  me  that  I  am  gnil^  of  some- 
thing like  cruelty  at  this  time  of  the 
Session,  considering  all  we  hare  gone 
through  and  with  the  labonrs  still  before 
OS,  in  introducing  to  you  fresh  matter  of 
legislation.  But,  however,  I  da  venture 
to-plead  this  in  extenuation — namely, 
that  the  topic  I  have  introduced  to  the 
House  is  not  only  not  a  new  topic,  but 
)8  one  which  has  for  a  long  time  stirred 
Qp  amongst  the  artizan  classes  in  this 
country  a  considerable  amount  of  feeling. 
When  I  say  that  it  is  no  new  subject,  I 
Tenture  to  allude,  for  one  moment,  to 
the  vast  voluntary  efforts  which  have 
already  been  made  with  regard  to 
technical  iDBtniction.  And,  Sir,  if  I 
am  asked  why  it  is  I  am  asking  the 
House  to  supplement  by  legislation  all 
that  has  been  done,  I  reply  that  it  is 
because  I  believe  in  the  reality  of  this 
movement,  and  because,  for  many  years, 
I  believe  Uiat  not  only  amongst  the  aiti- 
£aa  classes,  but  amongst  our  large  em- 
ployers of  labour  in  industrial  centres, 
it  has  been  recognized  that  although  all 
the  commercial  depression  we  are  suSer- 
inff  from  may  not  arise  from  lack  of 
technical  and  commercial  education  in 
this  country,  yet  some  part  of  it  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  foreign  and  Continental 
nations  have  had  great  advantages  over 
us  in  regard  to  the  technical  training 
and  special  industrial  training  they  have 
had  for  their  youths.  They  have  for 
years  past  outstripped  us  in  this  race, 
and  have  gained  very  material  advan- 
tage thereby.  I  am  encouraged  to  hope 
that  these  propotals  I  am  about  to  sub- 
mit will  meet  with  some  acceptance  from 
the  House;  and  if,  by  these  proposals, 
we  enable  the  best  material  which  ts 
now  turned  out  by  our  schools  to  con- 
tinue longer  in  their  school  life,  and  to 
start  into  some  new  educational  groove 
for  the  benefit  of  themselves  and  of  the 
industrial  localities  in  which  tbay  lire, 
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and  far  the  benefit  also  of  the  commu- 
nity at  large,  I  think.  Sir,  I  may  ven- 
ture  to  urge  that  the  time  of  the  House 
witl  not  be  wasted  in  discussing  Bnch 
proposals.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  it  maybe  nidged  that,  as  I  have  not 
long  h^  my  present  Office,!  am  rather 
rash  in  introducing  this  subject,  and 
etitl  more  so  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
Soyal  Commission  has  been  sitting  for 
some  time  considering  this  great  educa- 
tional question.  But  I  thii^  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  this  is  some- 
what outside  the  question  which  the 
Commission  which  is  now  sitting  is  in- 
quiring into.  There  was  a  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Technical  Education  which 
reported  la  1664.  That  Commission, 
which  I  am  only  just  alluding  to,  let  in 
a  flood  of  light  on  this  question  of  tech- 
nical inatructiou,  and.  Sir,  I  should  like 
for  one  instant  to  refer  to  their  special 
recommendations  as  regards  this  country. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  that  Commis- 
sion extended  its  labours  to  Continental 
countries,  and  conducted  an  exhaustive 
inquiry  in  connection  with  this  subject. 
Well,  Sir,  this  Commission  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  our  treatment  of  the  educa- 
tional question  and  its  treatment  in 
other  countries.  They  also  pointed  out 
that,  with  the  exception  of  France,  there 
was  no  European  country  of  the  first 
rank  that  has  an  Imperial  Budget  for 
eduoational  purposes  comparable  to  our 
own ;  and  they  further  pointed  out  that 
with  reference  to  exisUng  educationsl 
institutions  in  this  country — alluding  to 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  at 
South  Kensington — they  will  not  alone 
accomplish  the  objects  aimed  at,  and 
that  the  localities  must  depend  more 
than  they  have  done  hitherto  on  their 
own  special  exertions.  I  am  fortified, 
also,  by  the  statement  of  Mr.  Foreter,  in 
1878,  when  moving  his  large  Budget. 
He  said  he  desired  to  have  a  margin  in 
the  matter  of  expense.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  grant  for  education  then 
was  as  high  as  could  be  given  for 
such  putposes,  and  that  if  they  went 
further  they  would  be  doiug  out  of  the 
Imperial  taxes  what  ought  to  be  under- 
taken by  local  resources.  There  are 
two  authorities  in  support  of  one  of  the 
principles  of  this  Bil£— two  authorities 
agreeing  in  the  view  that  the  onus  of 
such  a  measure  as  this  should  be  borne 
by  local  resources.   I  may  quote  further 
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from  the  B«poii  of  the  Commlssian  in 
Mferenoe  to  the  adriaability  of  intro- 
ducing technical  inatrnotion  into  the 
Bohools.  The  Gommiasion  said,  amongst 
other  matters,  that  already,  in  Man- 
ohester,  Sheffield,  Birmingham,  and 
several  of  our  large  oentres,  a  consider- 
able step  had  already  been  made  in  this 
direotioii,  and  they  ask  this  very  per- 
tinent qneetion — 
"If  wa    introduoe    needleworlc   into    giria' 


uutruotion  in  boya'  Kshoola  ?  " 


I  will  not  qnote  further  from  that  Be- 

r)rt  except  in  so  far  as  this — that  before 
touch  on  the  details  of  my  Bill,  I  will 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that,  as  the 
result  of  the  vast  inquiries  made  by  the 
Commission,  they  recommend,  amongst 
other  things,  that  rudimentary  drawing 
should  be  continued  throughout  the 
Standards,  and  that  instruction  should 
be  given  in  the  use  of  tools  for  working 
in  wood  and  iron  after  school  hours. 
That  may  be  done  under  this  Bill,  and 
they  make  certain  recommendations 
with  regard  to  object  lessons.  I  do 
not  take  such  a  sanguine  view  of  the 
proposals  I  have  to  make  to  the  House 
as  to  think  that  they  will  carry  out  all 
the  recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
misaion.  My  proposals  are  these — to 
enable  the  Local  Authorities  to  rate  for 
the  establishment  of  technical  aohoola, 
or  to  assist  in  the  establishment  of  tech- 
nical schools,  and  also  to  give  Local 
Authorities  power  to  supplement  exist- 
ing teaching  in  public  elementary  school  a 
by  technical  inBtmotion,  whether  by  day 
or  evening  classes.  There  will  also  be 
a  proposal  iu  the  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
ratepayers,  to  whom  the  power  of  vetoing 
anypropoaal  under  the  Bill  will  bo  given. 
Before  the  Bill  comes  into  operation 
the  ratepayers  will  be  consulted,  and 
in  certain  circumstances  a  poll  may 
be  demanded.  We  propose  that  the 
Bill  should  be  administered  by  the 
Science  and  Art  Department — that  is  to 
say,  that  it  should  be  administered  sub- 
ject to  the  directorate  of  that  Depart- 
ment. We  also  propose  that  the  Bill 
should  have  its  limitation,  that  no 
scholar,  until  he  has  reached  the  Sixth 
Standatd,  should  come  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill,  and  we  propose,  further, 
that  the  Local  Authorities  that  admin- 
ister the  ;Bill  should  be  the  School 
Boards,  where  they  exist,  and  where 
they  do  not  exist,  the  Town  Ooonoils. 
Sir  WiUiamSartLykt 


I  should  like,  if  I  am  not  detaining 
the  House  too  long,  to  say  one  or 
two  words  further  with  regard  to  these 
proposals.  I  should  like  to  allude 
to  Clause  4 — and  here  I  think  I 
shall  be  met  with  something  like  gene- 
ral agreement  when  I  urge  that  if 
there  is  anything  essentially  unpopu- 
n  this  country  at  the  present  time  it 
is  the  rating  power.  We  all  dislike 
rates,  and  I  think,  therefore,  in  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind,  if  you  are  to  got  a  fair 
chance  of  success,  you  must  be  careful  to 
show  not  only  that  the  ratepayer  baa 
some  adequate  protection,  but  also  that 
it  woold  be  valuable  if  we  could  show 
that  the  Bit!  is  essentially  a  cheap  Bill 
ao  far  as  its  working  is  concerned,  and 
that  great  consideration  in  some  respects 
is  shown  to  the  ratepayers  in  regard  to 
the  actual  expenses  which  this  Bill  may 
inflict.  In  the  first  place.  Clause  4,  which 
I  may  call  the  operative  clause  of  the 
Bill,  enables  Local  Authorities  to  pro- 
vide technical  schools.  Well,  it  is 
obvious  that  that  provision  would  involve 
building,  and  I  should  like  to  point  out 
to  the  House  for  one  moment  a  further 
sub-seclion  under  this  Clause  4.  The 
nest  sub-section  under  this  clause 
enables  two  Local  Authorities  to  com- 
bine with  each  other  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  a  technical  school  common 
to  any  one  district  or  to  two  or  more 
local  bodies.  It  is  obvious  to  us  that 
this  will  enable  a  system  of  combination 
to  be  adopted  which  will  prove  a  great 
saving  to theratepayers;  and,  further,  the 
next  subsection  provides  that  the  Local 
Authorities  may  contribute  towards  the 
maintenance  or  provision  of  any  tech- 
nical school  which  has  been  established 
by  any  other  Local  Authority.  I  believe 
that  that  sub-section  will  also  conduce 
to  great  saving.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
it  is  worded  correctly  as  it  at  present 
stands ;  but  it  is  intended  to  enact  that, 
as  in  many  instances  is  the  cose  under 
the  Public  Libraries'  Act,  the  Local 
Authorities  should  be  empowered  to 
levy  rates  for  the  purpose  of  supple- 
menting any  existing  institution.  These 
provisions  I  think  the  House  will  admit 
are  provisions  which  will  enable  the  Bill 
to  be  worked  cheaply.  Iu  the  first  place, 
they  allow  combinations,  which,  of  course, 
must  be  combinations  as  to  the  incidence 
of  the  rate;  but  there  is  a  further  sub- 
section of  theBill,  which  I  wish,  however, 
to  allude  to — namely,  Sub-section  D — 
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irhioli  onables  the  Local  Authority  to 
make  snoli  arrangetueuta  ea  it  may  deem 
necessary  or  expedientfor  supplemeutiiig 
by  technical  teaching  the  inetmotiou  at 
present  given  in  our  elementary  schools. 
This  I  oonaider  one  of  the  most  Taluable 
proTisionB  in  theBilL  It  will  enable  a 
couree  of  teohnioal  education  to  be  at 
once  ^ven  without  saddling  the  tax- 
payers with  expenditure  for  building;  it 
will  enable  erening  classes  to  be  held  in 
any  elementary  day  school  receiving  a 

Sant  from  the  Department  at  White- 
11.  This  proposal  will,  I  think,  be 
found  most  valuable  for  saving  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers.  Then  let  me 
refer  for  an  instant  to  the  limitation  of 
the  Bill  to  children  in  the  Sixth  Standard . 
I  think  all  those  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion of  education  will  admit  that  at  first 
we  should  wish  this  Bill  to  apply  to  the 
pick  of  our  scholars,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  the  best  and  surest  test  of  the  mea- 
sure that  it  should  be  so  applied.  It 
will  obviously  be  an  advantage,  before 
we  apply  the  technical  education  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill,  that  a  good  founda- 
tion in  general  education  should  be  laid 
in  each  individual  case.  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  admit  that  this  limitation  as  to 
Standard  VI.  does  considerably  reetriot 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  From  the 
number  who  stand  at  Standard  VI.  and 
those  who  have  reached  Vn.,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  deduct  a  large  propor- 
tion of  girls,  for  it  is  fair  to  assume  that 
much  of  the  instruction  given  will  be 
limited  to  boys.  We  must  also  take  out 
a  considerable  number  of  scholars  who 
tave  passed  Standard  VI.,  and  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  instruction  at  South  Ken- 
sington  in  science  and  art.  This  does 
very  much  restrict  the  number  to  wbich 
this  Bill  will  at  first  apply.  Hero  I 
must  allude  for  an  instant  to  the  ques- 
tion of  instruction  in  agriculture.  I  am 
free  to  admit  that  as  the  Bill  is  drawn — 
as  it  now  stands — it  would  extend  very 
little  instruction  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses. But  the  Bill  is  capable  of  con- 
siderable development,  and  when  the 
new  Local  Authority  under  the  new 
Local  Government  Bill  is  establisfaed, 
I  believe  by  the  sub-section  that  applies 
to  the  combination  of  Local  Authorities 
for  the  purpose  of  technical  instruction, 
indeed  it  is  obvious  that  under  this  sub- 
section agricultural  instruction  may  be 
afforded  nnder  the  Bill.  And  now  I 
must  aUude  for  an  instant  to  ftnothn 


point— the  question  of  ratiug.  I  have 
chosen— naturally  chosen — as  the  rating 
authority,  the  School  Board  authority, 
and,  as  I  have  stated,  where  that 
authority  does  not  exist,  the  TownOonncU 
will  be  the  rating  authority.  I  have 
proposed,  as  I  have  said  in  the  Bill,  to 
usert  a  provision  that  when  a  Local 
Authority  passes  a  resolution  to  estab- 
lish a  techmcal  school,  then  50,  or  a  third, 
of  the  ratepayers  may  demand  that  a 

EoU  on  the  question  shall  be  taken ;  and 
ere  I  am  at  once  met  with  a  difficulty 
as  regards  the  Metropolis.  I  think  it 
would  be  wrong  to  bruig  into  existence 
the  enormous  voting  power  of  the  Ue- 
tropolis  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill,  nor 
do  I  believe  it  would  work  well.  Just 
as  in  the  Education  Bill  of  1870  London 
was  exceptionally  treated,  so  I  propose 
it  should  be  exceptionally  treated  in  this 
Bill.  Of  course,  I  shall  be  asked  how  I 
propose  to  protect  the  ratepayers  of  the 
Metropolis  as  regards  ratmg  expendi- 
ture 7  Well,  I  have  bad  placed  before 
me  a  proposal  carefully  drawn  up  by 
the  vice  Chairman  of  the  London 
School  Board — my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Evesham  Division  of 
Worcester  (Sir  Bichard  Temple)— « 
proposal  which  bos  been  considered  and 
approved  by  the  present  Ohairman  of 
the  London  School  Board.  That  pro- 
posal is  nothing  more  or  less  tbon 
that  contained  ia  Sub-section  Dof  Clause 
4  for  supplementing  exisling  elemen- 
tary instruction  by  technical  instructioo. 
From  all  I  can  gather,  I  believe  tbis 
proposal  ia  popular  with  tho  London 
School  Board,  and  with  those  they  repre- 
sent. After  all  it  is  these  that  ought  to 
be  consulted,  and  it  ia  for  Bepreaenta- 
tives  of  London  constituencies  (o  aay  if 
they  will  accept  tbia,  aubject  to  the 
andertaking  that  this  policy  alone  shall 
be  carried  out  by  the  Lcm'lon  Sob<'>')l 
Board  until  the  next  elections  In  No- 
vemher.  This  would  securely  safeguaril 
the  interest*  of  the  Metropolitan  ratO' 
payers.  I  am  aiuured  by  t)to  )um. 
Baronet  the  Member  frfr  Kvitsbam,  aa 
regards  his  scheme,  that  it  would  involve 
no  extra  charge  tor  building  uptm  tli» 
ratepayers;  expenditurewiJlhti  reduced 
to  a  mmimum.  I  am  prepared  to  cni- 
ault  with  hon.  Membera  ttn  MatrofKriftan 
const! tuenuiea,  who  must  bo  c'irisi'W«<l 
in  tbia  matter,  and  if  they  ax  domarid, 
thinking  that  further  a«urity  iut  the 
ratepftyera  ia  Beceswiy,  of  otrurae  it  will 
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be  poiaible,  in  deference  to  tlteir  vish, 
to  insert  an  additional  clause  tliat  no 
action  shall  be  taken  until  after  the  next 
Bobooi  Board  elections.  Bat  I  believe 
it  would  be  a  mistake  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind.  I  believe  that  the  interests 
of  the  ratepayers  and  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  working  olasaea  may  be  safely 
trasted  to  the  provision  of  the  Vice 
Ohairman  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
Then,  I  shall  be  ashed  this  qneation,  and 
I  diink  a  very  pertinent  one.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  a  vast  amount  of  volun- 
tarv  effort  has  already  been  expended 
in  tbe  cause  of  technicoJ  instruction,  and 
I  may  be  asked — "  If  you  once  establish 
the  prinoiple  of  rating,  do  you  not 
thereby  lessen  the  amount  of  voluntary 
effort  ?"  I  believe  we  shall  do  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  this  for  several  reasons. 
I  believe  thie  measure  will  be  essentially 

fopularamongtheworkingelaBeas;  and 
believe,  further,  it  is  impossible  to 
check  voluntary  effort  in  a  cause  such  as 
this  by  supplementing;  these  efforts  from 
the  rates,  for  I  believe  that  those  who 
are  spending  money  voluntarUy  for  this 
are  doing  it  in  a  cause  they  know  to  be 
the  best  one  in  which  they  can  spend 
their  money,  and  where  for  all  the 
money  spent  mora  than  compound  inte- 
rest will  be  paid  in  the  result.  There 
are  numerous  instances  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  Only  the  otber  day  I  noticed 
that  in  Lambeth  the  Public  Libraries 
Act  was  adopted  by  a  vote  of  the  inhabi- 
tants. What  was  the  result  there  of 
adopting  the  principle  of  rating  ?  I 
notice  tnat  at  the  concluding  meeting, 
which  the  result  of  the  first  made  neces- 
sary, and  when  arrangements  had  to 
be  made  for  applying  the  new  system  of 
rating;,  the  first  announcement  made  by 
the  hen.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness 
(Mr.  Caine),  who  occupied  the  chair, 
was  that  he  was  glad  to  state  that  a 
friend  of  his  had  not  only  given  the 
ground  for  the  new  library,  but  had 
undertaken  the  whole  building  at  his 
own  coat.  Numerous  other  instaDcee  of 
the  same  kind  have  come  under  my 
notice.  Therefore,  1  do  not  think  that 
in  establishing  a  rating  power  under  this 
Bill  we  shall  check  voluntary  effort  in 
any  sensible  degree.  One  more  point  I 
have  to  deal  with,  that  is  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Bill.  We  propose  that 
the  Bill  shall  be  administered  by  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South 
Keneington.  I  have  been  anxious  that 
Sir  mUitm  Sort  DyU 


the  Bill  sfaould  be  bo  administered,  be- 
cause I  think  that  there  we  have  a 
Department  whose  educational  capacity 
has  been  thoroughly  well  tested.  I  know 
that  among  some  hon.  Members  the  De- 
partment is  talked  of  as  rather  au 
expensive  toy.  Now,  I  am  anxious,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  the  House 
should  be  put  in  the  poaition  of  know- 
ing what  the  annual  expenditure  is 
at  South  Kensington,  as  regards  admi- 
nistrative expenditure,  and  its  results. 
With  the  leave  of  the  House  1  will  lay 
on  the  Table  a  document  I  have  had 
prepared,  showing  for  the  last  five 
years,  in  a  concise  form,  what  the 
actual  expenditure  at  South  Kensington 
has  been  as  regards  the  administra- 
tion and  conduct  of  the  Department, 
and  the  actual  expenditure  as  regards 
results.  Hon.  Members  will  be  surprised 
when  they  see  how  vast  an  increase  there 
has  been  as  regards  payments  by  results 
and  how  small  the  increase  in  admins- 
trative  expenditure.  I  do  not  say  but 
that  the  strictest  economy  should  b«  pur- 
sued in  this  Department ;  and,  having 
said  as  much,  I  should  like  the  House 
to  bear  with  me  for  two  minutes  while 
I  read  the  account  of  what  the  Depart- 
ment is  now  doing  as  regards  science 
and  art  instruction  in  the  country. 
During  the  season  of  1886-7  there  were 
1,936  schools,  or  ssparate  institutioaa, 
in  which  instruction  was  given  in  one  or 
more  branches  of  science,  and  6,976 
classes  in  different  branches  of  science. 
At  the  May  Examination  127,900  papers 
were  sent  up.  I  should  like  to  give  one 
more  instance  in  regard  to  chemical  in- 
struction to  show  the  vast  strides  made 
in  soientifio  education  in  the  country. 
Inchemistry,  21,085  papers  were  worked 
for  examination  by  the  Department.  It 
shows  the  vast  change  that  has  been 
made  when  I  say  that  about  30  yeara 
ago  there  were  only  one  or  two  places 
existing  where  students  could  obtain 
laboratoi^  instruction,  and  that  only  at 
very  high  fees.  The  Royal  College  of 
Chemistry  was  started  in  1845,  and 
another  institution  of  a  like  type  was 
started,  I  believe,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leeds  (Sir 
Lyon  Flayfair),  in  Craig's  Court,  about 
the  same  time.  Now  there  are  234 
chemical  laboratories  in  connection  with 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  where 
students  can  obtain  laboratory  instrtio- 
tion  at  very  low  fees.    There  were  no 
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leu  than  4,257  separato  bencbes  at  the 
last  esaminationB  for  the  acoommodBtion 
ot  16,155  oandidates  who  were  exa- 
mined ia  tbat  branch  of  Bcienca.  I  will 
not  go  further  into  this  topic ;  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  not  for  a  moment 
would  I  hare  thought  ot  putting  the 
administration  nnder  this  Department  if 
I  did  not  thoroughly  believe  in  its 
ability  to  conduct  every  detail  and  cany 
out  Uie  work  with  economy  and  effi- 
ciency. I  thank  the  House  for  its  at- 
tention to  these  somewhat  desultory 
remarka-  I  do  not  think  I  need  again 
go  through  the  provisiona  of  the  Bill — I 
tbink  I  have  explained  them.  All  I  wish 
to  urge  is  this,  that  as,  happily,  this 
question  cannot  be  tortured  into  a  Party 
qaestion  by  any  possibility,  it  ia  one  that 
plainly  interests  all ;  and  although  I  do 
not  submit  the  Bill  as  one  that  covers 
all  the  gronnd  that  hon.  Members  wish 
to  see  covered  on  this  difficult  question 
of  technical  education,  yet  I  do  believe 
it  ia  a  Bill  that  will  do,  and  quickly  do, 
an  enormous  amount  of  good  as  regards 
the  industrial  population.  If  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  that  provide  for  a 
system  of  continuity  of  schools,  that 
enable  a  child,  instead  of  going  away 
from  eohool  into  idleness,  if  that  and  the 
provision  for  evening  classes  were  the 
only  cl&uses  in  the  Bill,  these  alone 
would  make  the  Bill  worthy  of  the 
serious  consideration  and  support  of  the 
House.  Of  course,  I  am  perfectly  well 
aware  it  is  not  a  perfect  measure,  that 
inequalities  may  be  pointed  out ;  hut  I 
plead  this  for  the  success  of  the  mea- 
sure, that  if  hon.  Members  approve  of 
the  principle  thsy  will  not  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  overload  the  Bill  with 
Amendments.  I  thank  the  House  again 
for  tha  extreme  patience  accorded  me. 
Such  as  the  proposals  are,  I  venture 
to  bnmUy  submit  tbem  to  the  calm 
consideration  and  judgment  of  the 
House. 

Hr.  UUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  rise  rather  to  deprecate  discus- 
sion than  to  contiaue  it,  and  for  two 
reasons,  that  we  can  hardly  fairly  dis- 
cuss the  measure  without  having  the 
Bill  in  our  posaession,  and  also  because 
Scotch  Members  are  waiting  here  for  a 
special  purpose,  and  have  a  claim  upon 
us  for  their  forbearance  in  allowing  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.  I  am  very 
much  obliged— I  am  grateful  to  the 
light  hon.  Qentleman  (Sir  William  Hart 
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Dyke)  for  introdncing  the  Bill,  and  I 
hope  it  may  realize  his  expectations  to 
the  full.  He  has  our  best  wishes  for 
it,  and  so  far  as  we  can  help  him  we 
will  give  it  our  assistance.  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  will  meet 
with  no  opposition  from  these  Benches ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  can  promise  him  the 
utmost  support.  But  there  were  one  or 
two  points  raised  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  am  bound  to 
say  fell  on  my  ears  with  something  of 
surprise  and  disappointment.  Theright 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  whole  of  the 
expenditure  under  the  Bill  is  to  come 

out  of  local  resources 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  I 
think  I  ought  to  have  explained  further 
what  I  meaut  when  I  adopted  the  ex- 
pression from  the  Commission  in  regard 
to  this  point.  It  is  a  subject  I  would 
rather  deal  with  on  the  second  reading ; 
but  as  it  is  referred  to,  I  may  say  I  did 
not  mean  that  under  no  possibility  would 
any  Rant  he  made  from  the  Science  and 
Art  Department. 

Mk.  MUNDEXLA  :  This  only  proves 
the  disadvantage  of  discussing  the  mea- 
sure any  further  at  this  stage.  I  hope, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  guard  himself  against  one  provision, 
and  that  is  the  power  of  veto.  Although 
you  empower  the  Local  Authority  to 
establish  the  system,  you  allow  50  rate- 
payers to  question  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  To 
summon  a  poll. 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  :  But  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  what  this  means  ? 
Does  he  know  what  this  will  cost  in  a 
large  town?  Why,  it  would  mean  in 
Sheffield  an  expenditure  of  £!,000. 
More,  probably,  than  we  ahould  expend 
in  three  or  tour  years  on  the  Bill,  loa 
will  always  find  50  cantankerous  rate- 
payers who  are  opposed  to  everything  in 
this  world,  and  who  wouldopposethisBill. 
But  I  will  not  continue  the  discussion, 
though  I  feel  tnmpted  to  do  so.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  sup- 
pose it  is  a  continuation  school  if  no 
con6nes  it  to  children  of  the  Sixth  Stan- 
dard. I  agree  that  technical  education 
should  be  given  to  children  who  are  welt 
prepared;  but  we  want  continuation 
schools  for  the  tens  of  thousands  of 
children  who  are  turned  out  of  school 
at  and  below  the  Fourth  Standard.  He 
knows  that  that  is  the  standard  at  which 
children  are  exempt  throughout  the  rural 
3  B 
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diGtricts,  and  there  is  oxe  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Bojal  Oommissioa  to  which 
he  has  aot  referred,  that  is  that  we 
should  raise  the  standard  throughou^^ 
the  country  and  make  it  uniform  with 
Scotland,  that  no  child  shall  be  ex- 
empt from  attendance  until  he  has 
paBBed  the  Fifth  Standard.  But  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  any  long».  I 
hope  tbft  right  hon.  Qentleman  will 
make  hie  Bill  a  thorough  and  efficient 
Bill,  and  not  allow  any  impedimont  to 
be  imposed  against  its  operation.  I 
can  assure  him.  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  he  shall  hare  all  the  assistance 
we  can  render  to  make  it  a  good  Bill. 

Mb.  MASON  (Lanark,  Mid):  I  do  not 
rise  to  contiaue  tlio  discussion,  but  only 
to  ask  if  the  Dill  applies  to  Sfolland  ? 

Sia  WILLIAM  HART  DYKK:  As 
the  hon.  Membor  knows,  there  is  a  ililfe- 
ront  system  of  education  throughout 
Scotland,  and  it  has  boeo  thought  better 
to  introduce  a  spjarato  Bill  for  Scot- 
land. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)r 
I  did  not  bear  what  tho  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman said;  but  if  he  will  remember, 
I  asked  him  a  short  time  agn  it'  the  Bill 
would  apply  to  Scotland.  His  reply  was 
somewhat  enigmatical,  that  he  would 
endeavour  to  make  the  Bill  satisfaitory 
to  all  Members.  Will  the  Dili  apply  to 
Scotland  or  not  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HART  DYKEr  What 
I  said  was  that  the  Scotch  Department 
are  drafting  a  Bill  of  a  similar  cbarai:ter, 
to  apply  to  Scotland.  There  are  certain 
inequalities  that  require  different  treat- 
ment. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Will  it  he  intro- 
duced this  Session  7 

8ia  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  I 
hope  BO. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.) :  I  pre- 
sume the  Scotch  Bill  will  be  brougbt  in 
m  soon  as  possible,  and  will  proceed 
paripaiiH  witli  the  English  Bill. 

SieEICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham):  Only  ooo  word  to  conGrin 
what  has  been  said  by  the  tight  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  Provident  of  tlie 
Council  as  to  the  oifect  of  the  arrunge- 
ment  made  by  the  School  Board.  It  will 
absolutely  impose  no  e.itra  burden  what- 
ever on  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis. 
I  say  this  with  a  full  sense  of  my  respon- 
sibility as  a  Member  r>t  the  House  and 
Vice  President  of  ihe  School  Board. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  lo. 
Mr.  Vundtlh 


Bill  ordtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke,  Sir  Henry  Solland, 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  prenntid,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  332.] 

TEMPORARY  DWELLINGS  BILL. 
{Mr.  Elton.  Mr.  Burl,  Mr.  Cain,  Mr.   Jfaltitw 

Keani/,  Colonil  Matini.) 
[bill  2.56. 1      SECOND  BE.iDIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  ELTON  (Somerset,  Welling(on)  : 
I  hope  the  House,  although  the  hour  is 
advanced,  will  allow  me  to  take  tbo 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  am  sure 
Ihe  House  will  be  satisfied  of  its  salutary 
object.  It  is  intended  to  estend  for  the 
beneGt  of  a  large  and  neglected  class, 
gipsies  and  others,  who  travel  about  this 
counlry  in  caravans,  the  principle  the 
House  adopted  in  the  Canal  Boats  Aots 
of  1877  and  1884.  Not  to  detain  the 
House,  I  will  only  say  the  details  era 
strictly  in  accordance  with  that  principle. 
No  doubt,  it  will  require  some  further 
consideration,  and  this  I  propose  it  shall 
receive  from  a  Select  Committee. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eoM- 
mitled  to  a  Select  Committee. 

LICENSED    PREMISES    (EARLIER 

CLOSING)  (SCOTLAKD)  (r^-wm. 

milted)  DILL.— [BiLi.  1-53.] 

{Dr.  C'tmenn,Mr.  Rabctl  Retd,  llr.  .Uark  Sltirart. 

Mr.  Dmald  Cramford,  Mr.  liftll, 

Mr.  ProvaBd.) 

couuiTTEE.     IProgret*  Slh  Jul^."^ 

Dill  eoniiJfred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommiitee,) 

ClauBea   1   to  3,  inclusive,  severally 

agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Alteration  of  oerttfioate 
forms). 

CoLiNKt  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire): 
I  venture  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  and  which 
must  be  taken  with  the  Schedules  that 
stand  later  on.  It  is  expedient,  I  think, 
tbftt  the  closing  hour  in  the  larger  towns 
should  be  so  early  as  10  o'clock,  and, 
therefore,  I  have  placed  tho  towns  with  a 
population  over  15,000  in  Schedule  A, 
and  in  these  I  proposo  that  the  closing 
hour  sliould  be  1 1,  leaving  ihom  practi- 
cally untouched,  so  far  as  the  closing 
hour  is  concerned.  Schedule  B  includes  a 
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certain  number  of  coast  towns,  in  whioh ' 
it  seems  to  me  it  is  expedient  that  hotels 
should  be  allowed  to  keep  open  until  the 
hour  at  present  fized — II  o'clock — 
during  the  months  when  the  popuiatioa 
is  largely  increased  by  viaitors.  Else- 
where, I  propose  to  makethe  cloeing  hour 
10  o'clouk  throughout  Scotland.  At 
this  hour  of  the  morning,  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  with  a  speech,  but 
simply  move  my  AmeadmeDt. 
Amendment  proposed. 
In  pugs  2,  line  7,  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"Act,"  and  insert  the  words,— " The  hoars  of 
closiogof  the  licensed  premises  in  Scottand  heie- 
inatter  specified  ahalt  be ; 

"  {a.)  In  thecose  of  inns  and  hotels,  and  of 

public  houseB  situate  in  towas  or  burgha 

specified  in  Schedule  A  hereto  annexed, 

eleven  of  the  clock  at  night ; 
"  (i.)  In  the  case  of  inns  and  hotels,  and  of 

public  houses  situate  in  towns  or  burghs 

specified  in  Schedule  B,  eleven  of  the 

clock  at  night  during  the  months  of  June, 

Julf ,  August,  and  September,  and  ton  of 

the  clock  at  night  during  (he  other  months 

of  the  year ; 
"(<■)  Id thecaieofallotherinntandhoteli 

and  publio  houses,  ten  of  the  clocic  at 

night ; 
"  [d.)  In  the  case  of  premised  licensed  in 

T«e^t   of  a   certificate  for  dealers  in 

eKciseable  liquors,  and  of  a  certificate  tor 

table   beer  licenceg  granted  nader  the 

soventeeulh  section  of  '  The  Publicans' 

Certificates  (Scotland)  Act.  1S76,'  ten  of 

the  clock  at  night  of    any   week    day 

during  the  months  of  June,  July,  August, 

and  KeptomlK-r,  and  during   the  other 

months  of  the  year  eight  of  the  clock  at 

night  of  any  week  day  except  Saturday, 


trates,  on  which  days  the  hour  of  closiug 
shall  be  ten  of  the  clock  at  night." — 
(Ceioaii  Maliotm.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  The  form  of  oertiGcate '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Olasgow,  College) : 
As  the  hon.  Members  fur  Scotland  are 
aware,  this  Bill  waa  yesterday  the  sub- 
ject of  a  conference  as  to  the  points  of 
difference  regarding  its  provisions. 
There  was  no  diversity  of  opinion  as  to 
the  expediency,  of  an  earlier  hour  of 
closing,  but  there  was  as  to  what  that 
hour  should  be.  On  one  side— and  I 
think  the  preponderating  side  —  the 
opinion  expressed  was  that  there  should 
be  a  uniform  hour  of  closing,  and  that 
that  hour  ahodld  be  10  o'clock,  thus 
altering  the  present  time  of  closing  by 
one  hour — namely,  from  11  o'clock  to 


10  o'clock.  It  was  also  held  that  the 
hour  of  10  o'clock  should  bo  universal 
throughout  the  country.  The  views  of 
the  other  side  are  embodied  in  the 
Amendment.  Now,  Sir,  the  proposal 
of  a  uniform  hour  of  10  o'clock  ia  that 
contained  in  the  clause.  I  may  mention 
that  the  Bill  as  it  present  stands  does 
not  provide  for  absolute  uniformity; 
beoause  it  makes  an  exception  in  the 
matter  of  grocers'  licenses.  I  need  not 
enter  into  the  reasons  for  that.  The 
preponderance  of  feeling  at  the  con- 
ference was  against  that  exception  being 
made,  and  it  was  proposed  to  simplify 
it  by  making  a  provision  for  the  hour  of 
10  o'clock  to  be  uniform,  and  to  apply 
to  all  cases ;  and  I  propose,  therefore, 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  boo.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Argyllshire  (Colonel 
Malcolm)  is  rejected,  to  accept  the 
Amendment  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Fifesbire 
(Ur.  B.  Preston  Bruce),  which  provides 
for  what  I  will  describe  as  an  absolutely 
uniform  hour  of  closing  for  all  licensed 
premises  in  Scotland.  Now,  Sir,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  believe  that  as  to 
the  original  proposal  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  at  the  conference  there 
was  no  representative  of  the  larger  towns 
who  got  up  to  oppose  the  earlier  hour  of 
closing,  and  since  the  conference  I  have 
received  protests  from  several  places 
proposed  to  be  excluded  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
from  the  benefits  of  the  earlier  hour. 
The  case  is,  therefore,  that  those  who 
vote  against  the  omission  of  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  will  vote  for  a 
uniform  hour  of  closing  throughout 
Scotland,  that  hour  being  10  o'clock, 
while  those  who  vote  for  the  omission  of 
the  words  will  vote  for  a  sliding  scale  of 
hours  throughout  the  country. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  wish  to  say  one  word  in  support  of  my 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
and  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Scotch 
Members  here  how  far  reaching  the 
Amendment  is.  The  places  included 
in  this  Schedule  are  the  large  Scotch 
boroughs,  and  I  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  look  through  the  population  returns. 
I  find  that  the  total  population  of  Scot- 
land is  3,500,000,  and  in  these  large 
towns  named  in  the  schedule  the  popu- 
lation numbers  over  1,500,000,  and  so 
that  you  have  from   one-third  to  one- 
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balf  of  tlie  population  of  Scotland  ex- 
cluded ftom  the  benefits  of  this  Bill. 
That  is  m;  first  poiat  as  regards  the 
far-reaching  character  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Uember's  Amendment.  Then, 
Sir,  I  want  to  point  this  out  also,  that 
the  very  population  vhich  he  proposes 
to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
is  just  the  population  which,  unfortu- 
nately, figures  most  largely  iu  the 
returns  of  drunkenness  in  Scotland.  If 
you  look  at  the  returns  for  the  year 
ending  the  SUt  December,  1886,  jou 
will  find  that  all  the  towns  mentioned  in 
the  schedule— with  only  one  exception, 
that  of  Coatbridge— are  named  in  these 
Beturns.  There  is  an  aggregate  of 
40,316  cases  returned,  and  of  these  no 
fewer  than  27,870  occurredin boroughs 
included  in  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's schedule,  so  that  practically  the 
operation  of  the  schedule  is  this — you 
will  withdraw  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  nearly  one-half  of  the  population  of 
Scotland,  and  just  that  partwherecases 
of  drunkenness  are  most  prevalent. 
Now,  I  have  only  one  other  word  to 
trouble  the  Committee  with,  and  it  is 
this.  One  point  disoassed  yesterday  is 
worthy  consideration  now,  and  that  is 
as  regards  the  opinion,  so  far  as  it  can 
be  ^thered,  of  the  large  towns  on  the 
subject.  YariouB  statements  were  made 
yesterday  on  the  subjeot,  but  I  will 
quote  to  the  House  the  only  authority  I 
can  get,  and  which  can  be  recognized  by 
the  Committee.  It  is  the  authority  of 
the  last  Parliamentary  investigation  of 
the  subject — the  authority  of  thaliords' 
Committee  on  Intemperance.  That  Com- 
mittee, about  nice  years  ago,  reported 
unanimously  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend— namely,  that  the 
hours  of  business  should  be  reduced  by 
one  hour  in  Scotland-  If  you  take  ttie 
trouble  to  look  at  the  evidence,  you  will 
find  that  the  opinion  was  unanimous  in 
all  largo  towns.  I  will  not  trouble  the 
Committee  with  any  of  the  evidence  at 
this  hour  ;  hut  I  may  point  out  that  tha 
witnesses  included  many  of  the  leading 
public  men  of  Olapgow,  Edinbtirgb,  and 
other  large  towns.  The  opinion  was 
absolutely  overpowering  throughout  all 
the  large  towns  in  favuur  of  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow. 
One  point  more,  which  also  you  will  be 
able  to  gather  from  the  evidence  is,  that 


night  is  jttst  the  time  when  the  worst 
cases  of  drunkenness  take  place,  and 
which  BO  largely  increase  the  returns. 
Therefore  I  hope  that  the  Committee 
will  bear  in  mind  that  if  thoy  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  they  will  practically  cut  out 
from  the  Bill  half  the  population  of 
Scotland,  and  just  that  half  which  most 
earnestly  desires  to  come  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  If  it  is  desired  to 
make  it  a  Bill  really  to  promote  the 
diminution  of  drunkenness,  and  to  con- 
sult the  opinion  of  the  communities 
directly  affected,  the  Committee  will 
support  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  want  to  say  one  word  on  the 
subject  of  the  almost  unanimous  opi- 
nion on  the  earlier  closing  movement. 
All  the  evidence  I  can  collect  in  agricul- 
tural districts  is  to  the  effect  that  it  is 
advisable  to  reduce  tbe  hours  of  open- 
ing by  one  hour.  I  do  not  venture  to 
give  an  opinion  as  regards  the  large 
towns  ;  but  all  I  can  speak  from  leads 
me  to  think  that  tbe  way  in  which  the 
Bill  is  drawn,  will  most  nsefolly  meet 
the  circumstances,  and  is  most  suitable. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness):  I  hope, 
Sir,  the  House  will  not  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Argyllshire  (Colonel 
Malcolm).  I  object  to  the  principle  of 
schedules  on  broad  grounds.  I  think  it 
is  perfectly  impossible  for  this  House  to 
legislate  by  sohednles,  and  supposing 
that  it  can  accurately  appreciate  and 
gauge  the  requirements  of  each  locality. 
I  can  understand  leaving  it  to  each 
locality  to  decide  for  itself;  but  I  think 
it  is  impossible  for  this  Honse  to 
attempt  to  do  so.  I  see  Schedule  B 
includes  the  places  where  public-houses 
are  to  be  allowed  to  be  open  till  11 
o'clock  during  the  summer  months, 
though  they  are  to  be  closed  at  10 
o'clock  during  the  other  months  of  tho 
year.  Now,  these  towns  consist  solely 
of  watering  places  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland,  and  I  would  remind  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  there  are  water- 
ing places  in  other  parts  of  Scotland.  I 
do  not  suggest  that  the  schedule  should 
be  extended.  1  merely  refer  to  that  fact 
as  illustrating  tho  danger  of  attempting 
to  legislate  in  matters  which  involve 
knowledge  of  so  much  detail  in  order  to 


!  very  hour  of  10  to  11  o'clock  atlproperly  grasp  the  facts.    It  seems  t 
tfr.  BuehaiMfi 
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me  that  this  Hoase  should  le(;isUte  on 
very  broad  linee,  and  porsonally,  I  am 
prepared  to  accept  the  hour  of  1 0  o'clock 
as  the  cloeing  time  for  all  parts  oE  the 
country,  and  for  publicans  and  groceret 
alike. 

SiRAEOHIBALDOAMPBELL(Een- 
frew,  W.):  Iriae  tosupport  theAmend- 
ment  of  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Colonel  Malcolm),  not 
because  I  am  hostile  to  the  hour  of 
10  o'clock  being  fixed  as  the  closing 
time  for  Scotland,  but  because  there  are 
some  parts  of  Scotland  which  really  do 
not  come  under  the  same  category  as 
even  the  large  towDS.  I  more  especially 

Kiot  to  the  places  named  in  Schedule 
The  population  on  the  West  Coast 
is  a  continually  changing  one,  and  the 
fact  has  been  brought  before  me  by 
those  most  affected  by  this  Bill,  and 
though,  in  the  winter  months  they  close 
their  houses  at  10  o'clock,  during  the 
summer  months  when  there  is  such  a 
large  influx  of  population  from  the 
large  towns,  and  when  there  are  ao 
many  travelling  about,  they  would  not 
be  able  to  carry  on  their  business  pro- 
perly if  they  closed  at  10  o'clock. 
Therefore,  I  have  the  booourto  support 
the  Amendment. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdohau))  (Edinburgh  and  St,  An- 
drew's TTniversities) :  I  thiuk  it  would 
not  be  right  to  allow  this  matter  to  go  to 
a  Division  without  my  saying  a  few 
words  upon  it.  I  have  long  held  a 
very  strong  view  that  any  system  which 
fixed  one  hour  for  the  closing  of  public- 
houses  in  all  psrta  must  necessarily 
constitute  a  bad  arrangement,  for  you 
oannot  poGsibly  fully  appreciate  and  pro- 
vide for  all  requirements  in  that  way. 
The  manners  ana  customs  of  respectable 
people  in  large  towns  will  necessanly  be 
different  to  a  certain  extent  from  the 
manners  and  customsof  the  people  living 
in  lees  populous  places  in  the  country, 
and  to  fix  one  hour  absolutely  for  the 
whole  country  results  in  this— that  if 
you  are  sucoeeaful  in  fixing  a  suitable 
time  for  one  set  of  people,  you  choose 
an  nnsnitable  hour  for  the  others.  My 
hon.  and  leamedFriend  the  Member  for 
Inverness  says  this  House  is  a  very  bad 
tribunal  for  the  purpose  of  legislating 
in  Buoh  a  matter  as  this,  and  for  deciding 
what  places  shall  dose  at  one  hour  and 
what  places  at  another,  I  think  that 
that  praotioolly  is  the  only  leasoa  he 


gave  for  his  opposition,  but  I  am  afraid 
that  if  the  House  of  Parliament  is  not  to 
be  considered  a  fit  tribunal  for  such  a 
purpose,  the  functions  of  the  House  and 
of  this  Committee  would  be  very  con- 
siderably narrowed.  There  are  matters 
in  which  this  House  must  be  guided  by 
principles  of  commoneenee,aadl,forone, 
hold  that  common  sense  points  strongly 
in  this  direction  that  the  hour  for  the 
closing  of  public-houses  and  licenced  pre- 
mises of  all  kinds  should  be  hours  reason- 
ably akin  to  those  which  are  ordinarily 
adopted  in  the  daily  life  of  the  inhabi- 
tants in  the  localities  affected.  There- 
fore, I  for  one  shall  have  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire. I  should  also  like  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  far  Inverness  Burghs,  who 
attacked  Schedule  B,  on  the  ground 
that  it  only  included  watering-places  on 
the  West  Coast  that  if  he  can  point  out 
any  places  on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland 
which  it  is  desirable  to  add  to  the 
Schedule,  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  no  doubt  include  them.  But  the 
oiroumstances  of  these  places  on  the 
West  Coast,  are  eminently  different 
to  those  of  many  towns  on  the  East 
Coast,  for  you  have  on  the  West  Coast 
land-locked  waters,  in  which  there  is  an 
immense  number  of  steamers  running 
at  late  hours  at  night,  excursion  steamers 
.  bringing  in  numerous  visitors,  and  this 
necessarily  makes  the  inhabitants  keep 
later  hours  than  prevail  at  other  places. 
Now,  Sir,  on  these  grounds  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Argyllshire,  for 
I  think  it  would  be  a  bad  arrangement 
to  have  a  uniform  hour.  Though  we  all 
admit  that  the  Forbes  Mackenzie  Act 
has  worked  fairly  well,  but  it  has  not 
given  complete  satisfaction,  and  I  think 
we  have  ample  evidence,  on  whioh  to 
agree  to  this  Amendment.  Again, 
everyone  must  know  perfectly  well  that 
anything  now  done  in  this  matter  must 
be  of  a  purely  tentative  nature,  for  in  a 
short  time  yon  will  have  the  establiah- 
meut  throughout  the  country  of  means 
by  which  the  exact  requirements  of  each 
individual  locality  will  be  settled  acoord- 
ing  to  the  necessities  of  that  locality. 
An  hon.  Mzmbeb  :  When  f 

Ma.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  The 
hon.  Member  asks  when?    Well,  I  can* 
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not  prophecy,  but  I  expect  and  hope  it 
will  o«inthoimmediatefuture.  Ithink 
the  countrj  is  not  prepared  for  an 
absolutely  universal  cloeingat  1 0  o'clock, 
and  I  think  hon.  Members  should  welt 
consider  before  the;  reject  the  Amend- 
ment whether  they  have  really  ascer- 
tained the  opinions  of  their  constilueots 
on  the  subject. 

Mb,  B8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.):  J 
would  not  venture  to  argue  against  thi 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  on  many  subjects ;  but, 
in  Tegiard  tn  this  licensing  question  I 
claim  to  have  had  even  more  experience 
than  he  has  had.  He  has  made  refe- 
rences to  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland, 
and  to  the  difference  which  exists  be- 
tween that  part  and  the  West  Coast. 
But  neither  he  nor  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Argyllshire  have  taken  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  on  the  East 
Coast  we  have  a  very  large  influx  ot 
viMtors  at  certain  seasons.  They  come 
in  by  thousands.  Again,  what  are  we 
going  to  say  with  regard  to  the  fishermen 
who  come  to  Wict,  Eraserburgh,  Peter- 
head, and  Aberdeen  ?  They  ore  to  be 
allowed  to  get  beer  until  11  o'clock  at 
Aberdeen,  out  at  other  places  they  can 
get  none  after  10  o'clock.  Nothing  I 
am  sure  eonld  give  less  satisfaction  to 


incidental  places,  and  legislating  for 
them  in  a  different  manner  to  the  rest 
of  the  country.  My  hon.  and  learned. 
Friend  (Mr.  Finlay)  boa  reminded  the 
Committee  that  we  have  been  under  a 
bad  rigime.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  con- 
stituency which  will  say  that  the  Forbes 
Mackenzie  Act  has  not  worked  very 
great  good,  and  given  general  satisfac- 
tion—except, I  suppose,  in  the  case  of 
the  TJniveraitiea — but  how  shall  we  im- 
prove on  it  by  making  fish  of  one  and 
fiesh  of  another  ?  I  am  quite  satisfied 
it  would  be  better  to  let  this  matter  alone 
altogether  than  to  introduce  a  variety  of 
circumstances  and  conditions  which  this 
House  is  not  in  a  position  tojudge  upon. 
For  instance,  we  snail  find  a  man  pulled 
up  for  drinking  beer  a  few  minutes  after 
10  o'clock  one  night,  although  the  night 
before  he  could  go  on  drioking  up 
till  11  o'clock.  IFhese  changes  are  simply 
ridiculous ;  and  I  am  sure  no  one  who 
has  had  experience  in  dealing  with  the 
licensing  question  would  think  of  intro- 
ducing such  a  schedule  as  thia.  I  be- 
lieve Uiat,  at  leaat,  three^fourths  of  the 
Mr.  J:  S.  A.  Xacdonald 


hon.  Members  for  Scotland  yesterday 
gave  a  decided  opinion  at  the  conference 
in  favour  of  a  uniform  hour  for  the  whole 
country,  iaduding  the  grocers.  If  the 
Amendment  is  carried,  it  will,  conse- 
quently, be  against  the  larger  portion  of 
Scotch  opioion. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.);  I  should  like  to  remark 
that  there  are  many  places  on  the  East 
Coast  in  which  the  conditions  are  pre- 
oisely  similar  to  those  on  the  West 
Coast  in  the  matter  of  having  a  large 
influx  of  visitors  during  the  summer 
months.  They  do  not  come,  perhaps, 
by  steamers,  but  excursion  trains  brin^ 
them  in  crowds,  especially  at  Nairn  and 
Wick.  If  it  is  necessary,  on  the  grounds 
advocated  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  that  there  should  be  a 
later  hour  of  closing  on  the  West  Coast, 
it  is  equally  necessary  on  the  East 
Coast. 

Db.  CLAHfil  (Caithness)  rose  amid 
lond  cries  of  "  Divide !  " :  This  is  not  a 
matter  to  be  settled  by  noise.  We  want 
it  discussed  rationally.  There  are  three 
important  points  in  this  Amendment. 
For,  with  regard  to  the  proposal  that 
large  towns  should  be  excepted,  let  me 
point  out  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
agitation  for  this  Bill  is  stronger  in 
large  towns  than  in  the  smaller  ones ; 
and  hon.  Members  for  Edinburgh,  Qlas- 
gow,  and  Aberdeen  hare  spoken  in 
favour  of  a  uuifonn  hour.  The  second 
point  is  OS  to  Schedule  B.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Invert 
ness  Burghs  (Mr.  Finlay)  pointed  out 
the  danger  of  legislation  in  this  direc- 
tion. My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Argyllshire  (Colonel  Mal- 
colm) seems  to  think  that  there  are 
towns  only  on  one  side  of  the  Biver 
Clyde.  But,  as  a  fact,  there  are  towns 
in  Ayrshire  where  there  are  three  times 
the  number  of  licensed  premisss  than 
can  be  found  in  some  of  the  towns  con- 
tained in  the  schedule ;  and  if  the  pri- 
vilege of  later  closing  is  to  be  given  to 
towns  on  the  West  Coast,  named  in  the 
schedule,  why  not  extend  it  to  Moffatt, 
Burntisland,  the  Bridge -of- All  an,  and 
like  places?  The  principle,  I  submit,  is 
a  very  dangerous  one  ;  and  the  schedule 
is  likely  to  cause  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
satisfaction ;  and  I  do  not  think  any  of 
the  arguments  advanced  by  my  hon. 
and  gedlant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Argyllshire  can  be  doemed  saffioient  to 
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i'lislify  our  voting  for  the  Ameadoient. 
BtroDgly  support  tlie  Bill  ai  it  stantis, 
and  hope  the  Amendment  will  be  re- 
jected. 

Question  put. 

The  CumniiUee  di'vidgJ :~.\.yBa  10.3  ^ 
Noes  73  ;  Uojoritj  32.— (Div.  List, 
No.  312.)  [2,0  A.M.] 

On  the  IXotion  of  Dr.  Camebon,  the 
following  AmeadmenU  made  :  —  Id 
page  2,  line  41,  after  "  1B62,"  in- 
sert— 

"  And  of  certificatea  (or  table  beor  ticenMs 
granted  under  tho  aavootuenth  section  of 
■Tha  PiibllcnDs'  CertiGcnte  (Scotland)  Act, 
1876;' " 

and  in  page  3,  line  4,  after  "not,"  in- 
sert "keep  open  house  or." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  E.  Prestos 
BnucB,  the  following  Amendment 
made:— In  page  3,  line  6.  leave  out 
&om  "eight,"  to  end  of  Clause,  and 
insert  "  ten  of  the  clock  at  night  of  any 
day." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Certificates)  (restrictions  as 
to  hours  of  dosing). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
the  following  Amendment  made:— In 
page  3,  line  11,  leave  out  from  "  Act," 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert — 

"  ProTided  alivays,  that  iiotiiing  in  this  Act 
■halt  alter  tbo  o listing-  Lavr  relating  to 
travellers  or  peraoos  reqairinjt  tg  lodge  in  an  ion 
or  hotel." 

Clause,  as  araendo3,  agrerd  to. 

Remaining  Clausos  egrud  to. 

Preamble  agree i  to. 

'RWlrtported;  as  amended,  considered  ; 
read  the  third  time,  oaApauei. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACT  AMfi^fDMENT 

(No.  2)  DiLL.-inii.L  no.-] 

[Sir  Jahii  luiboct,  Mr.  LteggtUmj.  Mr.  Arthur 
ColuH,  Mr.  Cotliii',  Sir  John  Einaaiciti/,  Mr. 
Jualin  M'Carlhy,  Sir  Lyoa  Ftayfair.) 

couuiTTEE.     [^Progrest  Tth  Jalg."] 
Bill  coHiidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title). 
On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock 
(Loudon     University),     the    following 
Amendments  made: — In  page  1,  line  6, 
after  "Libraries,"  insert   "Acts;"    in 
line  7,  leave  out  "  first." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrttd  to. 
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Clausos  2  and  3  severally  agreed  lo. 

Clause  4  (DeSoiiious). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Jodm  Lvqdock, 
the  following  Amendment  ra^d.^:— In 
page  1,  line  27,  to  omit  "Metropolis," 
and  insert  "  Metropolitan  or." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  lo. 

Clause  5  ajreed  lo. 

Clause  6  (Amendment  of  Acts). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — In 
pat;e  2,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"The  proviso  to  section  eight  of  the 
principal  Act,"  and  insert  the  words — 

'  So  much  of  section  Sftean  of  the  princiiinl 
Act  aa  iocorporatoa  with  that  Act  certnia 
clauses  of  the  Towns  Improvement  Clauaea  Art, 
1817." 

Clause,  as  amended,  ^rted  to. 

Clause  7  (Power  for  district  in  the 
metropolis  to  adopt  the  Act). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Jonn  Lubbocit, 
the  following  Amendments  made  : — In 
page  2,  line  23,  leave  out  from  "  over- 
seers," to  end  of  line  24,  and  insert 
"and  the  word  'vestry 'as  the  case  may 
be  ;"  in  line  28,  leave  out  "this,"  and 
insert  "  tho  principal ; "  in  line  29,  leave 
out  "  of  carrying  this  Act,"  and  insert 
"incurred  by  the  Commissioners  in 
carrying  the  said  Act  and  the  Act? 
amending  the  same  ;  "  in  line  32,  after 
"  district  board,"  insert— 

"Applicable  to  the  general oipcnaca incurred 
by  them  in  the  execution  of '  Tho  Metropolis 
Management  Act,  1855,'  and  the  sum  required 


etheu 
in  line  34,  after  "  Act,"  insert  "  and  tho 
Acts  amending  the  same;"  in  lino  38, 
after  "  funds,"  insert — 

"  Applicable  to  iho  generiil  exponaoa  incurred 
by  the  district  board  in   the  eiculion  of  '  The 
Metropolis  Stanasenieiit  Act,  1853  ;'  " 
in  line  39,  after  "  poor,"  insert — ■ 

"  And  section  aixtocn  shall  be  read  aa  if  the 
words  '  district  board  '  were  aubslituted  for  the 
word  'Testry,'  and  the  words  'rates  out  of 
which  the  expenses  of  the  Commiasionera  are 
payable'  for  the  words  'rates  levied  in  pur- 
suance of  this  Act  \ ' " 
and  in  line  9,  after  "  (c),"  insert— 

"  Such  pariah  shall  not  be  called  upon  to 
contribute    towards    vny    expenses    incurred, 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  lo. 
Clause  8  (Power  of  Parish  preserved). 
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On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lobbock,  |  and  Scotland),  188S,'  be  canwde 

the  following  Amondmmt  made :— In   7!"^"  "»  "Tij"  °'  "'.  "".t  ""'T  ■     ,. 

o    It S.    _ft „  ;.  »  ;„.„.  the  oveneen  of  the  poor  for  the  eaid  porialt 

pages,  line  24,  «fter"il,    iniorl—  ,hdl,  for  the  pnrpoM.of  the  enid  «»t!o;  to 

r  provided  hy   section   one  of  i  consideted  tiie  oTerseen  of  the  parish  lituata 

!__  . J .  .  _.  >o-f-.»..    withoat  the  borough  or  district," — {Mr.  0.    F. 

IToryan,) 


'Tho  Public  libraries  AmoDdmeat  Act,  1877-' " 
Olauee,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Now  ClauBes  (Borrowing  by  library 
ftnthoritiea). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sit  John  Lcbboce, 
the  following  New  Clauses  agre»dto,  and 
ttddtd  to  the  Bill  :— 

"  SeoUoDS  two  hundred  and  thirty-three,  two 
hundred  imd  thirty-four,  and  tvo  hundred  and 
thirty'six  to  two  hundred  and  thirty-nine,  both 
Inclusive,  of  the' Public  Health  Act,  lS7a,'  shall 
apply,  with  the  necessary  modiG  cation  8,  to  all 
money  borrowed  by  any  library  authority  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  as  if  the  library  autho- 
rity were  on  urban  sanitary  autkority,  and  as 
if  references  to  the  '  Public  Libraries  niugland) 
Acts,  ISfiS  to  1897,'  were  substituted  in  those 
sections  and  in  the  forma  therein  mentioned  for 
references  to  the  Sanitary  Acts,  or  the  Public 
Health  Act,  lS7o. 

"  8o  much  of  section  seventeen  of  the  prin- 
cipal Act  as  incorporates  the  Clauses  and  pro- 
Tisiona  of  The '  Companies  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  1845,'  with  respect  to  the  borrowing  of 
money  on  mortgage  or  bond  is  hereby  replied 
except  as  to  any  money  lorrovred  before  the 
pasBing  ol  this  Act." 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Seobetakt  to 
th»TKKAB0itY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (LeedB,N.), 
the  following  New  Clauses  i^rwif^e,  and 
aiUnltotheilill:— 

(Ttanafer  to  Local  Oovemment  Hoard  of  wr- 
tain  functions  of  the  Treasury.) 
"  The  powers  and  duties  of  the  CommisrioQers 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  under  the  Public 
Libraries  (Bngland)  Acts  ISSS  to  1887,  shall 
from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  and 
aections  siiteen  and  eighteen  of  the  principal 
Act  shall  he  construed  and  have  effect  as  it  a 
reference  to  the  approval  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  therein  substituted  for  a  re- 
ference to  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Trea- 

New  Clause  (Provisions  as  to  parish 
partly  within  and  partly  without  a 
borough  or  district). 

Mb.  0.  T.  MOBUAN  (Battereea) : 
The  ol&use  is  self-explanatory.  I  think 
I  must  do  no  more  than  move  it. 

New  Clause. 

[Oeuetal  Provisions.) 

"Where  any  parish  is  partly  within  and 
partly  without  any  borough  or  district  which 
shall  have  adopted  or  sluill  contemplate  the 
adoption  of  the  Public  Libraries  Act,  the  part 
of  SQoh  parish  without  the  borough  ot  district 
shall,  for  the  purposes  of  the  fourth  leotion  of 
'  The  FublioLibtuies'AineDdnient  Act  (England 


-brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  SEORETAHY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lohq) 
(Wilts,  Devises):  Subject  to  considera- 
tion on  Report,  I  do  not  object  to  the 
cUuae. 

Question  put,  and  agreid  to. 


Schedule. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Litbdock, 
the  following  Amendments  made: — In 
line  1,  leave  out  "  I ; "  line  2,  leave  out 
"Act,"  and  insert  "  Acts; "  and  in 
line  4,  leave  out  "1885,"  and  insert 
"1855." 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  rtporUd ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
ion  TKurtiJEty,  and  to  be^rinfai. 


sidered  upon 

fBiiuaili 


TVBKPIEE  BOADB  (SOUTH  WALBS]  BILI.. 
Un  Motion  of  Mr.  Maitland,  Bill  to  amend 

n  Act,  intituled,  "An  Act  to  further  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Turnpike  Boads  in  South 
Wales,"  orrfjrtrf  to  bebrought  in  byjtfr.  Mait- 
land and  6it  Joseph  Bailey. 

BilljirM^nreif,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  333.] 

TBUBTEE  SATINQB  BANKS  .BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  protido 
or  eiaminatiou  into  the  affaira  of  Trusteea 
Savings  Banks ;  and  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the 
I«w  relating  to  the  winding  up  of  suoh  Banks, 
ordtrrd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
BMpreteattd,  and  read  the  first  lime.  [Bill  334.] 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wfinesday,  20th  July,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Bblbct  CouM-mB— Third  Sc- 
tmrl—Aimy  and  Nary  Estimataa  [Ko.  232]. 

Supply — caiisidered  ia   Committee — Citil  Sbh- 
vicB  Estimates;   Class  II.— Salahies 
RxpBNSBS  OF  CiriL  Depaetments,  Vot«a  10 
to  13 
OntlutiiiHt  [July  19]  rtportid. 

Public  Bills— 5««)nij  Reading — Markets  and 
Fairs  (Weishin^  of  Cattle)*  [317];  locum- 
beots*  nesignatioD  Act  (1S71)  AmeodmeDt' 
[323], 

S^m-t  of  Select  CoBimittet—JiaXiAaiit  Machinery 
[No.  231], 

fTiVAifraion- CompaniM  Acta  Consolidation  and 
Amendment*  [21SJ. 

QJTESTIONS, 


PARLIAMENT  — SESSIONAL  ORDERS  — 
INTERFERENCE  OF  PEERS  IN  ELEO- 
TIONS-THB  HOSNSEY  ELECTION. 
8iB  WILFRID  LAW80N  (Oamber- 
land,  Ooclcennouth) :  I  deeira  to  ask  tbo 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  hie 
atteation  has  baen.  called  to  a  statement 
in  Thi  Ttmei  of  to-day,  to  the  effect  that 
Lord  Salisbury,  Lord  Magberamome, 
Lord  Londesborougb,  Earl  Fitzwilliam, 
the  Earl  of  Yarborough,  and  the  Earl 
of  Fife  seat  oarriagea  to  aBsist  in  briDg^- 
ingr  voters  to  the  poll  at  tbe  Homsey 
election ;  and  whether  he  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Goremment  is  prepared  to 
make  an  inTeetigatioii  into  the  matter 
with  a  Tiew  to  safeguarding  the  Privi- 
leges of  this  House  t  Id  the  absence  of 
the  Krst  Lord,  perhaps  the  Secretary  to 
the  ColonieB  will  kindly  answer  tha 
Queation. 

The  8E0EETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hekby  Holland) 
(Hampstead):  I  certainly  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  whether  the  attention  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
drawn  to  the  paragraph  in  Tht  Tinut, 
nor,  in  the  absence  of  uy  Colleagues, 
can  I  undertake  that  any  investigation 
vill  be  made  into  the  matter. 

SiK  WILFRID  LAW80N :  ShaU  I 
be  in  Order,  Sir,  in  calling  attention  to 
this  matter,  either  to-day  or  to-morrow, 
as  a  Breach  of  Pririlige  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hoa.  Baronet  that  the  House  has  already 
decided  the  point  in  another  oaee ;  and 
I  do  not  think  it  can  be  raiaed  again  as 


1490 

a  question  of  Privilege.  The  hon. 
Baronet  can,  of  course,  put  a  question 
upon  the  lubject  if  he  chooses. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  May  I 
point  out  that  this  is  a  perfectly  distinct 
case,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
case  which  was  before  thq  House  the 
other  day  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  No  doubt,  it  is  a 
different  case ;  but  it  involves  precisely 
the  same  principle. 

Ma.  BBADLAUQH  (Korthampton)  : 
Upon  the  point  of  Order,  may  I  be  al- 
lowed respectfully  to  submit  that  the 
point  decided  the  other  day  was  aa  to  a 
particular  case,  and  not  as  to  the  general 
principle  of  the  employment  of  Peers' 
carriages  at  elections.  There  was  a 
special  allegation  in  that  case. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  pre- 
sume I  shall  be  in  Order  in  giving  Notice 
of  a  Motion? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  exactly 
understand  what  the  point  is  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQE:  My  point  is 
this — whether  the  decision  the  other 
day  was  not  in  regard  to  the  particular 
matter  then  alleged,  and  not  upon  the 
general  principle  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  can  only  tatetpret 
the  deoision  which  was  given  the  other 
day  in  one  way.  It  was  then  alleged 
that  the  carriages  of  certain  Peers  had 
been  used  at  a  certain  election,  and  the 
question  raised  was  whether  that  con< 
stiCuted  a  Breach  of  Privilege,  upon 
which  question  tha  House  resolved  to 
pass  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  This 
case  appears  to  raise  exactly  the  same 
question. 

[Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  here  entered  the 
House.  1 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  As  I  see 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is 
now  in  his  place,  I  wish  to  inform  him 
that  I  have  given  Notice  of  a  Question 
which  he  may,  perhaps,  be  prepared  to 
answer.  My  Question  is — ^Whether  he 
or  any  Member  of  the  OoTerament  is 
prepared  to  make  an  inveBtigation  into* 
the  statement  of  Tlu  Timn  of  to-day  that 
Lord  Salisbury  aad  oertoin  other  Peers 
sent  carriages  to  assist  in  bringing 
voters  to  the  poll  at  the  Homsay  Elec- 
tion ?  I  have  already  given  Notice  of 
the  Question  to  the  rignt  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 


>v  Google 


im  Supptff—C.pii  (COMMOKS)         8»rvkt  iklmai(».  i^92 

"  Thnt  a  sain,  not  eice«diog  £ia,5io,  1>« 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  lam 

ncceseary  to  defray  tho  Charge  which  will  coma 
ia  coorce  of  payment  during  tho  year  ending 
onthe  Slat  day  of  Maich  1888,  for  the  Salaries 
and  ExpoDBea  of  the  Charity  Commisaion  for 
EngLmd  and  Wales." 

Uotion  made,  and  QueBlion  proposed' 

"That  a  Earn,   not   eiceediog  £.l5,i2a,   be 

granled  for  the   laid  Services.   — (Jfr.    jeue 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLI3  (Nottiagbam,  Bush- 
cliffe) :  I  regret  that  tbe  Committee  did 
not  see  its  way  to  accode  to  the  eugges- 
tion  to  report  Progress  laat  evening 
when  this  Vote  iras  reached,  so  that  the 
whole  of  the  discussion  upon  it  might 
have  been  taken  consecutively.  I  ven- 
ture tu  think  that  this  Vote,  which  is  to 
corer  an  expenditure  of  £32,759  in  con- 
nestioa  with  the  Oharity  Oommiesion,  is 
a  very  important  Vote ;  and  it  is  quite 
evident  from  what  took  place  la^t  night 
that  a  very  vide  iotereat  is  felt  in  the 
matter  to  which  it  relates.  Tbe  first 
question  I  desire  to  ask  the  Vice  Fresi- 
deut  of  tbe  Council  is  that  he  should 
briefly  and  concisely  state  what  it  is 
that  the  country  gets  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  this  large  sum  of  money,  par- 
ticularly in  respect  of  the  Charity  Gom- 
mission.  Uy  oouplaintisthatsuffioient 
publicity  is  not  given  to  schemea  drawn 
up  by  the  Charity  Commission  to  enable 
the  localities  affected  to  express  their 
views  before  such  echemes  are  definitely 
settled ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  that  a 
few  sentences  of  explanation  in  that 
direction  would  be  exceedingly  valuable. 
Tlie  next  item  to  which  I  desire  to  draw 
tbe  attesttoD  of  the  Committee  is  one 
which  appears  under  the  head  of  "Non- 
Effective  Charges."  I  would  call  ths 
serious  attention  of  tbe  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  tbe  Vice  President  of  tbe  Council 
to  that  item  which  amounts  to  £t,309, 
as  against  £1,208  last  year,  thus  show- 
ing an  increase  of  more  than  £100  for 
expenditure  upon  pensions  and  non- 
effective charges  last  year.  I  think  that 
that  is  a  very  important  matter. 

The  CHAIBUAI4  :  Order,  order ! 
That  question  has  been  raised  several 
times  before,  and  I  have  pointed  out 
that  non- effective  charges  generallyform 
no  part  of  this  Vote.  The  question  of 
pensions  will  be  brought  on  upon  the 
Pension  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Perhaps  you  will 
allow  me  to  explain,  Sir,  this  is  the 
first  time  I  have  heard  your  ruling 
in  this  reepeot,  and  at  once  pass  to 


The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  \V.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  received  tbe  Notice  of 
the  bon.  Baronet  about  a  minute  ago. 
I  know  nothing  of  the  elatemeet  to 
which  be  refers.  I  have  no  information 
that  I  can  give  him. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Will  tbe 
right  hon.  Oentleman  undertake  to  make 
an  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir  ;  I  can- 
not undertake  to  make  an  inquiry.  I 
think  it  would  be  improper  that  tho  time 
of  tbe  House  ehonld  be  occupied  in  such 
a  trivial  investigation. 

THE  lEISa  LAND  LAW  BILL. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  asked,  Whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  statement  which  had 
appeared  in  the  public  newspapers  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had,  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Conservative  Party  at  the  Carlton 
Cltib  yesterday,  said  that  whatever  re- 
vision of  judicial  rents  took  place  tbe 
landlords  would  be  compensated  ?  That 
was  a  very  strong  statement;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  or  not  there 
wae  any  truth  in  it? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  yf.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  consider  very  great 
inconvenience  is  occasioned  by  tbe 
raising  of  a  Question  of  this  kind 
without  any  Notice  whatever,  and  by 
asking  a  Question  as  to  what  occurred 
under  circumstances  of  which  tbe  House 
has  no  cognizance.  Tbe  proper  occasion 
for  raising  any  question  of  tho  kind  is 
when  the  Order  of  tbe  Day  itself  is  under 
the  consideration  of  tbe  House.  I  may, 
how  ever,  express  my  extreme  surprise  that 
the  bon.  Gentleman,  with  all  hie  experi- 
ence of  public  life,  should  put  any  faith 
or  trust  in  the  statement  to  which  he 
refers. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  put 
no  faith  or  truat  in  it— I  merely  aeked  if 
it  was  true. 

ORDER    OF   TRB  SAY. 

BUPPLY-CIVIL  8EEV1CE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — eontidtred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  II.— SiLiRiEs  asd  Expense  of 
CrviL  Depahtmekts. 
(1.)  Motion  made,  and  QueeUon  pro- 
wled, 
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BD  itom  of  £7,186,  which  in  put  down 
B8  the  cost  of  the  Endowed  Schools  De- 
partment. The  hoa.  Member  for  the 
Bcrdeslej  Division  of  Birmiagham  (Mr. 
Jesse  Col  lings)  travelled  over  a  some- 
what vide  field  in  the  speech  which  he 
delivered  last  evening ;  but  I  noticed, 
ivith  some  surprise,  that  he  did  not 
allude,  escept  vaguety,  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Select  Committee  which  sat 
last  year,  aod  continued  its  sittings 
agua  in  the  present  vear.  Hon,  Mem- 
bers who  served  on  that  Committee  will 
bear  me  out  when  I  ea;  that  the  Com- 
mittee sat  upon  37  days,  and  examined 
more  than  40  witnesses,  who  gave  evi- 
dence of  great  importance  and  inte- 
rest in  tbe  matter.  This  year  the  Com- 
mittee agreed,  with  a  fair  amount  of 
harmony,  upon  a  Heport  which  I  con- 
ceive to  be  of  considerable  weight,  and 
to  deserve  the  careful  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  venture  to  say 
that  no  one  can  arrive  at  any  oonclusion 
npon  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Bir- 
mingham without  having  gone  carefully 
into  the  evidence  which  was  brought 
before  that  Committee.  Indeed,  it  is 
impossible  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion without  devoting  some  hours  to 
the  study  of  the  evidence  given  before 
that  Committee,  and  making  inquiry 
into  the  cases  cited  by  the  witnesses  by 
whom  the  evidence  was  given,  The 
hon.  Member  for  Qateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James)  commented  upon  the  iaconvani- 
ence  of  raising  such  a  discussion  as  that 
which  has  been  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  in  this  way  ;  but  I  do  not 
see  that  the  hon.  Member  had  any 
choice  but  to  raise  it  as  he  did.  It 
is  certainly  not  the  fault  of  the  hon. 
Member.  We  all  know  that  he  is  an 
amiable  enthusiast,  aod  I  think  the 
particular  points  he  raised  would  have  |  ehare 

fone  by  the  board  altogether  if  he  '  ' 
ad  not  taken  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  this  Vote  for  raieiog 
a  discussion.  Personally,  I  gave  close 
attention  to  all  that  took  place  before 
the  Committee.  I  listened  to  the  evi- 
dence given  by  the  bon.  Member,  and 
to  the  charges  -which  he  formulated  last 
night,  aod  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  to 
my  mind,  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
make  out  his  charges.  I  think  that,  to 
some  extent,  he  allowed  his  imagination 
to  run  riot  in  the  matter,  and  I  am  of 
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opinion  that  if  the  Commiesionera  act 
within  the  scope  of  the  suggistions  con- 
tained in  the  Baport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, no  great  amount  of  harm  will  be 
done.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  he 
desires  reform  in  these  matters.  Cer- 
tainly, the  Committee  was  a  reforming 
Committee,  aa  any  hon.  Member  will 
see  by  their  Beport,  and  I  should  like  to 
draw  attention  to  three  or  four  points 
specially  mentioned  in  the  Summary  of 
the  Beport.  That  Summary  really  con- 
tains the  gist  of  the  Report,  and  the 
paragraphs  I  desire  to  draw  attention  to 
were,  in  fact,  inserted  on  my  motion. 
The  other  paragraphs  therein  deal  with 
equally  important  phases  of  the  subject, 
but  they  will  doubtless  be  dealt  with  by 
other  hon.  Members.  The  first  is 
contained  in  Paragraph  12  of  the  Sum- 
mary— 

"It  IB  essential  to  tbe  welfare  of  endowed 
schools,  not  being  of  a  special  character,  that 
the  lympathies  of  the  localities  should  be  en- 
listed bj  giving  to  the  people  a  large  share 
in  the  managemsnt,  bj  represeotatioQ,  ejtboi 
direct  or  indirect,  through  elected  bodies." 

The  Committee  attached  great  impor< 
tance  to  that  matter  ;  and  the  Honse  of 
Commons,  on  the  ISth  of  May  last  year, 
at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Lichfield  (Sir  John  Swin- 
burne), carried  a  Resolution  assertinr 
that  upon  all  such  bodies  there  should 
be  a  majority  of  local  representatives.  It 
will  be  seen  that  that  Resolution  has  not 
been  carried  out  in  the  terms  in  which  it 
ran,  I  may  say  that  I  did  not  vote  for  the 
Resolution,  because  I  was  a  Member  of 
the  Committee;  but  I  had  great  sym-. 
pathywith  it,  and  I  moved  a  Resolution 
in  the  Committee,  which  appears  here 
in  the  shape  in  which  I  have  just  read 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee. 
ThisCommitteewill  notice  the  expression 
contained  in  tbe  Besolutioa,  "a  large 
nanagement."  That  is 
Summary  instead  of  the 
word  "majority,"  which  appeared  in 
the  Resolution  carried  in  the  House  of  . 
Commons,  but  the  expression  "  ma- 
jority "  was  only  lost  by  tbe  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman,  the  numben 
having  been  6  to  G.  We  shall,  I  pre- 
sume, agree  it  is  desirable  that  the 
governing  bodies  should  be  made  to 
rest  upon  a  thoroughly  satisfactory 
basis.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  receive  an  assurance  from 
the  Vice  Breaident  that  tbis  reoommea.- 
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dation  of  the  Select  Oommittee  vill  be 
etrictl;  ailhered  to.  The  next  paragraph 
in  the  Sumiaarj  to  which  I  deRire  to 
allude  to  is  Paragraph  13,  which  is  aa 
follovs : — 

"  Greater  publicity  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
ceedingi  of  the  Commia»ioDerB  in  lef^rd  to 
Bchemea  ihould  be  ^veii  during  the  initial  and 
subsequent  steps,  especiaUy  in  the  district 
affected  hj  su(^  scbemea." 
That  paragraph  also  hai  great  eigni- 
fioanoe,  especially  in  its  bearing  upon 

Sast  history.  It  was  proved  iu  ovi- 
ence  that  in  the  case  of  certain  schemes 
brought  forward  by  people  interested  in 
a  particular  locality,  some  three  or  four 
years  were  albwed  to  elapse,  during 
which  nobody  had  the  slightest  infor- 
mation as  to  what  was  being  done  by 
the  Charity  Commisaioners.  Information 
waa  only  given  at  the  end  of  the  in- 
quiry, and  it  was  contained  in  an  ad- 
Tertisement  inserted  in  one  of  the  news- 
papers of  the  district.  The  Committee 
adopted  this  paragraph  unanimously  i 
and  I  am  sure  the  present  Oommittee 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importanoe  that  persons  in  the 
locality  should  be  kept  informed  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Commissioners.  Para- 
graph 15  IB  as  follows : — 

"  Schemes  have  hitherto  been  unnecessarily 
detailed  in  their  character.  It  is  desirable  that 
in  their  framing  the  vishes  of  the  localities 
should  be  more  consulted,  and  that  in  their  ad- 
minstration  the  Qoverning  Bodies  (if  in  tbe 
future  reallj  representative)  should  be  left 
mora  unfettered  in  their  action." 
I  attach  great  importance  to  that  para- 
graph. It  was  not  adopted  unanimously 
by  the  Select  Committee ;  but  it  was 
carried  by  a  majority,  and  I  hope  that  it 
will  oommend  itself  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  has  been  en  inclina- 
tion hitherto  to  carry  out  what  I  may 
venture  to  call  the  "fads"  of  some  of 
the  Commission  era.  I  think  there  has 
been  wanting  in  the  preparation  of  these 
schemes  the  exercise  of  more  robust 
common  sense,  and  it  would  hsTO  been 
well  if  there  had  been  a  little  less  die- 
position  to  carry  particular  points  to  an 
extreme.  I  also  attach  great  importance 
to  the  people  of  the  localities  bemg  con- 
sulted, and  the  Qoverning  Bodies  being 
left  more  unfettered  in  their  action. 
There  has  been  a  great  amount  of 
triTial  interference  from  Whitehall  with 
the  action  of  the  localities.  The  official 
autboritiea  seem  to  think  that  it  is  per- 
fectly impOBBible  to  find  peraona  in  the 
Mr,  J.  E.  EUit 


localities  who  are  competent  to  manage 
these  endowments,  unless  they  are  in- 
terfered with  by  a  Centralized  Body  in 
London.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Finsbury  (Mr.  J. 
Rowlands)  in  my  desire  to  see  the  Cen- 
tral Body  abolished  altogether;  but  I 
know  that  there  ii  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  supervision  exercised  from 
time  to  time,  and  I  think  that  in  regard 
to  trifling  matters,  it  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised with  great  care  and  reservation. 
I  now  come  to  the  last  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee,  and  it  is  one, 
I  am  sure,  in  which  the  present  Com- 
mittee will  entirely  agree.  Tbe  para- 
graph in  the  Summary  says — 

"The  responsibility  of  tbe  CommiasioD  to 
Parlianient  should  be  clearly  defined  and  m\de 
complete,  and  this  might  be  most  readily  soeim- 
plisbedby  carrying  into  effect  Uie  recommenda* 
tion  contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
on  Education,  Science,  and  Art  (Admiaistra- 
tion],  1S84 — namely,  that  a  respoDaibla  Miuis- 
ter  of  Education  should  be  appointed,  and  should 
be  charged  with  a,  general  s 


do  wed  «hools." 
I  think  it  is  unfortunate,  and  I  am  snra 
the  Vice  President  will  feel  it  unfortu- 
nate, that  he  should  be  left  to  answer 
Questions  in  this  House,  and  indicate 
the  policy  of  the  Oovemment  in  respect 
of  n  Body  over  which  he  has  practically 
no  control.  I  think  there  ought  to  be 
in  this  House  in  respect  of  the  Charitj 
Commission,  as  in  respect  of  every  ad- 
ministrative body  supported  by  public 
funds,  some  official  charged,  not  only 
with  the  duty  of  answering  for  the  De- 
partment, but  with  tbe  duty  of  control- 
ling it.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  this 
suggestion  of  the  Committee  will  be 
acted  upon  at  an  early  day.  I  have  now 
gone  briefly  through  the  four  headsof  the 
Summary  attached  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee,  in  which  I  took  a 
special  interest.  I  think  that  what 
is  required  from  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners and  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  is,  that  they  should  be 
in  greater  and  closer  touch  with  the 
localities ;  that  they  should  have  a 
larger  comprehension  of  the  wants  of 
the  localities ;  that  they  should  be  more 
willing  to  carry  out  those  wants;  and 
that  there  should  be,  more  or  less,  dis- 
centralization.  I  admit  that  in  the 
Charity  Commission,  and  especially  in 
the  ^Endowed  Schools  Commission,  we 
have  an  able  body  of  Commissionare 
saturated  with  JntoWledge  of  the  dutiea 
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the;  hare  to  perform,  but  what  ia  re- 
quired IB  a  little  more  of  the  breeze  of 
healthy  popular  aentiment  through  their 
rooms  in  Whitehall.  I  praaumo  that 
ire  are  to  have  a  Bill  on  this  subject 
presented  by  Her  Majesty's  Govera- 
ment  nest  Session.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  great  mistake  if  the  (Jovern- 
ment  any  longer  delayed  dealing  with 
the  matter,  and  I  aball  be  prepared  to 
support  Her  Majesty's  QoTemmeut  ia 
bringing  in  a  measure  framed  on  the 
lines  of  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. I  hope  to  have  some  assurance 
from  the  Vice  President  that,  pending 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  the  action  . 
of  the  Charity  Commiesioners  will  be  in 
strict  harmony  with  the  recommenda- 
lions  contained  in  the  Summary  which 

I  has  been    formulated     by    the    Select 

Committee.  In  conclusion,  I  will  ask 
the  questions  which  I  have  already 
indicated — namely,  whether  the  Vice 
President    can     give     the     Committee 

^  any    particulars    in    respect     of    what 

we  get  for  the  large  sum  of  money 
we  are  aeked  to  rote;  also,  whether 
he  can  assure  us  that  in  any  Bill  to 
be  introduced  this  Summary  will  form 
the  skeleton;  and,  further,  that  the 
Commissioners  will  be  guided  in  the 
policy  they  are  to  adopt  by  this  Sum- 
mary? 

Mb.  COZENS-HAEDY  (Norfolk.N.): 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmingham  (Ur.  Jesse 
Ceilings),  in  moving  the  Amendment, 
condemned  the  present  policy  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  based  his 
Amendment  upon  the  impropriety  of 
their  conduct  in  diverting  endowments 
from  the  poor  to  the  rich.  He  illus- 
trated his  position  mainly  by  the  Seam- 
ing case.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that 
mr  hon.  Friend  did  not  deal  with  this 

Soint — what  is  the  present  policy  of  the 
tommisaioners  ?  The  oases  referred  to 
were  oases  which  arose  long  before  the 
Select  Committee  was  appointed.  Tlie 
Sutton  Coldfield  case,  the  Seaming 
case,  and  others,  have  been  dealt  with  , 
and  dispoaed  of  long  before  this  Com- 
mittee was  appointed.  Then  I  would 
submit  that  the  real  questions  are— what 
is  the  present  policy  of  the  Commission; 
to  what  extent  are  they  prepared  to 
adopt  the  views  of  the  Select  Committee ; 
and  to  what  extent  have  they  departed 
from  the  old  lines  which  they  followed 
in  the  Seaming  case?  If  wbat  was  done 


in  the  Scarning  case  represents  the  pre- 
sent policy  of  the  Commission,  I  must 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham;  because  there  the  rights 
of  the  poor  were  seriously  int^rfersd 
with,  and  gratuitous  elementary  educa- 
tion, which  had  been  enjoyed  in  the 
parish  for  over  100  years,  was,  at  the 
sole  will  and  pleasnre  ot  the  Commission, 
destroyed.  Now,  the  Select  Committee 
have  made  recommendations  which  I 
venture  to  say,  if  carried  out,  will 
render  it  impossible  for  the  Commia* 
sioners  ever  again  to  make  schemes  like 
the  Scarning  scheme.  The  dth  para- 
graph in  the  Summary  attached  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  is  as  follows: — 
"The  abolitioD  of  gratuitoui  educstioc  in 
elementarj'  eadowed  schools  ia  ganerally  op- 
posed to  the  wishes  of  the  poorer  ckises  m  the 
localities.  It  is  only  justifiable  when  the  impo- 
sition ot  fees  gives  a  higher  and  more  useful 
kind  ot  educstion  to  the  working  clasies  than 
they  formerly  enjoyed,  and  after  provision  made 
for  the  payment  of  the  sohool  tees  ot  children 
'hose  parents  stand  specially  in  need  of  such 


I  hope  the  Vice  President  will  he  able 
to  inform  the  Committee  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  in  their  future  adminis- 
tration will,  in  framing  schemes,  be 
guided  in  the  main  by  the  recom- 
mondations  of  the  Select  Committee 
upstairs  ;  and  if  they  do  that,  I  think 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings)  will,  to  a  great  extent, 
be  removed.  There  was  another  point 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  relied, 
and  it  is  one  in  which  I  agree 
with  him — namely,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners have  taken  away  endowments 
intended  for  the  poor,  and  applied  them 
mainly  to  scholarships  and  exhibitions 
which  are  gained,  to  a  great  extent,  by 
the  rich.  I  think  the  evidence  shows 
that  at  least  in  the  country  districts ; 
that  is  the  fact.  But  there,  again,  there 
is  a  recommendation,  and  I  desire  to 
know  whether  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, in  their  future  administration, 
will  take  that  recommendation  into  con- 
sideration ?  I  refer  to  the4th  paragraph 
in  the  Summary,  which  says— 

"The  policy  of  tho  Oommiuionera  hu  been 
to  establish  scholarships  in  elemeDtary  schools, 
und  exhibitions  from  them  to  schools  of  se- 
condary edncation.  On  the  whole  these  have 
worLcd  well  in  luge  towns,  but  they  are  less 
adapted  to  the  ciicnmstances  of  a  scattered 
mrsl  population,  and  ia  any  caae  icrupuloas 
care  should  be  taken  where  endowments  have 
been  approprittted  to  the  poor,  that  tho  para- 
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monnt  inleresU  ot  the  poor  ahould  be  secured 
in  the  application  of  scholarehipi  or  eihibitioQB 

providca  out  ot  the  triut  fundB." 

I  do  not  think  that  tbo  Charity  Com- 
miesioners,  in  the  past,  have  quite  done 
their  duty  in  tills  matter;  I  think  that 
inquiry  has  shown  that;  but  if  the 
CommisBioners  vill  carry  out  tho  re- 
oommendationa  of  the  Committee  in 
future,  I  think  the  objections  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  the  Borde^ley  Division  of 
Birmingham  villbe  remored.  There  ia 
one  other  matter  irhicU  goes  almost  to 
the  heart  of  the  question.  The  Cjm> 
mittee,  in  the  9tfa  paragraph  of  the 
Summary,  recommend  that — 

"The  provieionB  of  the  Acta  which  requiro 
'due  rcgord'  to  be  had  to  tho  educntional 
iDterMtt  of  pOrtoDS  or  classes  pcejudicially 
nITected  bj  a  achcmo  have  been  narrowed  bjr 
jadicial  interpretation  aod  ought  to  be 
atrengtheDsd." 

I  am  one  of  those  who  think — and  it  ira3 
the  opinion  of  the  Gommiltse  in  the  re- 
commendation they  made — that  it  is 
moet  doairabis  that  non- educational 
charities  should  bs  applied  hereafter  to 
a  much  larger  extent  than  heretofore  to 
educational  pu-poses,  and  that  thopowers 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in  that 
direction  should  be  increased,  ralher 
than  dimiuished.  In  order  to  attain  that 
end  it  ia  necessary  to  secure  the  oo- opera- 
tion of  the  localities.  We  cannot  obtain 
the  result,  unleae  no  satisfy  the  localities 
that  when  ive  are  taking  away  a  non- 
educational  endowment  and  applying  it 
to  educational  purpoaea,  it  will  continue 
to  bo  applied  for  the  beneEt  of  the  claas 
of  persons  for  whom  it  was  originally 
intended.  I  trust  that  theae  recom- 
mendations will  be  considered  by  the 
Committee  of  Frivy  Council ;  and  I 
wish  to  knoir  whether,  in  their  future 
administration,  the  Commissioners  nill 
have  a  greater  "  due  regard  "  to  the  in- 
terests of  peraons  prejudicially  affected 
by  their  echemeatban  according  to  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Countil  they  are 
now  bound  to  have?  If  the  Commis- 
sioaors  will  proceed  upon  the  linea  I 
have  indicated,  the  imdoubted  good 
work  which  they  have  been  doing  in  all 
parts  of  the  country  will  be  made  far 
more  easy,  and  will  be  more  thoroughly 
appreciated,  and  still  greater  benehts 
wiU  be  conferred  upon  the  country. 
So  much  for  the  particular  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee,  which  can 
be  carried  into  effect  aimply  by  a  change 
Xr.  CouiuSariy 


of  the  policy  of  the  Oommissionera  with- 
out any  alteration  ot  the  law.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Vice  President  if  the 
Government  propose  to  take  any  steps 
to  introduce  the  necessary  legislation 
for  giving  effect  to  some  portions  of  the 
Report  f  There  are  several  of  tho  ro- 
commendationa  o(  the  Committee  which 
cannot,  in  any  way,  be  dealt  with  with- 
out fresh  legislation,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  know  whether  the  Qovemmont  pra- 
poas  to  take  the  necesaary  steps  for  that 
object?  There  ia  one  other  matter 
arising  out  of  this  Vote  which  wai  dis- 
cussed at  groat  length  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  upon  which  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question.  I  refer  to  the  case  ot 
the  Norwich  Cliarities.  Those  charities 
afford  an  illustration  not  very  favourable 
to  the  conduct  and  work  of  the  Com- 
!:  is  a  case  in  which  the  Coin- 
sitting  in  Whitehsll,  have 
attempted  to  force  npon  a  large  orga- 
nized community  a  scheme  which  to 
them  seems  good,  but  irhioh  is  opposed 
by  every  representative  body  in  the  City 
of  Norwich.  It  is  unanimously  oppossd 
by  the  Town  Council,  by  the  School 
Board,  and  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  there  is  not 
a  single  Individual  in  ttie  City  of 
Nortrich  who  is  in  favour  of  it.  It  is  a 
strange  thing  that  any  Public  Depart- 
ment should  attempt  to  force  such  a 
scheme  upon  a  community  like  that  ot 
the  City  of  Norwich.  The  scheme  hse 
not  yet  been  sanctioned,  I  believe,  by 
the  Vice  President,  or  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council ;  audi  would  ask  the 
Vice  President,  whether  he  has  come  to 
any  decisionon  the  scheme,  and  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  inform  tbo  Committee 
what  action  he  intends  to  take  ? 

Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Haet  Dtkb) 
(Kent,    Dartford):     I    have    an    opea 

Mn.  COZENS-HARDY :  The  right 
hon.  Gentlemao  the  Vice  President  says 
that  he  has  an  open  mind.  I  hope  the 
time  will  soon  come  when  he  will  be 
able  to  announce  a  dedsion  upon  the 
matter.  The  delay  which  has  attended 
this  scheme  has  prevented  the  due  ap- 
plication of  these  important  charity 
lunda  in  connection  with  the  City  of 
Norwich  for  the  last  Gve  or  six  years. 
One  of  the  most  important  endowments 
in  the  ooimtry  has  remained  idle  for 
BO  long  a  time,  and  nothing  has  yet  been. 
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done.  If  the  Cfaarit}'  CommiBaion 
the  Vice  President  cannot  see  their  way 
to  assent  to  the  particular  proposals 
supported  by  all  the  representative 
bodies  of  Norwich,  I  trust  that  the; 
will  at  least'  take  steps  to  see  that 
the  largo  charity  funds  which  are 
aTailahle,  and  which  are  now  lying 
idle,  may  be  applied  under  some  large 
and  generous  scheme  for  the  beueGt  of 
the  whole  of  that  important  manufac- 
turing community.  The  aooner  the 
matter  can  be  approached  and  finally 
disposed  of,  the  better  it  will  be  for 
everybody  in  that  city,  and  one  great 
hindrance  to  the  work  of  the  Charity 
OommisBion,  in  the  Eastern  Counties, 
vill  be  removed.  I  trust  that  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  will  be  able  to 
give  the  Committee  some  satisfactory 
assurance  upon  the  subject. 

8m  GEORaE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
osldy,  &c.):  I  must  express  my  sym- 
pathy with  the  view  taken  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bordesloy 
Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse 
CollingB)  with  reference  to  the  action  of 
the  Charity  Commiasioners.  It  does 
appear  to  me  that  the  Commissioners 
have  diverted  the  bonedt  of  many  of 
these  charitable  trusts  from  the  lower  to 
the  upper  claases.  My  hon.  Friend  is 
quite  right  in  asserting  that  whatever 
may  have  been  the  motives  for  the 
action  of  the  Commissioners,  that  has 
been  its  practical  effect.  It  has  always 
seemed  to  me  that  under  the  guise  of 
free  and  open  competition,  the  practical 
effect  has  been  to  lift  these  eadotvments 
upward,  and  those  who  bad  pecuniary 
means  to  enable  them  to  educate  their 
children  have  been  able  to  bring  them 
up  to  a  Btill  higher  mark  \>j  the  appro- 
priation of  these  funds.  I  do  not  say 
that  no  poor  boys  get  the  benefit  of 
these  endowments;  but  the  poor  are 
always  heavily  weighted  in  comparison 
with  those  who  have  money,  in  their 
endeavour  to  keep  their  children  up  to 
the  mark.  I  rose,  however,  to  say  a 
few  worda  oa  the  question  of  free  edu- 
cation. It  seems  to  me  that  authority 
has  been  violently  prejudiced  against 
free  education,  as  in  itself  an  evil. 
Undoubtedly  the  Department  has  been 
for  many  years  hostile  to  it.  I  hope 
that  view  will  now  be  a  great  deal  mo- 
dified. In  America,  as  we  know,  the 
principle  is  that  all  preliminary  educa- 
^on  mast,  and  shall  be,  free,  and  it  is 


free ;  and  in  this  respect  I  think  the 
Commissioners  have  acted  wrongly.  No 
doubt  they  have  some  justification  in  the 
fact  that  the  Act  of  Parliament,  if  it 
does  not  actually  induce  them  to  go 
wrong,  enables  them  to  do  so.  Public 
opicion,  however,  has  very  much  come 
round  in  this  matter,  and  it  is  a  pity 
that  Her  Majesty's  Oorernment  have 
not  come  round  with  it.  There  was  a 
scheme  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords 
not  very  long  ago — a  scheme  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordealey  Divi. 
sion  of  Birmingham  was  interested,  and 
more  recently  there  was  a  scheme,  the 
rejection  of  which  he  was  fortunate 
enough  to  ohlain,  with  ihe  consent  of  the 
Oovernment,  in  opposition  to  the  En- 
dowed School  Commiasioners  —  the 
ground  of  its  rejection  was,  that  it  was 
hampered  with  a  provision  for  free  edu- 
cation. I  must  express  my  acknow- 
ledgment to  the  O-overnment  for  having 
met  the  justice  of  the  ease  in  that 
respect.  It  appears  to  me,  as  a 
matter  of  principle,  that  my  conatituents 
are  very  much  indebted  to  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  for  having  consented  to  do 
justice  in  the  matter.  An  important 
matter  of  principle  has  thereby  been 
established,  and  it  is  as  well  that  the 
Committee  should  know  what  has  been 
done  in  order  that  other  Members  in- 
terested in  similar  schemes  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  likewise.  We  hope 
to  have  the  assistance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  anycaseof  injustice.  What 
happened  in  the  case  was  this.  When 
the  Bcotch  Act  was  passed,  public  opi- 
nion was  in  favour 

The  CHAIRMAN;  Order,  order!  I 
think  it  is  rather  an  abuse  of  discussion 
to  go  into  that  subject  now.  The  Scotch 
Vote  is  not  under  discussion. 

8m  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  will 
only  say  that  in  the  Scotch  case.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  consent  to 
the  rejection  of  the  scheme.  I  think  it 
was  in  one  respect  an  objectionable 
scheme,  because  it  tampered  with  the 
principle  that  funds  should  not  be  taken 
which  have  been  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose of  free  education,  though  good  in 
other  respects.  Reserving  any  detailed 
remarks  on  the  eubject  until  a  more 
fitting  occasion,  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  express  my  vary  great  sym- 
pathy with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birming- 
ham, in  regard  to  this  matter  of  free 
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edncatioo;  my  gr^at  gratification  that 
E«r  Majesty's  QoTemmnnt  have  become 
oognizaat  of  the  turn  of  public  opinion 
in  the  matter,  and  that  they  have  shown 
a  disposition  to  make  coQceseions.  I 
am  further  gratified  to  find  that  they 
are  displaying  a  desire  to  induce  the 
House  to  check  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners when  they  go  wrong.  I  hope 
that  the  Charity  CommisBioners  them- 
selves will  take  warning,  and  if  thoy  do 
not,  it  will  be  for  this  House  to  set 
them  right  in  the  future,  as  they  have 
done  already. 

Mb.  STOHT-MASKELYNE  (Wilts, 
Oricklade) :  I  join  in  the  sympathy 
which  has  been  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Qeorge 
Campbell)  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Uember  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham.  But  Acts  of  Parliament 
are  not  founded  solely  on  sympathy, 
and  when  we  enter  into  the  question  of 
the  proceedings  and  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  which  was  ap- 
pointed by  this  House  I  am  bound  to 
join  in  the  general  chorus  which  comes 
from  Members  of  the  Committoe  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  my 
hon.  Friend  did  not  entirely  make  out  his 
case.  But  because  he  did  not  make  out 
the  whole  of  his  case  it  does  not  follow 
that  there  was  not  a  great  deal  in  the  case 
itself.  If  he  did  not  establish  his  charges 
in  the  most  complete  manner,  at  any 
rate  he  established  many  of  his  points 
upon  the  subject.  Everyone  will  allow 
that  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  is  a 
valuable  document.  We  have  heard 
it  said  by  several  members  that  the 
CommisBionerB  are  to  be  blamed  for  not 
having  earlier  floated  down  the  sympa- 
thetic stream  of  feeling  that  has  of  late 
passed  through  the  country  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  free  education,  and  so 
on.  I  muat  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  Commissioners  have  not  to  act  alto- 
gether on  sentiment,  but  that  they  have 
to  act  according  to  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
I  believe  the  Oommissioners  act  entirely 
within  the  Act  of  I'arliameut,  and  that 
as  far  as  they  could  conscientiously  do 
so,  they  have  done  their  best  to  interpret 
the  Act  in  the  direction  of  the  more 
modern  eentimeals  on  the  questions  they 
have  to  deal  with.  Theretore,  I  do  not 
think  that  blame  ia  to  be  attached  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  I  am  sorry  that  a  de> 
bate  of  this  kind  should  be  raised  on  the 
qoeation  of  voting  money  for  the  Oom- 
8ir  Gtorge  CamgltU 
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miseioners'  salariee.  I  consider  that 
that  that  is  an  altogether  false  and  un- 
wise system  of  bringing  on  such  a  dis- 
cussion. A  Committee  of  this  House  on 
a  question  of  Supply  has  to  do,  or  ought 
to  have  to  do,  with  questions  of  economy 
and  not  with  general  questions  of  great 
national  policy.  Unfortunately,  we  are 
driven  to  take  this  course  iu  bringing 
the  matter  forward;  but,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  shall  go  as  little  into  de- 
tails and  shall  make  my  observations  as 
general  as  I  can.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  has  not,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  made  out  his  whole  case,  but  he 
did  certainly  make  out  a  case  anfficieat 
to  attract  the  attention  of  this  House. 
That  case  ia  not  that  the  poor  haveexactly 
beenrobbed,  but  that certaiaendowments 
originally  intended  for  the  whole  popu- 
lation have  been,  to  an  undue  extent, 
appropriated  by  a  class  which  cannot 
be  described  as  tho  poorer  class.  I 
have  used  the  word  "robbed"  be- 
cause that  was  the  phrase  that  has 
been  used  by  other  hon.  Members.  I 
know  that  it  is  a  very  hard  phrase,  but 
it  baa  been  used  not  only  in  the  locali- 
ties, but  in  this  House,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  strong  words  are  sometimes 
necessary  in  order  to  bring  a  question 
properly  before  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try, so  that  when  it  comes  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House  and  the  country  it 
may  be  dealt  with  in  conformity  with  ite 
importance.  Nevertheless,  as  far  as 
robbery  goes,  I  think  the  word  is 
an  exaggerated  one.  When  I  was 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
some  few  years  ago,  a  discussion  took 
place  with  regard  to  the  Charter  House, 
and  I  remember  pointing  out  that  that 
Charter  House  Charity  bad  been  founded 
for. the  poor  alone.  It  has  since,  and 
that  long  ago,  early  in  the  history  of 
England,  become  entirely  diverted,  and 
ia  now  applied  to  the  assistance  of 
persons  who  Iiave  suffered  in  trade 
and  who  belong  ta  quite  another 
class.  I  only  mention  that  case  to 
ehow  how  early  this  diversion  began, 
and  it  has  been  going  on  ever  since. 
There  are  very  strong  reasons  why  at  a 
moment  when  there  is  a  democratic  turn 
of  power  in  the  country  these  thinga 
should  be  at  once  grappled  with  not 
rashly  but  wisely.  Ihopethe  Committee 
upstairs  may  have  succeeded  in  grap- 
pling with  it.     Whether  or  not  they 
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hare  grappled  with  it  wisely  I  am  un- 
able to  sav ;  but  I  know  they  have  en- 
deavoured to  do  so  system  at  icklly. 

My  hon. Friend  tbeMember  for  Gates- 
head (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  drew  a  distiac- 
tion  between  the  Obarity  Commissi  oners 
and  the  Commissiouera  for  Education. 
They  are  practioally  the  same  persona, 
and  as  time  progresses  the  idea  that 
general  oharitable  funds  or  endowmeuts 
left  for  the  poor,  and  those  which  are 
left  for  educational  purposes,  should  be 
classed  together,  is  comiug  to  be  enter- 
tained. I  am  quite  aware  that  there 
is  a  great  number  of  endowments  all 
over  the  country  which  have  nothing 
to  do  with  education,  but  which  are 
praotically  mischievous  and  useless  in 
the  form  in  which  they  are  utilized 
now,  I  believe  that  auch  endowments 
ought  to  be  devoted  almost  entirely 
to  educational  purposes.  I  hope  that 
that  day  will  soon  arrive,  and  that 
when  it  arrives  the  sooner  the  separation 
of  the  two  classes  of  endowments  is  done 
away  with  the  better.  As  to  gratuitous 
education,  I  do  not  think  there  are  many 
who  would  not  be  glad  to  see  education 
supplied  gratuitously  to  the  poor  all 
over  the  country.  The  more  I  have  had 
to  do  with  agricultural  life  in  England, 
and  the  more  I  see  of  the  working 
of  (ha  school  fee  system,  the  more  I 
am  convinced  that  the  fees  are  a  heavy 
tax  on  the  poor  working  man,  and  that 
doing  away  with  them  would  be  one  of 
the  greatest  boons  which  Farliament 
could  confer  on  him,  I  therefore  sym- 
pathize with  that  part  of  the  remarks  of 
my  hon.  Friend  ;  but  if  you  aregoingto 
spend  these  endowments  in  giving  gra- 
tuitous education  throughout  the  coun- 
try I  feel  bound  to  ask  what  you  mean 
by  that.  Do  yon  mean  that  as  long  as 
a  system  of  free  educatdoa  does  not  exist 
you  should  pay  the  school  fees  of  the 
children,  or  do  you  mean  beyond  that  to 
relieve  the  rates  of  what  is  now  a  duty 
incumbent  upon  the  ratepayer  ?  What 
I  repeat  again  is  that,  as  far  as  the 
payment  of  school  fees  is  concerned, 
in  desiring  the  emancipation  of  the 
poor  man  from  the  payment  of 
these  fees,  my  hon.  Friend  has  cer- 
tainly many  Alembers  of  the  Gom- 
mitteo  with  him.  On  the  other  band, 
if  yon  seek  to  divert  generally  the 
endowments  of  this  country  from  that 
channel  into  whioh,  by  the  instructions 
of  Parliament,  the  Oommisaionera  hare 
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turned  tbem,  and  if  you  propose  to 
divert  them  and  to  prevent  the  Commis- 
sioners from  planting  the  ladder  of 
learning  for  the  poor  child  to  climb  up 
step  by  step  to  the  attainment  of  higher 
education,  by  means  of  scholarships  and 
esbibitions — if  that  is  what  you  mean,  I 
think  there  are  many  Members  who  will 
be  strongly  against  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  because,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
the  one  hope  for  the  education  of  the 
poor  of  this  country  is  to  lift  the  able 
boy  from  the  plough  or  the  workshop  up 
to  the  University  if  you  like,  or  to  give 
him,  what  would,  perhaps,  be  better  for 
him,  a  good  middle  class  education,  to 
the  importance  of  which  the  public  mind 
is  becoming  more  and  more  alive  every 
day,  and  which  la  the  greatest  necessity 
of  our  time.  I  have  no  wish  to  dotain 
the  Committee  further.  I  rose,  on  the 
one  hand,  to  defend  the  Commissioners 
from  the  charge  of  not  acting  within  the 
lines  laid  down  for  them  by  Parliament, 
and  on  the  other  to  point  out  what,  I 
think,  their  actions  should  be  in  future. 
I  know  that  the  Select  Committee  paid 
great  attention  to  the  subject,  and  I 
think  the  Government  should  frame  a 
Bill  upon  the  lines  of  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee,  or  should  give  such 
instructions  to  the  Commissioners  as 
would  enable  tbem  to  shape  their  sleps 
in  accordance  with  the  nesolutionsof  tho 
Select  Committee. 

Sm  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  8.) : 
Although  I  was  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  much  reference  has  been 
made,  I  promise  not  to  defend  its  action 
or  to  go  into  a  general  discussion  upon 
the  subject  of  free  education,  which 
would  certainly  take  this  House  all  day 
to  consider,  and  for  which  this  is  not  a 
convenient  occasion.  The  question  more 
immediately  before  the  Committee  is 
whether  a  reduction  should  be  made  in 
the  salanes  of  the  Commigsioners  on  ac- 
count of  any  evil  they  have  dons,  or  any 
wrong  they  may  have  inflicted  on  any 
class  of  the  community  in  tho  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  Now, 
the  Select  Committee  were  exceedingly 
struck,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
fiordestey  Division  of  Birmingham  who 
moved  the  Amendmeut  was  himself 
struck,  by  the  very  great  ability  and 
knowledge  of  the  subjeots  ihey  have  in 
band  which  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Assistant  Commiesioners  showed  in  the 
evidence  that  was  laid  before  the  Com- 
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miltee.  The  Com  mission  era  liad  to 
administer  a,  certain  Act  of  Parliament, 
Bome  modifications  of  vhich  the  Oom- 
mittee  suggested ;  hut  within  the  Act  'o 
Parliament  the  Commissioners  hayo 
shown  themselyeH  to  be  thoroughly 
touch  irith  public  opinion,  and  the;  have 
modified  their  action,  as  they  have  pro- 
ceeded, in  accordance  with  that  touch 
with  public  opinion.  At  one  time  there 
was  a  considerable  disposition  to  carry 
out  the  old  endowments  in  the  form  of 
grammar  schools.  Probably,  that  was  in 
accordance  with  the  original  foundation 
which  contemplated  grammar  echoola  ii 
which  foreiga  and  classical  languages- 
such  as  Latin  and  Greek — should  be 
taught.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
try  and  the  Commissioners  had  a  leaning 
to  that  old  system  of  olasnical  education ; 
but  as  they  have  come  more  and  more  in 
touch  with  thepeople  the  Commissioners 
have  shown  a  greater  desire  to  make  the 
schools  more  popular,  and  latterly  they 
have  made  the  schools  more  fitted  for 
giving  a  commercial  and  technical  edu- 
oation.  I  think  they  have  acted  wisely 
in  considering  that  tiie  endowed  schools 
of  the  country  should  not  be  competitors 
with  the  elementary  schools,  but  that 
thsy  should  be  improvement  schools,  in 


vhich  varioua  classes  of  the 
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get  a  higher  education  than  they  can 
get  in  the  elementary  schools.  I  think 
that  I  am  properly  interpretating  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House,  that  it  is 
only  right  and  proper  that  these  endowed 
schools  should  be  made  higher  schools 
for  improvement.  Of  course,  it  may  be 
a  question  whether  the  Commissioners 
have  rightly  interpreted  the  words 
Ultra  ichola.  A  free  school,  according 
to  the  old  charter,  might  mean  one  free 
to  all  comers— free  &om  the  action  of 
the  prebendary,  or  tree  from  the  imposi- 
tion of  school  fees.  The  latter  is  the 
interpretation  which  the  Mover  of  the 
reducsd  Vote  accepts  and  argues  should 
be  adopted  by  the  Commission.  But 
this  is  not  the  view  of  legal  au- 
thorities. The  endowed  schools,  it 
should  be  remembered,  were  originally 
formed  for  all  olaases,  and  it  is  not  right 
that  the  middle  classes,  any  more  than 
the  poorer  classes,  should  be  robbed  of 
their  advantages.  That  is  a  question 
which  was  inquired  into  very  largely  by 
the  Committee,  and  the  hon.  llember 

for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birming-    to  what  may  be  called   the  historical 
ham  had  ample  opportuni^  for  placing   view  of  the  question.    So  far,  the  Com- 
Sir  Lj/m  Flay/air 


his  viewsbeforetbe  Committee.  Imnst 
say  that  the  extreme  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  obtain  much  support ; 
but  where  they  were  moderate  the  Com- 
mittee always  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
the  subject  in  such  a  manner  as  to  meet 
the  views  of  all  classes  of  people.  The 
Commissioners  were  of  opinion  that  the 
interests  of  all  classes  should  be  con- 
sulted in  the  way  in  which  the  en- 
dowed schools  are  worked,  and  they 
are  progressing  according  as  papular 
feeling  itself  is  progressing  in  the  direc- 
tion of  education.  I  therefore  hope 
that  my  hon.  Friend,  having  had  an 
opportunity  of  laying  his  views  before 
Parliament — views  which  he  has  long 
entertained — will  not  allow  the  Commis- 
sioners to  suffer,  because  I  am  sure  ha 
will  admit  that,  although  his  policy  in 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners differs  from  theirs,  the  Com- 
missioners themselves  continue  to  dis- 
charge to  the  best  of  their  ability,  within 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  the  duties  which 
have  been  entrusted  to  them. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  ITniver- 
sity) :  I  must  say  that  while  I  admit  the 
great  importance  of  the  subjects  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bordesley 
Division  of  Birmingham,  I  think  it  is 
somewhat  unsatisfactory  that  they  should 
bo  discussed  in  this  way.  I  am  not 
blaming  the  hon.  Member  for  having 
taken  this  course,  because  I  am  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances of  the  present  year.  At  the 
same  time,  I  cannot  see  how  the  points 
which  have  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  can  be  adequately  discussed 
upon  a  Motion  for  reducing  the  salaiies 
of  the  Commissioners.  A  Motion  of 
that  kind  can  scarcely  raise  ail  questions 
relating  to  the  administration  of  the 
Commission. 

JESSE  CODLINGS:  I  have 
been  obliged  to  take  the  Yote  as  it 
stands. 

Me.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  No  doubt,  that 
is  so ;  but  this  is  a  very  great,  a  very 
wide,  and  a  most  important  subject,  and 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  deal  with  it  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House  in  a  desul- 
tory conversation  upon  a  Vote  in  Supply. 
n  myself  fully  impressed  with  the 
rity  and  importance  of  the  matter; 
the  chief  object  with  which  I  rose 
was  to  recall  the  attention  of  the  House 
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mittee  has  only  gone  into  the  gueatlon 
af  the  endowed  Echoola;  but  it  must  be 
recoUeoted  that  another  important  Com- 
mittee sat  upon  the  question  of  charitable 
Iruats,  and  went  fully  iota  the  entire 
question,  of  the  action  of  the  Charity 
OammiBsionere  in  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter. That  Committee  came  to  a  gene- 
ral conclueion,  approving,  in  the  main, 
at  the '  action  of  ths  Commiesioners. 
I  think  that  fact  ought  not  to  be  lost 
light  of.  To-day  we  have  been  tho- 
roughly occupied  vith  the  endowed 
jchodls  question.  That  endowed  schools 
juestion  bos  a  long  history.  There  was 
1  very  elaborate  inquiry  into  the  whole 
iubject  by  the  Schools  Inquiry  Com- 
nission— a  Commission  which  embraced 
within  it  some  of  the  most  able  men  in 
:be  country.  That  Commission  collected 
nost  important  evidence,  and  laid  before 
iw  country  one  of  the  most  important 
loouments  in  the  shape  of  a  Beport  ever 
lubmitted  to  Farliameut.  What  was 
he  result  of  that  inquiry  ?  The  next 
itep  was  taken  in  1669,  when  a  Com- 
nittee  of  this  House  was  appointed, 
rhich  was  presided  over  by  one  of  the 
itrongest  Chairmen  who  ever  presided 
iver  the  proceedings  of  a  Committee — 
lamely,  the  late  Mr.  W.  E.  Forater— a 
nan  who  was  admirably  suited  for  the 
losition  he  occupied.  The  result  of 
hat  inquiry  was  that  the  Qoverament 
lasaod  a  certain  Bill  which  afterwards 
lecame  an  Act  of  Parliament  under 
he  title  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act. 
Ls  a  matter  of  fact,  two  Bills  were  intro- 
luced,  one  of  which  became  an  Act,  while 
he  other  has  never  seen  the  light.  GIreat 
Lttention  was  devoted  to  this  important 
[uestion.  I  myself  took  strong  views 
ipon  it,  very  much  in  sympathy  with 
hose  which  have  been  expressed  by  the 
ton.  Uember  for  the  Bordesley  Division 
if  Birmingham  to-day,  although  I  must 
Ldmit  that  m;  views  are  at  this  time 
nore  Liberal  than  they  then  were. 
Critt  of  "Hear,  hearr'J  I  know 
hat  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  oppo' 
ite  have  good  reason,  if  they  like, 
augh  at  me  ;  but  I  think  we  are  t 
itied  to  laugh  also,  because  if  soms 
IS  have  become  more  Liberal  than  we 
reie,  it  is  quite  evident  that  some  of  my 
ion.  Friends  opposite  have  now  taken  up 
istreme  Tory  views.  I  woe  reminding 
he  Committee  that  this  is  a  matter 
vhioh  has  been  carefully  considered  by 
farliameut ;  and,  acting;  under  the  pro- 
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visions  which  were  contained  in  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
I  venture  to  say  that  tlie  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  contained  upon  it 
some  of  the  ablest  men  the  country  has 
ever  produced.  No  doubt,  this  Oom- 
missioa  took  a  kind  of  colour  from  the 
circumstances  of  its  appointment.  It 
was  appointed  by  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion—I  mean  the  Qovemment  of  1869, 
The  Commission  went,  I  think,  a  great 
deal  too  far,  and  offended  the  publio 
conscience  of  the  country.  The  Com- 
missioners  were  men  of  conscientious 
minds  and  men  of  great  ability,  but 
they  did  not  sufficiently  consider  the 
publio  feeling;  and  the  consequence  was 
that,  when  the  Conservative  Government 
of  1874  came  into  power,  one  of  theQrst 
things  they  did  was  to  modify  the  action 
of  tbe  Endowed  Schools  Commission. 
Tinder  that  modified  scheme  of  legisla- 
tion, a  portion  of  the  duties  of  the 
Endowed'  Schools  Commiaaioners  was 
transferred  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. The  Charity  Commissioners 
have  been  discharging  the  duties  of 
their  office  for  the  last  10  years;  and, 
looking  at  all  the  circnmBtancea  of  the 
case,  the  position  of  the  country,  and 
the  progress  which  education  has  made, 
I  hold  that  the  Charity  Commissionera 
have,  on  the  whole,  discharged  their 
difficult  and  delicate  duties  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  country.  It  is  said  that 
they  had  not  consulted  the  wishes  and 
the  desires  of  the  locality  in  regard  to 
which  schemes  have  been  prepared ;  but 
that  is  an  accusation  which  I  altogether 
repel.  I  know  it  maybe  said  that  in  re- 
gard to  Norwich  the  Commissioners  were 
a  little  at  fault;  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  claim  for  them  perfeclion — aUquando 
donnitat  may  be  said  of  them;  but, 
looking  at  the  country  all  round,  I 
maintain  that  they  have  paid  the 
greatest  possible  care  and  attention 
to  the  feeling  of  the  community.  Look- 
ing at  the  whole  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
I  think  the  Charity  Commissioners  have 
come  out  of  the  ordeal  with  a  clean  bill 
of  health.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  Committee  was  composed  of 
men  who  were  not  in  the  least  degree 
prejudiced  in  favour  of  the  Commis- 
sionera, and  that  it  was  a  Committee  in 
regard  to  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  it  very  much  their  own  way.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  it  was  a  pet- 
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feclly  fair  Oommittee,  and  of  which  '  has  not  done  bo.  The 
nobody,  I  believe,  complains.  Yet  that 
Committee  supported  the  action  of 
the  CommiEsioners  witli  certain  sug- 
gestions and  modifications.  Let  me  now 
B«y  just  one  word  upon  tbe  "ladder" 
question  whicb  was  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Meoiberwho  has  just  spoken.  That 
is  a  question  which  I  hope  the  House  of 
Oommons  will  never  cease  to  bear  in 
mind.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon. 
Alember  for  the  Bordpsley  Division  of 
Binniogham  knows  the  difficulties  con- 
nected with  it.  I  will  not  speak  of 
robbing  or  of  depriving  tbe  children  of 
the  poor  of  endowments  which  were 
originally  in  tend  ei  for  them.  What  I 
say  is  that  it  will  be  of  much  greater 
advantage  to  the  children  themselves 
that  they  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
rising  through  the  abilities  with  which 
they  have  been  endowed  than  that  the 
meane  of  paying  the  fees  in  the  elemen- 
tary achools— amounting  to  2d.  or  3d. — 
should  be  scattered  around  with  a  broad- 
cast hand.  Tbe  real  way  of  helping  the 
poor  is  to  help  them  to  rise  in  life.  The 
meney  should  be  given  to  the  school  to 
maintain  the  best  scholars  in  the  school, 
and  then  to  enable  them  to  go  to  higher 
schools.  In  that  way  the  funds  will  be 
of  much  greater  benefit  to  the  children 
than  they  could  ever  be  by  the  mere 

fayment  of  the  sohool  fees.  Therefore, 
do  think  that,  looking  at  that  grave 
and  important  subject,  the  Commis- 
sionera  have  deserved  well  of  the  coun- 
try. Before  formulating  auy  Besolution 
on  the  subject,  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  will  consider  it  in  the 
light  of  the  evidence  which  the  Commit- 
tee have  taken,  and  that  he  will  not 
rest  content  with  taking  his  own  pre- 
conceived ideas.  When  s  matter  of 
this  kind  is  formally  and  solemnly  re- 
ferred by  the  House  to  a  Committee,  the 
deliberations  of  the  Committee  should 
be  carefully  acknowledged.  If  the  hon. 
Member  thinks  it  right  to  raise  the 
question  any  further,  I  hope  he  will 
raise  it  distinctly  on  tbe  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee,  and  that  ne  will  ask 
the  House  not  to  approve  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee. 

Da.  CLARK  (OaithnesB) :  I  intend  to 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Memb  e 
for  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birmin  g 
ham.  I  was  under  the  impreesiou  tha 
he  had  fully  made  out  his  case  last  night 
but  aome  hon.  Members  Uiink  that  fae 
ifr.  J.  Q.  Talbot 
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he  attempted 
to  make  out  was  that  endowments  in- 
tended for  tbe  poor  had  been  given  to 
tbe  rich.  Now,  you  give  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner a  salary  of  £2,000  a-year. 
There  is  no  other  Chief  Commissioner 
with  BO  high  a  salary ;  and  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  has  £1,500  a-year;  and 
there  is  no  other  Assistant  Gommisaioner 
upon  any  of  the  Commissions  with  so 
large  a  salary,  or  with  more  tban 
£1,200  a-year.  There  are  a  number  of 
Assistant  Commiseioners  with  £1,200, 
with  clerks  and  salaries  paid  at  tbe 
highest  rate.  The  Secretary  receives 
£1,100  ;  the  Chief  Olerk  £900  ;  and  the 
Registrar  of  Accounts  £900.  Therefore, 
on  tbe  ground  of  eooaomy,  seeing  that 
this  CommiesioQ  is  more  highly  paid 
than  any  other  Commisaion,  1  support 
the  reduction  proposed  by  the  hon.  Uen- 
tlemati.  I  also  support  it  on  the  ground 
that  the  Commissioners  have  not  carried 
out  these  schemes  fairly  and  equitably 
towards  all  classes  of  the  community.  I 
find  that  the  trustees  of  the  endowed 
schools  have  changed  the  class  of  people 
who  get  the  benefit  of  the  endowments 
originally  left  to  the  poor,  such  endow- 
ments under  the  control  of  the  trustees 
being  used  for  the  rich.  Coneequently 
the  trustees  have  abused  their  power. 
The  Select  Committee  which  has  been 
referred  to  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  to  modify  the  condi- 
tions under  which  these  trusts  had  been 
framed  ;  but,  as  far  as  I  see,  the  Com- 
missioners have  gone  on  the  lines  of  the 
trustees,  and  have  simply  aided  the 
trustees  in  giving  endowments  to  the 
rich  that  were  intended  for  the  poor. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair)  said  that 
many  of  these  endowments  vere  left 
for  the  middle  classes,  and  were  not  in- 
tended solely  for  the  poor.  Now,  I  have 
been  living  for  the  last  half-a-dozen 
years  in  Dulwtcb,  opposite  the  school 
there.  That  case  came  up  two  years 
ago.  I  dare  say  the  House  is  aware 
how  the  old  actor — Edward  Alteyne — 
left  money  for  the  erection  of  almshouses 
and  the  education  of  certain  poor  people. 
What  have  you  got  now  by  the  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  that  portion  of  the  endowment 
which  was  left  for  almshouses  ?  That 
seems  to  have  been  done  away  with, 
because,  under  the  present  parochial 
system,  almebouaes  are   not  required, 
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change  is  to  be  made,  l^t  the  money  bo 
applied  to  the  benefit  of  all  claesea.  I 
do  not  aee  why  ^ou  should  take  one  or 
two  boys,  and  give  to  one  or  two  fami- 
lies what  would  add  to  tho  comfort  of  a 
very  large  number  of  families.  Pro- 
bably the  boQ.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot)  considers  that  the  payment 
of  2d.  or  &d.  a-week  by  a  poor  man  for 
the  education  of  a  child  is  a  very  small 
matter  ;  but  when  a  labouring  maa  baa 
lOor  12  children  for  whom  he  is  required 
to  pay  2d.  or  Sd.  each  it  is  a  very  impor* 
tant  matter. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  that  the  payment  of  fees 
was  of  comparatively  small  benefit  to  the 
children,  as  compared  to  the  possibility 
of  advancement  wliich  the  Commia- 
sioners'  schomes  hold  out. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  think  that  whatever 
benefit  there  is  in  free  education,  eo  far 
as  the  people  are  concerned,  it  ought  to 
be  distributed,  as  far  as  possible,  so  as  to 
increase  their  comfort.  I  would  even 
distribute  it,  if  necessary,  in  the  shape 
of  food,  because  I  know  that  unless  you 
have  a  distinct  physical  basis  to  com- 
mence with  you  cannot  develop  tho 
intellect  of  a  child.  I  think  there  are 
very  few  cases  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Flayfair) 
would  be  able  to  substantiate  his  asser- 
tion that  the  mooey  has  been  left  fur 
general  purposes,  and  for  the  benefit  of 
all  classes.  What  I  maintain  ia  that  if 
it  has  been  loft  for  the  poor  it  should 
be  used  for  the  poor,  and  the  poor  only. 
In  agricultural  districts  it  might  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  agricultural 
education,  and  in  towns  for  giving  tech- 
nical education.  We  are  far  beneath 
France,  Germany,  and  other  Continental 
nations  in  this  respect,  and  unless  we  do 
something  iu  that  directinn  we  shall  be 
cut  out  of  all  the  markets  of  the  world. 
All  the  Commissioners  have  hitherto 
done  bos  been  to  cheapen  middle  class 
education.  I  admit  that  that  is  a  great 
boon  to  middle  class  people;  and  tho 
Commissioners  have  done  a  great  deal  in 
the  direction  of  developing  middle  class 
education — such  as  the  establishment  of 
high  schools  for  girls.  But  my  conten* 
tion  is  that  something  ought  to  be  dono 
for  the  poor;  and  something  would  have 
been  done  for  them  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  Commissioners  coming  in  and 
interfering  by  providing  education  for 
middle  class  persons  out  of  the  funds 
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and  poor  people  can  go  into  the  poor- 
houses  ;  nor  is  education  of  an  elemen- 
tary character  required,  because  it  can  be 
obtained  from  the  Parochial  Authorities. 
You  have,  however,  a  splendid  middle 
class  school,  which  simply  means  that 
the  money  has  been  taken  from  one  pur- 
pose— and  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
originally  intended  —  iu  order  to  be 
applied  to  another.  In  this  case  you 
have  exhibitions  and  scholarships  — 
scholarships  up  to  £100  a-year,  and  the 
whole  of  them  open  to  the  children  of 
persona  of  wealth,  who,  by  the  wealth  of 
their  parents,  have  already  obtained  a 
good  preliminary  education,  and  are  then 
specially  coached  for  examination  at 
Dulwich. 

Mr.  E3SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  R): 
V)o  the  children  get  anything  beyond 
education  ? 

Dn.  CLASK :  No ;  simply  educa- 
tion. 

Mr.  E3SLEM0NT :  Fees  alone. 

Da.  CLARK  :  Yes  ;  fees  alone.  No- 
thing else.  There  is  no  maintenance  of 
any  kind  at  Dulwich ;  and  under  the 
old  condition  of  things,  before  it  was 
changed,  the  fees  ran  from  £10  to  £20. 
The  result  of  the  scheme  passed  by  this 
House  has  been  to  increase  the  fees  from 
£20  to  £30  a-yenr.  No  doubt  the  Com- 
missioners have  made  some  reform.  The 
head  master,  who  formerly  got  £6,000 
a-yoar,  now  only  gets  £l,200.  Other 
roasters  have  been  pensioned  off;  and 
some  other  improvements  have  been 
made  in  the  salaries  of  the  old  masters. 
The  minimum  fee  now  is  about  £20  at 
Dulwich.  I  frankly  admit  that  in  many 
cases  money  is  not  required,  because  you 
can  now  obtain,  by  applying  to  the 
Guardians  of  the  Poor,  assistance  either 
in  the  shape  of  indoor  or  outdoor  relief ; 
and  the  Guardians  are  obliged  to  pro- 
vide destitute  children  with  education. 
The  only  question,  then,  is,  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  money  ?  Have  the  Com- 
missioners fairly  applied  it  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  classes  't  Have  they  applied 
it  for  the  benefit  of  poor  children  ?  I 
do  not  think  they  have ;  and,  because 
they  have  not,  I  shall  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  tho  Dordosley  Division  of 
Birmingham.  What  ought  to  be  done 
with  the  money?  Of  course,  I  main- 
tain that  as  it  was  left  principally  for  the 
poor  it  ought  to  be  used  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor,  and  the  poor  only.    If  any 
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left  for  the  cliildren  of  the  poor.  That 
is  our  charge  againat  the  Charity  Cora- 
mlsBionerB  —  namely,  that  they  have 
aided  and  abetted  the  old  truetees  in 
depriving  the  poor  of  their  share  of  the 
eoaowments ;  and  they  have  eimply 
made  middle  class  education  cheaper  for 
the  middle  claaees,  who  do  not  require  it, 
and  who  are  able  to  pay  for  education, 
and  would  undoubtedly  receive  it  if 
necessary.  If  this  money  is  to  be  taken 
away  from  the  poor,  then  I  say  it  ought 
to  be  used  for  technical  education,  agri- 
oultutal  and  otherwise,  and  not  purely 
and  simply  for  the  middle  classes,  in 
order  that  their  children  may  be  sent 
to  the  Universities. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  :  I  listened  with  much  in- 
terest to  the  remarks  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  in 
reference  to  Dulwich  School,  and  the 
course  which  is  pursued  there  ii 
feronce  to  education.  The  actual 
of  a  high-class  education  such  as  is 
given  at  Dulwich  College,  taking  the 
expenses  all  round,  comes  to  £18  or  £20 
a-year,  and  that  cost  is  about  the  same 
in  the  endowed  school  of  Edward  VI. 
at  Birmingham.  Now,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  this  charge  should  be  made  at 
Dulwich  College,  in  order  that  the  people 
who  receive  the  education  should  pay 
the  actual  cost  of  it.  I  think  that  is  a 
fair  and  right  principle,  and  Ishouldlike 
toeee  it  extended  to  all  the  schools,  eo  that 
those  who  receive  the  education  should 
paythe  actual  expenditure  incurredin  im- 
parting it.  It  is,  however,  most  desirable 
that  moneyobtained  in  that  way  shouldbe 
expended  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  who 
have  been  unjustly  deprived  of  the  advan- 
tages which  they  ought  to  derive  from 
these  endowments.  The  tendency  of  the 
Endowed  School  Commissioners  has  un- 
doubtedly been  to  take  away  the  rights 
of  the  poor,  and  to  give  them  to  classes  for 
which  they  were  not  intended,  or,  at  any 
rate,  only  partially  intended.  I  think 
these  schools  should  be  thoroughly  revo- 
lutionized in  that  respect,  in  order  that 
the  poor  may  enter  into  their  inheritanco 
—an  inheritance  to  which  they  are  justly 
entitled.  With  that  view  a  system  of 
exhibitions  has  been  established;  but 
to  a  great  extent  the  poor  man  is  unable 
to  avail  himself  of  them,  because  he 
would  be  obliged  to  keep  his  child  at 
school,  when  the  child  ought  to  be  going 
out  into  the  world  to  earn  something  to 
Dr.  Clark 
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contribute  to  the  support  of  the  family. 
Therefore,  I  think  that  the  exhibitions 
ought  to  give  a  poor  child  not  only  a 
free  education,  but  also  sufficient  money 
to  maintain  and  assist  him  dnring  the 
time  he  is  receiving  such  education.  I 
hold  that  in  that  way  wo  might  very 
widely  extend  the  advantages  of  these 
exhibitions,  and  utilize  them  for  t)ie 
benefit  of  the  poor,  enabling  the  children 
of  the  poor  to  get  that  higher  education 
to  which  they  are  undoubtedly  entitled. 
In  order  that  this  may  be  done  there 
should  be  a  limit  to  the  recipients  of 
the  exhibitions.  The  plan  adopted 
in  Birmingham  is  a  plan  which  I 
think  may  be  wisely  followed  in  other 

{ilacee.  The  exhibitions  should  be 
imited  to  children  who  have  been  edu- 
cated in  the  public  elementary  schools. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bordeeley  Division 
of   Birmingham,  I    agree  with  it  on 

feneral  grounds,  although  I  must  say 
do  not  concur  in  the  hon.  Uember's 
wholesale  condemnation  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners. 

Mh.  JESSE  COLLTNGS :  I  did  not 
condemn  them  wholesale. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER :  I  am  glad 
to  hear  it.  I  think  that  the  Charity 
Commissioner  havo  very  much  im- 
proved in  their  policy  during  the  last 
year  or  two.  I  oelteve  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
that  improvement.  Qe  has  helped  them 
by  the  pressure  he  has  brought  to  bear 
upon  them  from  outside,  and  the  eGFect 
of  that  pressure  has  been  a  great  im- 
provement, especially  in  reference  to 
those  charities  which  have  come  under 
the  Act  of  1882.  The  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  now  carrying  those 
schemes  out  in  a  better  spirit,  and  they 
are  also  adopting  the  principle  contained 
in  the  Resolution  passed  in  the  last  Par- 
liament bythe  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Lichfield  (Sir  John  Swinburne)  and 
myself,  which  gives  the  control  of  the 
charities  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  place 
where  the  charity  is  situated.  I  think 
that  that  is  a  proper  principle,  and  that 
it  ought  to  De  widely  extended.  I 
hope  mat  the  Charity  Commissioners,  in 
framing  the  schemes,  will  be  as  broad 
and  liberal  as  they  can,  in  order  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  locality  may  have  the 
power  of  regulating  the  distribution  of 
tbe  chanty.  I  may  also  refer  to  the  fact 
that  last  year  a  Betum  was  granted  to  me 
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y  the  Houaewhicb  I  hope  will  be  in  the 
ands  of  hon.  Members  in  the  courae 
!  a  day  or  two.  It  shows  how  the 
harity  Commiasionera  had  prepared 
themes  up  to  the  laat  12  moaths  in 
ilatioa  to  the  Act  of  1882,  bo  far 
i  allot ments  have  been  concerned, 
here  have  been  three  or  four  inBtanoes 
I  which  the  Charity  Com miaBioners  tave 
liled.  in  their  duty  to  enforce  the  Act 
C1882  in  regard  tonewBchemes.  Itrust 
lat  aome  steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy 
le  omissions  and  let  the  land  come  in.  I 
ope  the  Charity  Commissioners  will 
isist  upon  the  adoption  of  that  plan 
hen  it  can  be  done  without  detriment 

I  the  charity,  and  that  they  will  bring 

II  land  connected  with  charitable  en- 
owments  under  the  control  of  the  Act 
f  1882.  I  have  been  obliged  to  say 
leae  things  in  defence,  more  or  leas,  of 
lie  policy  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
uriog  the  last  12  months.  The  Motion 
f  my  hon.  Friend  is  one  which  will 
robably  bear  good  fruit,  because  a  dis- 
ussion  like  this  is  likely  to  produce  a 
ood  effect  npou  gentlemen  who  have 
a  discharge  public  duties.  I  trust  it 
rill  have  the  effect  of  inducing  the 
iharity  Commiasionera  to  discharge  the 
.uties  they  have  undertaken  in  the  most 
Iberal  spirit. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Hart  Dskb) 
Kent,  Dartford) :  I  should  be  the  last 
nan  in  the  House  to  attempt  for  one 
noment  to  complain  of  this  question 
laving  been  raised  or  a  discussion 
laving  taken  place  upon  it.  Still  less 
im  I  disposed  to  complain  of  the 
ipeach  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
or  the  Bordesley  Division  of  Bir- 
ningham,  because  I  have  long  known 
ny  hon.  Friend's  particular  views  in  re- 
gard to  this  question  ;  and,  at  least,  he 
has  as  much  right  to  entertain  those 
ipinions  as  any  Member  of  this  Houae 
bas  to  entertain  hia.  I  have  been  ap- 
pealed to  a  good  deal  in  the  course  of 
ihe  present  discussion,  and  I  have  been 
asked  what  is  the  exact  position  I  bold 
in  regard  to  this  Commission  ?  As  many 
here  know,  it  is  difficult  to  define  pre- 
cisely what  free  education  is,  and  same 
ol  the  Members  of  the  Committee  were 
somewhat  bewildered  by  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee.  But  if  that 
waa  a  matter  of  puzzle  to  them,  I  am 
also  bound  to  admit  that  I  am  in  a 
poution  of  conjuderable  bewilderment 
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in  regard  to  my  exact  position  with  re- 
ference to  the  Commiseioa.  I  admit 
that  my  position  is  very  incongruous — 
that  is  to  say,  that  I  am  supposed  to  be 
a  member  of  a  Board  which  proposes 
schemes  and  formulates  them ;  Dut  I  do 
not  act  upon  that  Board.  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  its  acts,  and  yet  outside 
the  Commission  I  am  asked  to  decide, 
a  judicial  capacity,  whether  these 
schemes  should  pass  or  not.  That  ia  an 
anomalous  position,  which  has  uertainly 
struck  previous  Vice  Presidents.  The 
present  Lord  Harrowby,  when  Vice  Pre- 
sident, waa  certainly  struck  by  it ;  and 
I  hope  before  long  to  be  able  to  get 
some  hon.  Member  of  sufficient  standing 
in  the  Houae  to  take  up  the  position  and 
make  himself  competent  to  defend  the 
policy  of  the  Commissioners  in  regard 
to  these  schemes.    I  now  come  to  the 


ley  Division  of  Birmingham.  So  far 
as  the  queetion  of  free  education  ia  con- 
cerned in  its  broadest  sense,  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  not  expect  me  to  go  into 
it  in  any  way  way  whatever.  It  is  a 
question  of  serious  moment  in  regard  to 
the  educational  future  of  the  country, 
and  it  has  been  for  many  months  past 
discussed,  and  a  vast  amount  of  evidence 
has  been  given  with  regard  to  it  before 
the  Committee  now  sitting.  But  my 
hon.  Friend  has  raised  the  question  of 
free  education  in  another  sense,  and 
upon  that  view  I  wish  to  offer  a  few 
remarks.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that,  as 
a  rule,  the  Commiasionera  disregard  the 
interests  of  the  poor  as  regards  free 
education— that  is  f»  say,  that  the  poor 
have,  up  to  a  certain  date,  received  free 
education,  and  that  the  echemea  are  for- 
mulated in  such  a  manner  by  the  Com- 
missioners that  they  lose  all  benefit  of 
free  education.  The  point  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  raises  a  great  question  of 
public  policy  ;  and  altliough  many  of  us 
have,  with  the  hon.  Member,  sympathy 
as  regards  the  interest  of  the  poorer 
classes,  it  has  been  urged  over  and  over 
again  that  the  endowments  were  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  all  classes  who 
chose  to  take  advantage  of  the  schools. 
The  general  question,  I  submit,  cannot 
be  conveniently  raised  upon  the  present 
Vote,  inasmuch  as  it  involves  a  groat 
question  of  public  policy.  I  believe  that 
this  question  must  be  dealt  with  ou 
what  is  known  as  the  ladder  system, 
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which  has  been  most  favourably  re- 
garded b;  some  of  the  highest  educa- 
tional authorities  of  the  day.  It  aeems 
to  me  that  there  is  a  great  difference 
between  the  change  of  policy  indicated 
hers  and  the  acceptance  of  a  policy 
which  would  altogether  destroy  the 
system  by  which  the  poor  may  raise 
themselTea  in  the  educational  scue.  My 
reply  to  the  challenge  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  thrown  out  is  that  I  am  pre- 
pared in  this  matter  to  act  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  which  I  had  the  honour 
of  sitting.  The  Committee  do  not  ad- 
vocate the  destruction  of  the  ladder 
system  ;  but  they  indicate  that  ezoep- 
tional  care  should  bo  taken  with  regard 
to  the  education  of  the  poor.  Then 
they  say  that  provision  ought  in  each 
case  to  be  made  for  safeguarding  the 
conditions  affecting  scholarships  and 
exhibitions,  with  the  view  of  protecting 
the  interest  of  the  children  who  attend 
elementary  schools.  One  more  recom- 
mendation is  that  in  oases  where  ahigher 
form  of  education  is  given  than  that 
which  was  formerly  enjoyed,  the  scheme 
should  provide  for  the  payment  of  school 
fees  in  the  case  of  schoolchildren  whos£ 

farents  ere  in  need  of  such  assistance. 
regard  that  as  an  important  point, 
and,  so  far  as  the  Commissioners  are  cou- 
cerned,  I  say  that  they  are  aware  that 
there  has  been  a  considerable  change  of 
public  opiaioQ  with  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter, and  that  in  the  future  framing  of 
schemes  they  will  do  so,  having  regard 
to  that  change  of  public  opinion.  That  is 
myreply  to  thecharge  that  hasbeen  made, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  considered  adequate 
when  I  tell  the  Committee  that  these 
schemes  have  to  come  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  for  ratification ;  and  I  may 
add  also  that  I  shalt  have  regard  to  the 
recommendations  made  in  the  Beport 
to  which  I  have  already  aubecribed  my 
name.  My  hon.  Friend  has  alluded  to 
one  or  two  cases  in  which  he  considers 
that  great  hardship  haa  been  inflicted  on 
the  poor ;  but,  although  I  join  in  some 
of  the  observations  made  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  discussion,  I  may  say,  speak- 
ing particularly,  that  I  do  not  think  the 
cases  brought  before  the  Committee  by 
my  hon.  Friend  were  quite  sustained  by 
the  evidence.  My  hon.  Friend  has  taken 
the  case  of  Sutlon  Coldfield.  That  case 
has  been  thoroughly  gone  into  "by  the 
Commissioners ;  the  evidence 
Sir  iVtUiam  Mart  Dyh 


(OOMMOKSI         Sirtiet  JBtlimata. 


1520 

thoroughly  sifted,  and  one  statement 
made  by  a  Member 'of  the  Charity  Oom- 
miseion  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  that  the  scheme 
would  work  out  in  this  way — that  £700 
of  the  income  would  be  applied  to  cer- 
tain charitable  purposes  mentioned  in 
Clause  2,  £1,100  a-year  would  go  for 
the  maintenance  of  elementary  schools, 
and  the  remainder  of  the  income  would 
be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  higher 
education,  the  two  sums  of  £700  and 
£1,400  making  together  just  three- 
fourths  of  the  whole  amount  of  income. 
That  I  think  is  an  absolute  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member's  statement  with  regard  to 
the  endowments  being  diverted  from  the 
poor.  My  hon.  Friend  has  raised  other 
questions;  hut,  considering  the  length 
of  the  present  discussion  and  the  s^te 
of  Public  Business,  I  think  I  ought  not 
to  detain  the  Committee  by  going  into 
them  in  detail.  The  Eeport  takes  a 
broad  and  liberal  view  of  this  question, 
and  not  only  with  regard  to  endow- 
ments; hut  with  regard  to  other  matters 
of  importance  It  indicates  a  certain 
widening  in  a  popular  sense  of  the  policy 
of  the  Commissioners.  I  have  been 
asked  how  many  schemes  the  Commis- 
Bioners  have  dealt  with  in  the  coarse  of 
the  year.  I  have  not  the  Report  with 
me;  but  If  the  hon.  Member  will  put  this 
in  the  form  of  a  Question,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  give  a  careful  reply  to  his  in- 
quiry. An  hon.  Member  has  especially 
mentioned  one  point  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Commissioners,  which  is 
that  the  persons  locally  interested  in  the 
schemes  have  not  been  euificiently  con- 
sulted. That  is  a  very  difficult  question 
to  deal  with.  It  seems  to  me  moat 
desirable  that  public  opinion  in  these 
cases  should  be  sifted,  and  I  am  theoreti- 
cally inclined  to  support  any  suggestion 
in  that  direction ;  but  I  do  think  it  may 
be  said  on  behalf  of  the  Commissioners 
that  some  of  the  difficulty  arises  from 
those  interested  not  moving  soon  enough 
with  regard  to  these  matters;  and  I 
know  that  in  some  cases,  unhappily, 
serious  objections  have  been  raised  after 
the  schemes  have  been  passed.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  alluded  to  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  Norwich. 
I  shall,  of  course,  always  be  glad  to 
listen  to  the  objections  which  he  may 
make  with  regard  to  this  scheme ;  but  I 
must  say,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
was  I  no  positive  action  has  been  taken  in  the 
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matter.  Mj  view  is  that  we  muet  con- 
aider  the  opinion  etrongly  ezpresaod  in 
the  locality  if  we  wieh  the  echemeB  to 
benefit  the  locality  and  work  successfully. 
I  can  assure  the  Committee  that,  bo  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  earnest  consideration 
aliall  be  given  to  this  discussion,  which 
has  been  useful  to  me,  and  will,  I  believe, 
prove  useful  in  the  future  to  the  Com- 
missionerB.  I  have  been  pressed  on  the 
Bubjeot  of  possible  legislation  In  regard 
to  the  Beport.  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  consulting  all  my  Colleagues ; 
but  I  can  promise  with  regard  to  the 
future  tbat  if  I  £ad  it  ia  possible  to 
carry  through  a  short  measure  relating 
to  the  questions  which  have  been  before 
the  Committee  to-day  or  mentioned  in 
the  £eport,  I  shall  give  the  eubject  my 
most  serious  attention.  I  do  not  at  the 
moment  like  to  give  the  Committee  any 
positive  pledge.  I  will,  therefore,  only 
Bay  that  lam  aware  it  is  the  desire  of 
boD.  Members  that  there  should  be  some 
legislation  of  the  kind  indicated,  and 
upon  tbat  point  I  will  take  an  oppor- 
tunity of  consulting  my  Colleagues.  I 
should  like  to  press  my  hon,  Friend  not 
to  divide  the  Committee  on  his  Amend- 
ment. We  have  had  a  serious  discussion, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  my  hon.  Friend 
or  other  hon.  Members  who  have  raised 
objections  will  be  able  to  urge  that  I  have 
met  those  objections  in  an  unfair  or 
illiberal  spirit.  I  venture  to  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  this  Motion  fo  a 
Division  for  that  reason,  and  also  because 
in  our  Beport  we  acknowledge  that  the 
Charity  Commisaioners,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  have  carriedout  the  difficult 
proviaions  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING9  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  Perhaps  the  Com- 
mittee will  pardon  me  if  I  touch  for  a 
minute  or  two  on  what  the  right  hon. 
Qentieman  hasjustly  termedasubject of 
the  greatest  importance.  Before  doing  so, 
however,  I  wish  to  remove  the  idea  that 
I  have  brought  forward  this  question  by 
way  of  censure  on  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. I  have  stated  elsewhere,  with 
great  pleasure,  that  the  present  Com- 
miesionera,  or  especially  the  two  Com- 
missioners with  waom  I  have  come  most 
in  contact,  are  all  that  one  can  wish  as 
CommissionerB.  The  Chief  Com  mis- 
aioner  is  a  man  of  the  greatest  courtesy 
snd  ability ;  but  I  repeat  that  it  ia  not  at 
all  my  object  to  raise  anything  like  a 
sweeping  censureon  the  Charity  Commis- 


sioners. The  work  which  tbey  do  is  of  a 
valuable  character,  and  the  reason  I  raise 
the  question  in  this  form  ia  because,  as 
far  as  I  know,  there  ia  no  other  way  of 
having  immediate  discussion,  which  is 
essential,  because  there  are  schemes 
pending  which  embody  the  principle  of 
which  I  complain.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  Commissioners  are  constrained 
by  Act  of  Parliament  i  but  I  maintain 
that  neither  of  the  questions  which  I 
have  raised  is  beyond  their  powers— 
that  they  are  not  bound  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament in  either  of  the  particulars.  I 
wish  also  to  say,  with  regard  to  the 
remark  of  a  right  bon.  Gentleman,  that 
it  is  my  object  in  no  way  that  the 
Commissioners  should  act  in  relief  of 
the  rates;  but  as  to  the  fact  stated, 
that  the  scholarships  and  exhibitions 
compensate  for  the  loss  of  elementary 
education,  I  refer  the  Committee  to 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee by  Canon  Evans  and  Dr.  Jessop. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy),  referring  to  the  case  of  Seam- 
ing, said  that  if  the  policy  pursued  in 
that  case  were  to  be  persevered  in  by 
the  Commissioners,  he  would  follow 
me  into  the  Lobby.  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  case  of  Sutton  Cold- 
field  is  exactly  on  all  -  fours  with 
that  of  Scarning;  it  raised  the  same 
general  opposition  ;  it  inflicts  the  same 
privatioDB,  and  is,  if  anything,  more 
aggravating  to  those  interested.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  spoken  of  the  recom- 
mendations which  have  been  made  by 
the  Committee  as  being  sufficient ;  but  I 
want  to  point  out  that  they  are  not  at 
all  sufficient  to  meet  my  case.  One  of 
the  Motions  made  in  the  Committee  was 
— "  Tbat  the  new  parishes  which  now 
enjoy  free  education  ought  not  to  be 
deprived  of  that  peculiar  advantage," 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  anything  con- 
tained in  the  recommendations  of  the 
Report  will  fall  far  short  of  those  re- 
quirements. Then,  as  to  tbe  alienation 
of  endowments,  the  fourth  recommenda- 
tioQ  was  altogether  misleading  and  in- 
sufficient, and  that  I'emark  holds  good 
of  many  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  I  wish,  for  a  minute  or 
two,  to  bring  back  the  Committee  to  my 
two  points,  which  it  has  been  sought  in 
an  admirable  manner  to  explain  away, 
but  in  a  manner  that  has  entirely  failed 
to  do  so.    My  case  is  that  in  the  present 
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scheme,  and  in  future  ecliemes,  where 
free  educatioa  has  been  enjoyed  by  pre- 
scriptive right  for  generatioDS  and,  — " 
haps,  centuries,  the  CommiBsiionerB 
not  interfere  to  take  away  that  free 
education ;  or,  if  they  are  compelled  to 
interfere  by  reason  of  the  education 
being  of  an  inferior  character,  that  they 
shall  uee  tho  endowment  for  paying  the 
school  fees  of  the  children  who  have 
hitherto  had  the  right  to  free  educati 
I  am  aware  that  the  Committee  in  their 
recommendations  refer  to  that ;  they  say 
that  this  education  shall  not  be  taken 
away  without  providing  for  those  who 
cannot  pay  the  fees.  But  that  will  not 
do  at  all.  The  point  is  that  the  whole 
of  the  children  shall  contiauo  to  have 
education  in  free  schools,  or  by  payment 
for  them  of  the  fees  in  the  elementary 
schools  to  which  they  are  sent.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Osford  TTniversity 
(Mr.  J.  Q.  Talbot)  spoke  of  the  advan- 
tages of  the  Bchofarships  which  are 
given  to  the  children  in  some  of  the 
schools,  which,  in  other  words,  means 
that  the  seven  scholarships  enjoyed  are 
of  great  use  to  seven  persons;  hut, 
allow  me  to  explain,  those  scholarships 
are  qnite  as  good  whon  applied  to  all 
the  children  in  the  school  as  to  seven. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  has  given  us  nathins;  whatever. 
It  is  true  that  he  says  that  all  the  middle 
class  has  been  considered  as  well  as 
the  poorer  class;  but  allow  me  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  under  Section  30 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act  enumerates  the 
purposes  for  which  this  money  was  left 
which  is  now  being  taken  away  for  high 
schools,  middle  andupper  schools,  and  I 
oak  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  if  any  of 
that  money  can  possibly  belong  to  any 
but  the  poorer  class — it  enumerates 
doles  in  money  and  kind,  which  surely 
was  not  intended  for  the  upper  classso ; 
marriage  portions  to  poor  girls,  appren- 
ticeships, and  so  on,  matters  with  which 
tbeupperclasseahare  no  concern.  Now, 
these  are  the  endowments  which  the 
Charity  Commissioners  confiscated  in 
order  to  make  high  schools,  middle  and 
upper  Bohoola,  and  the  contention  seems 
to  be  altogether  wrong  and  untenable 
that  those  endowments  can  belong  in 
any  shape  or  form  to  any  but  the  poorer 
class.  It  la  a  fact  that  in  the  30tb 
clause  of  the  Act  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  told  that  in  any  scheme 
which  they  may  formulate,  the  edu- 
Mr.Jcstt  CoUtngi- 


oational  interests  of  all  the  persons  of 
the  same  class  of  life  within  the  same 
area  shall  be  considered.  I  have 
listened  to  the  justification  which  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  quoted  from 
the  mouth  of  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  I  am  sorry  to  think  that 
he  should  uee  such  an  argument.  The 
contention  is  that,  by  some  wonderful 
process  of  arithmetic,  when  you  have 
taken  away  £32,000  from  the  poor  they 
are  better  off  than  when  they  had  the 
whole  benefit  of  the  money.  The  only 
way  in  which  this  has  been  attempted  to 
he  defended  is  that  the  increment  of 
interest  would  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
amount  taken  away.  That,  I  say,  is  a 
very  poor  reason,  because  not  only  the 
capital  but  the  interest  belonged  to  one 
and  the  same  class.  The  fact  remains 
that  tho  poor  people  of  Sutton  Coldfield 
will  have  £32,000  taken  away  from 
them,  and  instead  of  getting  their  edu- 
cation free  they  will  have  to  pay  school 
fees  which  will  increase  in  order  to  make 
up  the  deficiency  which  wilt  result  from 
taking  enormous  sums  from  endowments 
in  order  to  make  schools  for  the  wealthier 
class.  Therefore,  I  say  that  my  two 
points  are  not  within  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  sense  that  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  constrained  from  dealing 
with  them,  and  it  is  upon  those  two 
points  that  we  shall  have  to  vote ;  that 
is  to  say — first,  whether  the  free  edu- 
cation which  exists  in  a  certain  locality 
as  a  privilege  of  the  poor  shall  be  taken 
away  by  the  scheme  of  the  Charity  Com* 
miasionera ;  and,  secondly,  whether  the 
doles  for  medical  assistance,  and  other 
similar  endowments  which  the  poor 
enjoy,  shall  be  taken  away  from  themtn 
order  to  create  high  schools  for  the 
middle  and  upper  classes.  I  cheerfully 
acknowledge  the  action  the  Commis- 
"'oners  have  taken  in  some  cases,  and 

pecially  that  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man the  Vice  President,  who  was  most 
to  put  pressure  on  the  tmstees 
to  make  them  do  their  duty,  a  pressure 
that  was  never  exercised  by  anyone 
previously ;  but  appeals,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  have  before  been  treated  with  in- 
difference, so  that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
call  on  the  Committee  to  divide  upon  my 
Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  HARDOABTLE  (Salford.N.) : 
As  it  is  my  intention  to  Tote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
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opportunity  of  ezpreaaiDg  m;  reasoua  for 
so  doing.  A  great  de^  baa  been  said 
upon  tbe  ladder  syatem.  Kotc,  to  the 
arguments  founded  upon  that  I  venture 
to  take  exception.  I  want  to  know  bow 
mauy  persona  are  able  to  climb  that 
ladder,  and  I  want  to  know  why  the 
mediocrity  ebould  be  given  all  these 
privileges  ?  I  bave  uo  desire  to  reduce 
the  salaries  of  the  Gommissioners ;  but 
to  vote  on  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee  is  the  only  way  in  which  we 
can  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
country  what  I  conceive  to  be  conduct 
prejudicial  to  the  real  interests  of  the 
poorer  class.  I  have  uo  objection  to 
amending  the  system  of  educational 
endowmGntBjtbatisnodoubtreasoaable, 
and  in  accordance  with  modern  ideas ; 
but  I  have  the  very  strongest  objection 
to  the  removal  of  endowments  originally 
intended  for  charitable  purposes  to  the 
purposes  of  education.  There  was  an 
allusion  made  by  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Oaithneas  (Dr.  Clark)  to  the  almshouse 
portion  of  the  endowments,  and  the 
hon.  Member  made  use  of  an  expression 
which  r  may  say  shocked  me.  He  said 
that  almshonaea  were  not  required  in 
these  days,  because  the  poor  and  aged 
conld  go  into  the  workhouse.  Kow, 
when  we  remember  the  great  efforts 
made  by  the  poor  to  keep  out  of  the 
workhouses,  I  think  that  argument  is 
one  which  ought  not  to  be  used.  I  say 
that  the  respectable  poor  have  a  right  to 
all  these  endowments  as  their  share  of 
the  property  of  the  country,  and  if  by 
any  exceptional  wave  of  public  feeling 
they  are  diverted  from  the  original 
intention,  an  absolute  hardship  is  im- 
posed on  this  class.  It  is  on  that  ground, 
and  not  with  a  view  of  injuring  the 
Charily  Commissioners,  whose  conduct, 
I  believe,  is  excellent,  that  I  shall  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bordesley. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  Allow  me 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
endowments  fur  education  are  seldom 
BufBcient  to  supply  gratuitous  education 
for  all  tbe  children  of  the  parish,  and 
where  only  a  few  children  are  selected 
the  aimple  question  is — Shall  the^  be 
aeleoted  Dy  competition,  or  by  merit,  or 

Siatrouage?  An  hon.  Member  hoe  re- 
erred  to  the  Bochdale  School.  Looking 
back  at  tbe  Beport,  I  say  that  this  ia  a 
very  important  school,  that  the  recipienta 


of  the  charity  seem  to  be,  on  the  whole, 
childreaof  parents  who  might  get  educa- 
tion for  them  without  assistance.  Now, 
I  submit  that  where  children  are  selected 
by  compeiitioD,  not  only  is  a  great  bene- 
fit done  to  those  who  receive  the  educa- 
tion, but  also  that  those  who  fail  in  the 
competition  are  intellectually  stimulated 
by  the  prospect  of  obtaining  it.  We  have 
heard  much  to-day  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Uoorge 
Campbell)  as  to  the  difficulty  of  the 
children  of  the  poor  obtaining  these 
scholarships  when  they  are  so  heavily 
weighted  in  competition,  I  heard  that 
remark  with  surprise,  and,  going  back 
aafaras  1882,  I  find  that  1,H5  chil- 
dren from  elementary  schools  succeeded 
in  winning  scholarships.  I  find  that  in 
one  instance,  out  of  35  scholarships 
awarded  in  three  years,  no  fewer  than 
20  were  gained  by  children  whose 
parents  were  engaged  in  manual  labour; 
among  101  endowed  schools,  that  in  no 
fewer  than  four  schools  every  scholar- 
ship was  awarded  to  children  whose 
parents  were  in  receipt  of  weekly  wages. 
I  look  a  little  further  into  the  circum- 
stances of  these  persons  who  earned 
weekly  wages,  and  I  find  that  some  of 
them  are  very  poor,  and  that  among 
them  there  is  more  than  one  inatance  of 
a  widow  earniDK  her  livelihood  by  her 
needle,  whose  child  has  been  set  upon 
the  ilrat  step  of  tbe  ladder  which  may 
ledd  him  to  reach  tbe  highest  point  of 
infiuence  in  the  State  ;  in  another  case, 
I  find  that  the  scholarship  was  awarded 
to  the  child  of  a  person  actually  in  re- 
ceipt at  the  time  of  parish  relief.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  we  should  be 
acting  with  very  grat  inconsistency  if 
we  were  to  condemn  the  Charity  Com- 
misaionere  for  having  acted  in  implicit 
obedience,  not  merely  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  but  to  the  Statute. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayea  39; 
Noea  188:  Majority  H9,— (Div.  List, 
No.  313,)  [3,50  p,«.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Ma.  JAMES  SXUAET  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton) :  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 


City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Act 
of  1883,  which  authorizes  the  appoint^ 
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ment  of  the  Oommiseion,  expires  at  the 
end  of  1887,  anleGB  continued  by  Her 
MajeBtr  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  but  in  no  case  ia  that  Commie- 
sion  to  be  continued  beyond  1889. 
Now,  that  Commtsaion  is  of  the  greatest 
importance,  not  only  with  respect  to 
London  generally,  but  also  with  respect 
to  the  Technical  Education  Bill  which 
the  right  hon.  Qentlaman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  has  introduced. 
With  respect  to  that  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indicated,  and  rightly,  that 
London  might  very  properly  be  put  in 
a  different  category  from  the  rest  of  the 
country.  In  the  City  of  London  Parochial 
Charities  Act  the  very  question  of  the 
provision  of  money  for  technical  educa- 
tion is  involved,  and  that  Act  also 
touches  upon  several  other  questions  of 
immediate  interest  in  the  Metropolis.  I 
think  it  will  be  of  value  if  I  point  out 
what  are  the  objects  for  which,  that 
Commission  was  permitted  or  requested 
to  draw  up  its  recommendations  for  the 
application  of  those  funds.  They  are 
the  promoting  of  the  education  of  the 
poorer  iuhabitants  of  the  Metropolis, 
whether  by  means  of  exhibitions,  tech- 
nical or  art  instruction,  lectures  or 
uthetwise,  the  establishment  and  main- 
tenance of  libraries,  museums,  or  art 
collections,  of  open  spaces  and  recrea- 
tion groonds,  convalescent  hospitals 
for  the  poorer  classes,  and  generally 
the  improvement  of  the  social,  moral,  and 
physical  condition  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  Metropolis.  There  are  one  or 
two  points  in  which  the  Commissioners 
are  requested  to  draw  up  schemes  which 
are  solving  themselves  by  less  adequate 
means.  For  example,  there  is  a  pro- 
posal on  the  tapii  to  establish  a  rate  in 
respect  of  hospital  accommodation 
—  a  charge  which  many  feel  falls 
better  on  these  and  similar  funds. 
Again,  the  Free  Libraries  Act  is  being 
adopted  in  the  Metropolis,  and  its 
further  adoption  will  be  assisted  if  we 
can  get  the  schemes  of  this  Act  into 
operation.  I  asked  an  important  Ques- 
tion on  the  21st  of  September  lost  year 
of  the  then  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
as  to  when  the  Oommiesioners,  appointed 
under  the  City  of  liondon  Parochial 
Charities  Act  of  1863,  were  expected  to 
make  a  Beport,  and  whether  they  had  con- 
sidered the  approximate  amount  of  funds 
which  would  heapplioable  to  thepurposes 
indicated  ?  To  this  the  Vice  President 
2fr-  Jamtt  Stuart 
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replied  in  effect  that  the  Cbarity  Com- 
missioners expect  to  make  a  statement 
before  tbe  close  of  the  year,  and  that 
until  the  whole  of  the  statements  were 
prepared  the  Commissioners  could  not 
estimate  the  amount  of  funds  available 
for  the  respective  purposes.  So  far  as 
private  inquiry,  often  unreliable  I  admit, 
can  lead  me  to  form  an  opinion,  I  believe 
I  am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  the  total 
amount  of  funds  lies  between  £120,000 
and  £160,000;  and  by  direction  under 
the  City  of  London  Parochial  Charities 
Act  the  Commissioners  are  directed  to 
discriminate  these  funds  into  two  cate- 
gories. Until  the  very  important  point  is 
reached  to  which  my  Question  was  di- 
rected in  1 886,  wo  cannot  adequately  deal 
with  the  special  portion  of  the  Technical 
Education  Bill  which  is  applicable  to  the 
Meti-opolis.  I  have  been  led  to  believe, 
roughly  speaking,  that  about  £70,000 
or  £80,000  out  of  the  fund  indicated 
comes  under  that  portion  which  is  to  be 
applied  to  educational,  hospital,  and 
other  purposes.  The  line  of  action  of 
the  Commission  is  first  to  make  a  Beport 
as  to  the  determinations  in  each  case, 
with  regard  to  religious  and  non- 
religious  purposes;  it  has  then  to  draw 
up  a  scheme  for  each  charity,  and  that 
has  to  be  published  and  go  through 
various  stages.  This,  the  Committee 
will  observe,  will  involve  a  great  deal 
of  time.  The  object  I  have  in  now 
calling  attention  to  this  subject  is  to 
expedite,  if  possible,  the  work  of  the 
Commission,  which  for  a  considerable 
time  haa  been  costing  from  £j,000  to 
£5,000  a-year.  It  commenced  in  1883, 
and  we  have  no  knowledge  of  what 
progress  has  been  made,  or  of  the  steps 
that  are  being  taken.  I  should  like 
also  to  urge  upon  the  Commissioners 
the  desirability  of  consulting,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  views  and  needs  of 
the  different  localities  in  the  various 
portions  of  the  Metropolis.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  if  we  could  get  that 
portion  of  the  money  which  Parlia- 
ment has  declared  should  be  applied  ia 
the  manner  indicated,  we  might  make 
an  advance  in  several,  I  do  not  say  in 
all  respects,  which  would  place  London 
at  the  top  of  many  of  the  other  towns 
of  the  country,  and  more  particularly  in 
the  matter  of  technical  education,  which 
ia  indicated  in  the  Act  as  one  of  tiie  first 
points  to  be  dealt  with.  But  I  do  hope 
that  the  Commission,  which  is  now  en- 
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;ed  in  the  firat  portion  of  its  work, 
y  soon  reach  the  aecond ;  and  in  doing 
-that  ia,  in  drawing  up  the  scheme  for 
s  £70,000  or  £60,000  a-year — that  it 
y  follow  the  genera)  feeling  expressed 

this  House — namely,  consult  the 
alities  in  the  matter.  I  should  like, 
omphasizing  that  point,  to  say  that 
f  eciieme  for  technical  education,  or 

the  general  advancement  of  what  I 
y  call  superior  education  in  London, 

I  have  to  come  not  from  one  centre, 
t  from  a  series  of  centres,  becauBO  the 
uiremente  vary  with  the  different 
Is  of  the  Metropolis.  Thero  is 
)ther  point  of  ic^ortance  to  my  con- 
uents  to  which  I  wish  brieSy  to  call 
»ntion.  In  1793  a  sum  of  money, 
>wn  as  "Webb's  Charity,  was  left  to 
dst's  Hospital,  with  the  instruction 
t  it  vas  to  educate  with  it  three  of 
poorer  children  of  the  parish  of  St. 

>naTd'8,  Shoreditch.  In  1790  Lord 
incellor  Thurlow  decided  that  the 
ds,  which  bad  then  increased  to  £130 
ear,  were  sufficient  to  support  six 
■r  children  ;  and  he  indicated  at  the 
e  that  should  the  funds  still  further 
rease  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish 
e  to  make  further  application  to  the 
irt  of  Chancery  in  the  matter.  The 
dshave  increased  to  £1,300  a-year 
least,  and  the  number  of  inhabited 
see  in  the  parish  has  increased  from 
)0  to  15,000,  which  are,  roughly 
aking,  occupied  by  two  separate  oo- 
iers  each,  so  that  the  amount  of  the 
rity  has  been  multiplied  by  10, 
the  area  of  persons  to  whom  it 
pplicable  has  also  multiplied  by  10 ; 
the  number  of  children  Dene Gted  by 
till  remaine  the  same  as  when  Lord 
irlow  decided  in  the  case,  and  the 
lainder  of  the  income  goes  into  tho 
ids  of  Christ's  Hospital.  The  inha- 
ints  of  the  parish  have  appealed 
inst  the  present  re-organization 
ame  for  Christ's  Hospital ;  and  I 
li  to  make  an  appeal  on  their 
alf  to  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
t  they  will  step  in  to  be  the  pro- 
nrs,  where  funds  are  to  be  applied, 
;he  population  generally  as  against 
ividuaf  institutions.  I  trust  the 
amissioners  will  have  such  altera- 
IS  made  in  the  proposed  scheme  of 
irganizatioa  of  Christ's  Hospital  as 

II  not  give  the  large  surplus  funds 
ling  in  the  present  case  to  that  ineti- 
on,  but  reserve  then  for  the  benefit 
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of  the  poor  people  of  Shoreditch,  for 
whom  there  can  be  no  reasonable 
doubt  the  money  was  originally  in- 
tended. 

Ma.  CEEMEK  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  I  shall  be  glad  to  learn  whether 
tho  right  hon.  Centleman  can  explain  to 
the  Committee  why  the  scheme  prepared 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  the 
better  administration  of  Christ's  Hob< 
pital  has  not  yet  been  accepted  by  the 
authorities ;  and  whether,  if  they  still 
persist  in  refusing  to  accept  the  scheme, 
be  will  advise  the  Qovernment  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
scheme  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  upstairs  ? 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
I  eee  that  there  is  a  maximum  salary 
for  each  Inspector  of  £600,  and  that,  in 
the  aggregate,  we  are  asked  to  vote  the 
sum  of  £2,750.  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
JookEon)  for  an  explanation  of  this 
charge.  Another  point  to  which  I  desire 
to  call  attention  is  that  for  six  years  the 
Charity  Commissioners  have  suspended 
tlieir  operations  in  Wales.  I  do  not 
hiame  them  for  that,  because  they  hare 
acted  under  the  advice  of  the  Select 
Committee.  Much  of  the  complaint 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  those  who 
manage  the  charities  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  people  in  the  localities  have 
very  little  information  as  to  the  amounts 
at  the  disposal  of  the  local  charities,  and 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  whether  he  will 
bring  pressure  to  bear  on  the  Commis- 
sionem  to  make  further  inquiries  into 
the  local  charities  in  Wales  ?  I  think 
it  will  be  seen  that  the  state  of  things 
in  Wales  is  very  lamentable,  and  that 
many  charities  are  slipping  away  from 
the  hands  of  the  people. 

The  8ECBETAET  to  the  TEBA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.): 
With  reference  to  the  question  raised 
hy  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject 
of  the  charge  for  sataries,  I  point  out 
there  appears  to  have  been  a  mistake 
made  in  the  Estimate.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  positions  of  the  *  and  the  f 
ought  to  have  been  reversed,  and  the  * 
ought  to  have  been  placed  against  the 
charge  for  the  Inspector.  With  regard 
to  the  other  point  r^sed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  understand  the  diffloulty 
is  due  to  a  question  of  monejN  The 
I&spedon  already  on  the  staff  hare 
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already  been  completely  engaged  in 
doin^  what  maybe  described  as  the  cur- 
lent  work  of  the  Department.  Tbere  ia 
every  disposition  to  take  up  the  work  in 
tbe  way  which  the  hon.  Qeatleman  indi- 
oates;  but  for  tbe  reason  I  have  stated, 
unless  epocial  Commissioners  or  an 
additional  number  of  Inspectors  are 
appointed,  it  wauld  not  be  possible  at 

S resent  to  carry  out  that  which  the  hon. 
[ember  wishes. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  interest  that  full  information 
should  be  published.  We  have  Blue 
Sooks  pubUshed  on  many  matters  re- 
lating to  all  parts  of  the  world ;  but 
with  regard  to  these  charitiea  we  have 
scarcely  any  information.  I  wish  to 
press  upon  the  Government,  although  I 
am  an  advocate  of  economy,  that  they 
should  either  increase  the  staff  or  give 
some  other  facilities  to  enable  the  Oom- 
miesioners  to  publish  this  information. 
The  Chief  Charity  Commi^oner  stated, 
in  evidence  before  the  OommtSBion,  that 
there  are  55  volumes  of  manuscript 
containing  much  information  about  the 
charities ;  and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  oannot  do  something 
to  push  forward  the  work  of  publica- 
tion? 

Sm WILLIAM HAET DYKE:  With 
regard  to  the  point  urged  by  the  hon. 
Member  far  Merionethshire,  I  must  say 
diat  I  sympathize  with  him  in  his  wish 
that  information  should  be  given  with 
reference  to  the  Welsh  charities  in  view 
of  the  urgency  of  the  question  of  inter- 
mediate education  in  Wales,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  hou.  Member  is  deeply 
anxious  on  this  point.  It  is  obvious  that 
in  dealing  with  a  matter  so  complicated 
it  would  be  of  the  greatest  value  to  get 
special  local  information  with  regard  to 
educational  charities.  As  far  as  the 
Commissioners  are  concerned,  it  is  the 
general  desire  that  this  should  be  ob- 
tained. As  far  as  I  am  advised,  the 
staff  is  continuously  occupied  with  the 
ordinatyworkof  the  Commission.  With 
regard  to  any  further  staS  that  might 
be  required,  I  can  only  say  that  I  will 
consult  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury ;  and  if  it  be  possible,  by  a 
small  expenditure,  slightly  to  increase 
tbe  ofGoial  staff,  I  think,  without  giving 
any  absolute  pledge,  that  it  is  a  ques- 
tion which  may,  at  all  events,  be  can- 
^dly  met  ob  the  part  of  my  hen.  EViend. 
Xr.Jathtm 
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The  hon.  Momber  for  the  Haggerston 
Division  of  Bhoreditch  (Mr.  Cremez]haa 
spoken  with  regard  to  the  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  in  respect  of  Christ's 
Hospital.  I  am  not  at  once  prepared  to 
take  the  course  suggested,  of  proposing 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  which 
would  be  a  very  serious  step,  and  re- 
quire much  deliberation.  But  I  may 
tell  the  hon.  Member  that  tbe  question 
has  been  under  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  late  Vice  President  and  myself 
during  the  present  Session,  and  I  hope, 
before  long,  that  a  satisfactory  result  will 
be  arrived  at.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Hozton  Division  of  Bhoreditch  (Mr. 
Stuart)  has  called  my  attention  to  a 
subject  which  has  been  previously  re- 
ferred to  in  this  House — that  is,  the  time 
occupied  by  the  Metropolitan  Charity 
Commissioners  in  their  plan  of  clasaifi- 
cation.  The  Commissioners  have  first  of 
all  to  prepare  a  statement  of  the  pro- 
perty involved,  and  then  to  take  the 
further  step  of  formulating  a  scheme. 
As  regards  the  delay  which  has  oc- 
curred, I  can  only  say  that  I  regret  that 
there  should  have  been  delay  in  a 
matter  of  such  great  importance  ;  and  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
this  question  of  technical  instruction 
having  been  permanently  raised,  it  is  of 
vital  importanoe  that  some  early  action 
should  De  taken  in  tbe  direction  indi- 
cated, especially  iu  the  Metropolis.  I 
feel,  also,  that  we  want  all  the  subsi- 
diary assistance  which  we  can  obtain, 
especially  of  the  kind  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  shadowed  forth,  to  make  our 
legislation,  as  it  were,  a  feeding  power 
for  secondary  instruction.  I  again  ex- 
press my  regret  at  the  delay  which  has 
occurred ;  but  I  have  made  some  in- 
quiry, and  I  am  informed  that  the 
statement  of  clasaification  of  property 
will  be  in  tbe  hands  of  the  pubuo  in 
about  two  months. 

MB.BBYCE(Aberdeeu,S.):  Ishould 
like  to  confirm  what  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  with  regard  to  the 
great  importance  of  endeavouring  to  ac- 
celerate the  action  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners for  the  purpose  of  getting 
better  information  on  the  subject  of  the 
Welsh  Educational  Charities.  Twenty 
years  ago  I  had  to  act  as  Assistant  Com- 
missioner  in  Wales,  and  I  had  then  the 
opportunity  of  learning  a  great  deal, 
not  only  about  the  endowed  schoolf  ii| 
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Principality,  bnt  also 

)  tnere.     Wales,    as    compared 


irities 

b  England  in  the  matter  of  educa- 
lal  endovrmentB,  is  very  poor;  that 
all  the  more  reasoii  why  those  that 
at  should  be  made  the  most  of,  and 
y  we  have  a  special  claim  an  the  De- 
tment   to   see  that  the  charities- 
lecially  the  endowed  eehools— should 
applied  to  the  particular  needs  of  the 
>ple.     Until  the    Bill  is  brought  ' 
Lling  with  education   in    Wales, 
uld  be  desirable  that,  in  the  met 
le,  these  should  etill  go  on  with  their 
rk— whether  the  Bill  is  brought  in 

With  regard  to  the  question  of 
increase  of  etaff  of  the  Cbarity  Com- 
sion,  I  think  it  well  deserves  con- 
iration  whether,  as  in  the  case  of 
J»ndoii  Parochial  Charities  under 
Act  of  1883,  the  eipenaes  that  may 
incurred  on  that  account  should 
be  defrayed  from  the  funds  of  the 
rities  themselves.  The  country  is 
urally  unwilling  to  grant  larger  funds 
the  Charity  Commission  than  it  now 
sesees;  but  I  think  the  difficulty  to 
ch  the  right  hon.  Qeutleman  has 
irred  may  be  met  in  the  manner  I 
geat.  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the 
it  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President 
he  Council  that  the  London  Parochial 
irity  OommiaBioners  are  advancing 
1  their  work,  and  that,  as  I  under- 
id  him  to  say,  we  shall  havethe  clasai- 
^ion  scheme  in  less  than  two  months. 
ippen  to  know  that  an  immense  num- 
of  ancient  records  have  been  inves- 
ted, and  that  the  Commissioners  have 
a  labouring  at  their  work  with  the 
ktest  assiduity;  and  I  can,  therefore, 
3rm  the  statement  that  there  has  been 
nnecessary  delay.  At  the  same  time, 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  bear  in 
d  that  the  time  for  the  completion  of 
work  is  limited,  and  that  the  limit 
me  should  not  be  exceeded.  The 
licatioQS  of  these  parochial  charity 
Is  to  be  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
ers  will  excite  much  attention,  and 
irve  much  discussion,  eo  that  it 
)mes  desirable  that  we  should  know 
r  plana  as  soon  as  possible. 
:b.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
tral) ;  We  have  heard  that  the  ex- 
liture  upon  the  stafE  engaged  in  the 
k  connected  vitb  "  ~' 
achial  Charities 
sd  by  £2,000 
is  a  very  satiafi 


t  other  I  expenditure ;  but  I  hope  it  la"  not  at  the 
'  cost  of  the  actual  work  itaelf— that  the 
reduction  dees  not  indicate  that  there 
will  be  any  delay  in  carrying  on  the 
work.  I  believe  my  hon.  Friend  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  cost  of  the  in- 
vestigation will  ultimately  come  out  of 
the  charities ;  and,  therefore,  there  can 
he  no  object  in  effecting  any  economy 
unless  it  is  thoroughly  justified  by  the 
cessation  of  the  work.  I  hope  that  no 
idea  of  effecting  economy  will  interfere 
with  the  completion  of  this  important 
work,  which  will,  I  am  sure,  prove  of 
the  greatest  value  to  the  Metropolis. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  may  allay  the 
feara  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
When  thia  Estimate  was  prepared  the 
expenditure  was  most  carefully  con- 
sidered ;  and  it  was  only  on  the  assur- 
ance that  the  staff  would  be  able  to 
complete  the  work  in  the  period  as- 
aigned,  and  do  it  efKcieutly,  that  the 
reductions  were  made. 


Original  Question  put,  and  agresd  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Thataaum.  not  exceedmg  £21,531,  bs 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
neceasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  courBG  of  payment  ducing  the  year  ending 
OQ  the  Slat  day  of  March  1888,  for  tho  Sslariea 
andF.ipenaesof  the  Civil  Service  Commiaaion." 

Mb.  EVELYN  (Deptford)  :  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction 
of  which  I  have  given  Notice.  My 
object  is  to  bring  forward  the  case  of 
Bertie  Wilmot  Mainprise,  who  went  up, 
in  June  last,  for  examination  at  the 
Eoyal  Naval  School,  New  Cross.  On 
Friday  last  I  asked  a  Question  on  thia 
subject  of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) ;  and  I  gave  Notice  then  that  I 
would  bring  the  subject  forward  in 
Supply,  I  am  quite  aware  it  may  be 
said  it  is  exceedingly  inconvenient  to 
bring  up  matters  of  this  kind  in  Supply ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  private 
Members  of  this  House  have  surren- 
dered into  the  hands  of  the  Government 
the  time  usually  set  aside  to  them,  and, 
therefore,  have  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunities  which  may  be  pre- 
sentea  in  Supply  to  raise  the  questional 
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DiTiaion  of  Birmingham,  that  the  matter 
muat  be  brought  forward  in  Supply  or 
not  brought  forward  at  all.  This  matter 
has  been  the  subject  of  a.  oaneiderable 
amount  of  correapondence  between  the 
authorities  of  the  Naval  School  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  Admiralty  and  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  on  the  other 
hand.  It  has  attracted  great  attentioc 
within  my  oonstituency ;  and  I  think, 
Sir,  it  is  a  matter  of  great  public 
moment  that  the  proceedings  of  a  public 
body  like  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners should  be  above  auspioion  and 
reproach.  If,  when  I  have  placed  the 
facts  before  the  Committee,  any  answer 
can  be  given  which  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  authorities  of  the  echool  and  to  the 
public  generally,  no  one  will  be  better 
pleased  than  myaelf.  Let  me  add — what, 
perhaps,  I  need  hardly  eay  —  I  make 
no  imputation  npon  the  honour  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners ;  to  do  so  would  be  monstrous  and 
absurd.  But  we  require  something 
more  than  good  intentions  from  a  great 
public  body,  and  he  who  feels  he  has 
sustained  an  injury  can  hardly  be  con- 
soled by  the  assertion  that  there  was 
no  corrupt  motive  in  the  action  taken 
againet  him.  Now,  I  will  go  at  once  into 
the  facts  of  the  case,  which  are  extremely 
eimple.  The  Boyal  Naval  School  at 
New  Cross  is  au  Institution  which 
was  established  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding education  and  board  for  the  sons 
of  naval  and  marine  officers.  Since  the 
opening  of  the  Institution  ia  lit33,  no 
less  than  3,000  pupila  have  availed  them-- 
selves  of  the  benefits  offered,  many 
of  whom  have  distinguished  themselves 
in  the  Service  of  the  country,  reflecting 
credit  upon  themselves  and  families  and 
npon  the  school  in  which  they  were 
educated.  This  school  is  a  national  more 
than  a  local  school.  At  the  annual 
distribution  of  prizes  some  distiogaished 
officer  presides.  On  the  next  occasion, 
within  a  few  days,  no  less  a  person  than 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander-ia- 
Ohief  will  tbus  honour  the  school. 
The  school  enjoys  the  privilege— and 
this  is  the  point  I  wish  the  Com- 
mittee to  note — of  four  nominations 
annually  to  compete  for  naval  cadet- 
ships.  On  the  last  occasion  these  exami- 
nations had  to  take  place  before  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners.  At  the 
last  examination  which  took  place  in 
June  there  were  fire  nominations,  be- 
Mr.  Evtlffn 
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cause  an  extra  nomination  was  ^ven  by 
an  old  pupil  of  the  school.  Five  boys 
from  the  school  went  up  for  the  exami- 
nation. Before  the  educational  exami- 
nation takes  place,  however,  a  medical 
examination  has  to  be  undergone  by  the 
candidates,  and  it  so  happens  that  of 
these  five  candidates  two  were  rejected 
on  the  medical  examination  as  physically 
unfit  for  the  Naval  Profession.  Now,  I 
wish  to  point  out  the  different  treatment 
the  two  rejected  candidates  received 
from  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners. 
One  of  the  young  gentlemen,  whose 
name  I  need  not  meutioo,  received  tbo 
usual  form  of  medical  rejection,  and 
due  official  notice  of  the  fact  of  bis 
rejection  was  sent  to  the  head  master 
of  the  school,  the  Bev.  James  White. 
In  his  case  there  was  no  departure 
from  the  custom,  and  no  fault  was  to 
be  found  with  what  occurred.  But 
in  the  case  of  the  other  young 
gentleman,  Mr.  Bertie  Wilmot  Main- 
prise, who  is  the  son  of  a  retired 
paymaster  of  the  Koyal  Navy,  a  different 
course  was  pursued.  No  official  informa- 
tion of  his  rejection  was  sent  to  him.  so 
that  after  the  medical  examination  had 
taken  place  on  the  2Dd  of  June  he 
went  In  for  the  educational  examina- 
tion on  the  8th  of  June.  Moreover, 
no  official  intimation  of  the  medical 
rejection  was  sent  to  the  head  master 
of  the  school,  so  that  when  the  Rev. 
Hr.  White  received  an  official  letter 
from  the  Admiralty,  dated  the  8th  of 
June,  the  very  day  of  the  educational 
examination,  stating  that  in  consequence 
of  the  previous  medical  examination  Mr. 
Beitie  vVilmotMaiuprisecouldnotenter 
the  Navy,  naturally  the  head  master  and 
the  authorities  of  the  school  were  very 
much  distressed  and  astonished,  because 
it  must  occur  to  every  bon.  Gentleman 
who  hears  me  that  if  the  boy  had  been 
already  rejected  it  was  useless  allowing 
him  to  go  up  for  the  educational  exami- 
nation. Subsequently — and  this  is  the 
great  cause  of  complaint— the  head- 
master made  application  to  the  Admi- 
ralty to  allow  the  marks  which  Mr. 
Bertie  Wilmot  Mainprise  had  obtained 
on  the  educational  examination  to  be 
published.  Here  allow  me  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  throughout  the 
whole  corresi^ondence  the  Admiralty 
acted  with  the  greatest  courtesy  and 
consideration  both  to  Mr.  Bertie  Wilmot 
Mainprise  and  the  authorities  of  the 
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bool.  It  ia  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
isaionera'  conduct  only  that  oomplunt 
made.  Anjone  who  teada  the  cor- 
apondence  will  aee  that  the  Admiralty 
)T0  ver;  Tilling  t^he  marke  ahonld  be 
iblished,  but  that  the  Civil  Service 
immiaaioners,  on  the  matter  being  re- 
rrad  to  them,  absolutely  refused  the 
iblication  of  tbe  marks  obtained  bj 
ia  young  gentleman.  They  fell  back 
1  cuatom  and  precedent,  forgetting  al- 
getber  that  they  had  already  departed 
om  cuatom  and  precedent  in  allowing 
le  edacational  examination  after  the 
edioal  rejection.  I  do  not  see  how 
ley  can  fall  back  on  custom  and  pre- 
dent  when  their  action  has  been  alto- 
ither  unpreoedented.  Sut  I  wish  to 
aw  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to 
e  great  injury  inflicted  on  tbia  young 
mUeman.  The  injury  is  three  fold, 
irat  of  all  there  is  the  misfortune  of 
e  medical  rejection,  which  naturally 
aa  tbe  oauae  of  great  di aappo int- 
ent and  mortification  to  him  ;  secondly, 
ere  is  the   auppreaaion   of  the  result 

his  examination,  of  which  mainly 
complain  —  that  is  to  say,  the  au- 
orities  of  the  school  complain ;  and, 
irdly,  he  will  be  subjected  in  future  to 
e  imputation  of  having  failed  in  tbe 
incational  examination — it  will  be  aaid 
at  he  went  in  for  examination  and  did 
>t  pass.    Kow,  I  have  one  word  to  say 

regard  to  the  result  of  the  medical 
amination.  I  have  an  idea  that  we 
n  explain  the  vacillation  and  the 
decisiveness  of  the  Civil  Sarvioe  Com- 
issionera,  if  we  go  on  the  hypothesis 
at  tjiey  had  some  doubt  themselven  as 
the  result  of  the  medical  examination 
ling  founded  upon  enbatantial  facts, 
le  only  letter  I  wish  to  quote  is  that 

an  eminent  surgeon,  Sir  Edward 
eveking,  who,  writing  to  the  boy'a 
other,  aaid — 

"  I  can  diECOver  no  phygical  diaability  in 
irtie  Wilmot  MainpTiee  which  wonld  mi!ttiit« 
ainat  his  being  accopted  for  the  Navy.  The 
Kht  enlargeniMit  of  the  toniil  will  duappear 
der  naval  regimen." 

know  nothing  of  the  parents  of  Main- 
ise;  but,  at  the  request  of  tbe  head 
aster,  I  visited  the  school  and  aaw  thia 
lung  gentleman,  and  he  aeemed  to  me 
bright,  intelligent  lad,  certainly  rather 
ilioate  looking;  but  I  ahould  have 
ought  there  was  nothing  in  bis  ap- 
larance  that  would  lead  anyone  to 
ippoae  that  he  would  not  be  made 
VOL.  OOOXVII.    \tbi*-d  aiBiKa.l 


a  man  of  hy  one  or  tvo  voyagea. 
Undoubtedly  be  was  under  height — hia 
age  is  12^  years,  and  his  height  4  feet 
6  inches,  which  ia,  I  believe,  2  inches 
under  the  normal  stature ;  but  I  should 
not  have  supposed  that  that  was  an 
insuperable  objection  in  these  daya  of 
torpedo  warfare.  There  are  three  gallant 
Admirals  in  the  House,  and  there  would 
have  been  a  fourth  but  for  reaaons  best 
known  to  the  electors  of  Spalding ;  and 
I  ask  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friends  to 
tell  us  whether,  in  the  long  roll  of  our 
naval  heroes,  there  have  not  been  some 
whose  stature  has  not  equalled  their 
fame  ?  As  I  have  said,  this  young  gen- 
tleman, besides  the  annoyance  of  having 
failed  uponmedical  examination,  will  also 
be  subjected  to  the  imputation  of  having 
failed  in  tbe  educational  examination, 
owing  to  the  concealment  of  tbe  result 
in  the  latter  examination.  Supposing 
that  tbe  examination,  as  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  from  what  I  have 
heard,  was  a  very  good  and  successful 
one,  the  fact  of  concealing  the  result 
deprives  Mainprise  of  a  prize  of  £40 
from  the  school,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  I  propose  to  deduct  £40  from  the 
salaries  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners. I  extremely  regret  that  I  have 
had  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
so  long,  and  I  should  be  glad  if  some 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  action  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  in  this 
case  can  be  given  by  tbe  Qovernment. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £i4, 491,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Evilyn.) 

The  SECEBTABY  to  thb  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member 
for  Deptford  (Mr.  Evelyn)  will  not  ex- 
pect me  to  go  into  the  question  whether 
the  doctors  who  examined  this  boy  on 
two  occasions  are  right  or  are  not ;  and, 
moreover,  I  do  not  think  tbe  Com.mittee 
can  expect  that  this  House  can  be  made 
a  Court  of  Appeal  in  regard  to  medical 
certificates  in  such  oases  as  thia.  I  am 
extremely  sorry  that  there  should  be 
even  a  feeling  that  any  injustice  has 
been  done  to  this  boy ;  but,  according  to 
the  hon.  Member's  own  description  of  the 
boy,  I  think  he  must  himself,  if  he  bad 
been  left  to  judge,  have  been  in  con- 
siderable doubt  aa  to  whether  a  boy  who 
had  something  wrong  with  hia  tonsils, 
8  D 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Genebal  9ik  GEORGE  BALFOtlB 
(Kincardine):  I  slioitid  like  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
tell  UB  what  steps  the  tiovernment  are 
taking  to  fill  up  the  Civil  Service  Com  mis- 
sionership  rendered  vacant  by  the  death 
of  Mr,  Walroad,  by  whose  death  Uie 
Public  Service  has  lost  one  of  ita  ablest 
officials.  Now,  we  have  in  tbia  Vote  a 
larger  sum  for  contingencies  than  is  to 
be  found  in  any  other  Vote  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates.  No  less  than  £1,420 
la  taken  for  oontingencies,  and  that 
without  anjr  communication  of  the  pur- 
poses to  which  the  money  is  to  be 
applied.  It  may  be  necessary  for  one 
year  to  take  so  large  a  sum  ;  but  as  it 
appears  for  several  years  running  I 
think  that  some  explanation  of  tbe  item 
should  be  given  ns. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Presfon) ;  There  is 
an  item  here  we  should  have  some  infor- 
mation about,  inasmuch  as  it  shows  a 
tremendous  increase  upon  the  item  of 
last  year.  Last  year  £3,150  was  taken 
for  copyists,  but  £9,150  is  taken  this 
year.  It  may  be  all  right,  but  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  some  ezpianation  about 
it.  There  is  another  point  as  well  I 
should  liks  to  mention.  There  is  a  note 
as  follows : — 


wbo  was  delicate  looking,  and  under 
height,  was  really  fitted  for  Ibe  Navy. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  medical  question ; 
indeed,  of  this  particular  case  I  know 
nothing  whatever.  The  individual  cases 
dealt  with  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners do,  in  no  sense,  come  before  the 
Treasury ;  and  may  I  say,  before  I  go 
further,  that,  on  a  general  principle, 
although  I  have  been  appealed  to  on 
several  occasions  in  regard  to  particular 
matters,  I  have  always  felt  most  strongly, 
and  I  feel  most  strongly  now,  that  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  ought  to  be 
an  entirely  independent  body,  subject  to 
no  control  whatever  from  the  Treasury. 
I  can  see  very  well  that  there  might  be 
great  mischief  if  it  were  once  admitted 
that,  for  the  time  being,  the  Political 
Chief  at  the  Treasury  might  influence  or 
oontrol  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners 
in  the  exercise  of  their  duties ;  it  cer- 
tainly would  not  be  an  advantage  to  the 
country  at  large.  Therefore  it  is  that  I 
have  always  felt  that  this  Commission 
ought  to  bs  kept  strictly  and  entirely 
independent  so  far  as  their  individu^ 
examinations  of  candidates  are  con- 
cerned, and  that  the  Treasury  should 
not  in  any  of  these  oases  interfere  nuloss 
there  is  a  good  case  shown.  I  am  sure 
there  wonid  be  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  that  any 
injastioe  should  be  done  to  this  boy,  or 
tlmt  he  should  lie  under  the  imputation 
of  having  failed  in  his  examination.  If 
the  hon.  Member  desires  it,  I  will  ascer- 
tain, as  far  as  I  can,  whether  there  are 
any  facts  which,  in  answer  to  the  speech 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  in  this  House, 
it  is  desirable  to  publish.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is 
treading  on  rather  delicate  grounds  to 
interfere  with  the  Commissioners  in 
individual  examinations. 

Mr.  EVELYN :  I  have  to  thank  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  very  great  cour- 
tesy of  the  reply  he  has  given  to  me,  and 
to  say  that  I  express  a  hope  that  marks 
may  be  assigned  to  Bertie  Wilmot  Main- 
prise for  the  educational  examination. 
The  Admiralty  themselves  saw  no  ob- 
jection to  the  communication  of  the  re- 
sult of  the  examination,  and  surely  it 
is  only  right  that  the  result,  whatever  it 
be,  should  be  made  known.  With  the 
permission  of  the  Committee  I  beg  leave 
to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  hy  leave,  wtthirawn. 

Mr.  Jaekton 


"  The  fees  in  respect  to  the  opeo  competition 
for  the  Civil  SerTice  of  India  which  are  receired 
by  tbig  Department  will  aUo,  with  the  conBeot 
of  the  Becretaiy  of  State  for  India  in  Council, 
be  appropriated  to  the  Imperial  Excheqaer,  and 
for  this  purpose  wDl  be  levied  by  atampa." 
That  is  all  very  well  suppoung  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  pays  all  the. costs, 
but  if  the  Indian  Exchequer  pays  the 
costs,  it  is  rather  bard  that  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  should  pocket  all  the  profit  of 
the  stamps.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
arrangement  there  is  between  the  two 
Governments  ? 

Mb.  PIOKERSGILL  [Bethnal  Green, 
I.W.J:  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  an 
examination  which  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  are  about  to  hold.  It  has 
1  announced  that  the  Civil  Service 
OommissioDere  will,  in  August  next, 
hold  an  examination  for  clerks  of  the 
lower  division,  and  I  think  that  aa  part 
of  that  announcement  it  was  said  that 
this  examination  would  be  for  50  vacan- 
cies. Now,  Sir,  on  the  10th  of  June 
last  we  were  informed  that  there  were 
131  vacancies  in  the  tower  division,  and 
it  appeared  that  72  gentlemen  who  had 
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asaed  the  qunlifying  eiaminatioa  were 
Iready  waiting  for  places,  so  that  that 
<ft  ua  with  50  vacRDcies.  Now,  if  the 
lamiDBtion  in  August  next  is  for  50 
laces,  it  ia  obviouB  these  vacancies  are 
lus  entirely  provided  for.  I  must  ask 
le  attention  of  the  Committee  to  a 
'eport  of  a  Committee  of  the  Treasurj' 
hich  was  issued  in  Deceuiher  last.  It 
as  stated  in  the  Keport  that  40  per 
mt  of  the  copyists— as  they  are  called 
-are  occupied  in  work  requiring  special 
sowledge  and  experience.  Well,  Sir, 
i  that  time  there  were  about  1,500 
I  these  copyiBts ;  the  number  has  been 
ightly  reduced — I  think  by  about  30  or 
)— but  it  does  not  materially  affect  my 
rgument.  Itake,  therefore,  the  number 
rcopyiets  at  1,500,  and  aa  40  per  cent 
r  these  are  engaged  upon  work  of  a 
iperior  class,  it  is  obvious  that  there 
re,  at  least,  500  of  these  gentlemen  who 
iceire  only  lOif.  per  hour  as  remimera- 
on  while  they  are  doing  work  which 
insot  be  called  copying.  Well,  in  con- 
quenco  of  that  Beport  a  Treasury 
inute  was  issued,  and  by  that  Treasury 
inute  Heads  of  Departments  were 
rected  to  recommend  copyists  of  ad- 
itted  merit  for  promotion  to  tha  class 
:  clerks  of  the  lower  division.  We  have 
jver  been  able  to  ascertain  from  the 
icretary  to  the  Treasury  how  many 
lople  have  been  thus  recommended  for 
'omotion  by  the  Heads  of  Departments ; 
it  we  were  informed  by  him  the  other 
ly  that  the  claims  of  these  gentlemen 
are  now  being  scrutiuized.  Well,  Sir, 
e  queations  to  which  I  deaire  to  preaa 
r  an  answer  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
e  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  are  these. 
I  the  first  place,  I  want  to  know  how 
any  copyists  of  merit  have  been  recom- 
anded  by  the  Heads  of  Departments ; 
id,  secondly,  I  want  to  know  how  he 
tends  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of 
ese  gentlemen  to  olerkahipa  of  the 
wer  division  ?  I  have  already  pointed 
Lt  to  the  Committee  that  there  are  only 
I  vaoanciee,  and  that  an  examination 
to  be  held  nest  month,  not,  as  the 
>mniittee  will  observe,  an  examination 
copyists,  but  an  examination  of  per- 
ns who  will  be  introduced  into  the 
Tvice  from  the  outside  public.  The 
lestion  of  the  writers  has  attracted  the 
mpathy  of  a  good  many  hon.  Members 
>on  both  aides  of  the  House,  and  I  hope 
ese  hon.  Members  will  join  with  me 
pressing  for  a  satisfactory  reply  upon 
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the  point  I  have  raised  from  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, because  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
requires  explanation.  If  this  examina- 
tion takes  place,  it  will  he  found  impoa- 
aible  to  fulfil  honourably  the  engaga- 
menta  which  have  been  entered  into  with 
every  deserving  bodyof  public  servants. 
Mk.  JACKSON:  I  am  sure  every 
Member  of  this  House,  certainly  any 
Member  who  has  had  any  experience  of 
the  work  done  by  the  late  Mr.  Walrond, 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  pubUc  never 
had  a  better  servant.  His  was  a  position 
which  it  will  be  extremely  difficult  to 
fill  with  a  man  of  equal  merit  and  equal 
capacity  for  the  position ;  and  it  is 
entirely  due  to  his  appreciation  of  that 
fact  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  is  taking  time  to  consider,  so  as 
to  select,  if  possible,  a  man  who  will 
worthily  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  Mr. 
Wali'ond.  One  reason  for  great  care 
and  caution  in  the  selection  is  that  the 
Secretary  has  only  been  quite  recently 
appointed.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury]  has 
asked  for  an  explanation  of  the  increase 
in  the  amount  taken  for  copyists.  The 
increase  in  the  amount  is  about  £6,000, 
and  it  is  for  bonuses  and  gratuities 
which  are  expected  to  come  in  course  of 

Sayment  during  the  present  year.  The 
ommittee  will  remember  that  in  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  last  December  cer- 
tain bonuses  and  gratuities  to  copyists 
were  sanctioned.  The  Treasury  Minute 
was  a  Minute  which  followed  the  B.eport 
of  the  Committee  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Pickers- 
gill).  The  Committee  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  posi- 
tion of  the  copyists  in  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. The  Treasury  agreed  to  certain 
bonuses  and  gratuities  being  given  to 
copyists  who  had  served  a  certain 
number  of  years,  and  £6,000  is  the 
charge  for  this  year  in  respect  to  the 
bonuses  and  gratuities  given.  These 
bonuses  and  gratuities  are  paid  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  who,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knows,  find  copyists  for 
all  the  Departments  whenever  they  are 

Mr.  HANBUET  :  la  that  an  v    -"  ^ 
charge,  or  only  for  this  year 

Mb.  JACKSON:  An      - 
In  regard  to  the 
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writers  to  the  position  of  lower  diTision 
clerka,  the  bon.  Member  for  fiethoal 
Oreen  appears  to  tie  under  the  impres- 
aion • 

Dr.  GLABK  (Caithness) :  Do  I  under- 
stand  rightly  that  these  bonuses  will 
amount  to  £6,000  annually  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON;  I  am  afraid  that 
will  be  so ;  but  part  is  for  gratuities, 

Dr.  CLARK :  But  this  is  three  times 
the  salary  previously  paid. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  have 
not  made  the  point  clear.  I  am  quite 
oorreot  when  I  say  that  this  will  not  only 
be  an  annual  charge,  but  that  it  will  be 
an  increasing  charge  for  soma  time  to 
come.  It  ia  intended  that  the  class  ol 
copyists  shall  not  be  supplemented  or 
increased ;  and  therefore,  as  the  men- 
copyists,  who  are  to  bs  replaced  by  boy- 
oopyists,  diminish,  so  this  item  will  b£ 
diminished.  In  the  meantime,  these 
bonuses  are  in  addition  to  the  salaries 
paid  to  the  copyists,  not  in  this  par- 
ticular Department  alone,  but  in  all  the 
Departments  in  which  they  are  em^ 
ployed. 

Db.  GLABK  :  What  is  the  average 
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Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  c 
hardly  give  figures  on  such  a  point 
that.  I  xnow  that  great  complaints  were 
made  in  the  House  at  the  time  about  the 
smallness  of  the  increase  in  the  bonuses. 
In  regard  ia  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green,  I  may 
point  out  to  him  that  the  vacancies  which 
are  advertised  have  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  question,  and  I  think  he  will 
see  that  this  is  so  if  he  reflects  for  a 
moment.  If  it  is  the  fact,  as  he  himself 
has  put  forward,  that  a  considerable 
number  of  copyists  are  now  engaged  in 
work  of  a  superior  character,  and  that 
it  is  the  intention  ofthe  Treasury  to  pro- 
mote a  certain  number  of  these  people 
to  the  position  of  lower  division  clerks, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  pay  them  for  the 
work  which  they  ere  doing,  and  which 
has  been  decided  to  be  work  which  lower 
division  clerks  ought  properly  to  per- 
form, they  will  have  to  be  really  an 
addition  to  the  staff  of  lowsr  division 
clerks.  Assuming  that  the  existing  staff 
of  lower  division  olerks  are  engaged  upon 
work  which  must  be  done  by  lower  divi- 


increase  in  the  total  number  oharged  for 
Vacancies  which  oocur  in  the  lower  divi- 
sion olerks  will  have  to  be  filled  up.  It 
must  be  obvious  that  if  a  writer  is  doing 
a  certain  kind  of  work  which  ia  admitted 
to  be  work  suitable  to  lower  division 
clerks,  and  if  he  is  promoted  to  the  posi- 
tion of  lower  division  clerk,  someone 
else  put  in  his  position  will  still  have  to 
do  tliis  work  that  is  considered  to  be 
tower  division  clerk's  work  ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  question  of  the  places  which  are 
announced  to  be  open  for  competition 
does  not  affect  the  question  of  tne  pro- 
motion of  writers  at  all.  In  regard  to 
the  writers  who  have  been  recommended 
for  promotion,  I  may  say  that  I  an- 
nounced in  the  House  a  short  time  ago 
— I  think  it  was  on  the  Estimates — that 
I  hoped  in  the  course  of  a  fortnight  that 
the  whole  work  would  be  completed.  I 
then  stated  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Treasury,  it  was  undesirable  to  make 
any  announcement  until  the  whole 
scheme  was  complete.  I  believe  that 
nearly  all  the  recommendations  from 
the  various  Offices  have  now  been  made, 
and  that  I  shall  be  able  shortly 
to  make  a  definite  statement.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  has  referred  to  the  note 
relating  to  the  levying  and  disposition  of 
the  fees  in  respect  to  the  open  competi- 
tions for  the  Indian  Civil  Service.  I 
understand  this  is  the  arrangement.  It 
is  true  the  India  Office  pay  the  fees  of 
the  Examiners,  and  pay  also,  I  believe, 
the  printing  bills  ;  but  the  fees  paid  by 
the  candidates,  which  are  not  high,  the 
Qovemment  here,  who  bear  a  consider- 
able charge  for  the  provision  of  accom- 
modation of  various  descriptions,  take. 
This  is  done  according  to  on  agreement 
entered  into  between  the  India  Office 
and  the  Treosury,  by  which  the  Qovern- 
ment  here,  seeing  that  the  Exchequer 
does  bear  a  charge  fully  equivalent  to 
the  amount  of  the  fees  collected,  shall 
receive  the  fees. 

Ma.  PICKEB8GILL :  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  40  per  cent  of  the  so-called 
copyists 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  40  per  cent. 

Mb.  PIOKERSQILL  :    But  40  per 
cent  of  the  copyists  were  reported  by  the 
Committee  to  be  doing  work  of  a  superior 
I  thought  I  had  correctly  under- 


aion  clerks,  and  assuming  that  a  portion 

of  the  copyists  are   now  engaged   in  „     -     ^  — 

workwhichisproperlytheworkof  lower  stood  the  hon.  Qentleman  to  say  that, 

division  clerks,  clearly  there  must  be  an  provided  the^  were  reoommeaded  by  tfas 
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Heads  of  DepartmentB,  the;  would  reoeire 
the  status  ot  lovsr  division  clerks.  Is 
that  80  ? 

Ma.  JAOESOX :  I  am  quite  certain  I 
never  aaid  anything  of  the  kind ;  and  I 
am  equally  certain  I  never  meant  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  The  Treasury  Minute 
points  out  thatof  the  men  recommended 
by  the  Heads  of  Departments  to  the  Trea- 
sury for  promotion  to  the  position  of 
lower  division  oterks  a  most  careful 
aelectioa  was  made.  I  do  not  wish  it  to 
be  understood,  for  a  moment,  that  there 
is  any  intention  of  promotiag  to  the  posi- 
tion of  lower  division  clerks  40  per  cent 
of  the  existing  copyists.  The  systeoi  of 
examination  has  been  decided  upon,  and 
every  one  of  the  copyists  are  eligible  for 
the  examination  to  get  into  the  lower 
division  service.  There  is  no  bar  to  a 
copyist  entering  the  lower  division  except 
his  own  incapacity ;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
felt  most  strongly  that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  set  the  precedent 
of  admitting  a  large  body  to  the  per- 
manent Oivil  Service  without  having  first 
passed  the  requisite  examination.  It  is 
aleo  felt  that  it  would  be  extremely  un- 
deeirable  that  you  should  so  largely 
recruit  the  Service  from  men  who,  al- 
though they  may  be  doing — and  I 
believe  are  doing — their  work  in  a  very 
satief  antory  way — and  I  oast  no  slur  upon 
them  in  any  way  whatever — have  sot 
passed  the  examination  which  it  has 
been  fixed  lower  division  clerks  should 
pass.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
charge  for  the  Assistant  Examiners.  My 
attention  was  called  to  this  very  large 
sum,  which  has  been  an  increasing  sum, 
and  when  the  Estimates  were  being  pre- 
pared I  made  most  strict  inquiry  into 
this  particular  item  to  see  whether  it 
could  not  be  reduced.  I  understand  the 
system  of  payment  is  that  there  is  a  pay- 
ment of  so  much  per  examination,  and 
that  this  sum  is  the  result  ot  a  very 
largely  increased  number  of  candidates 
during  recent  years.  One  thing  that 
struck  me  was  that  the  expenditure  upon 
the  office  of  Assistant  Examiner  far  ex- 
ceeds the  fees  paid  for  the  whole  Service, 
and  I  drew  special  attention  to  this  point. 
The  answer  I  received  was  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  considered  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  set  its  face  very  strongly 
against  any  increase  in  the  fees  which 
are  charge  at  these  examinations — that 
it  appeared  to  have  been  decided  by 
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Parliament  that  this  was  one  of  those 
boons  which  were  to  be  given  to  candi- 
dates, perhaps  not  very  well  off,  who 
desired  to  enter  the  Civil  Service.  I  can 
assure  hon.  Qentlemen  that  I  have  my 
eye  upon  this  item. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  :  I  should  like 
to  put  two  final  queetione  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  I  understood  him  correctly  to 
say  that  those  copyists  who  will  bo 
promoted  to  the  lower  division  will  be 
in  addition  to  the  present  number  of 
clerks  of  the  lower  division  ?  Secondly, 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether  the 
residue  of  the  40  per  cent  who  arenow 
doing  work  of  a  superior  character,  and 
who  will  not  be  promoted,  will  still  oon- 
tinue  in  their  employment  at  the  rate  of 
lOi.  an  hour,  side  by  side  with  clerks 
who  are  being  paid  £200  and  £300 
a-year  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Sir.  I  think  my 
answers  to  the  first  question  must  be 
that,  asBuming  that  no  reduction  can  be 
made  in  the  total  number  of  clerks  and 
of  writers,  the  promotions  made  of 
writers  to  the  position  of  lower  division 
olerks  must  be  in  addition  to  the  existiug 
number  of  that  particular  class  of  clerks. 
But  I  am  not  without  hope  that  the 
investigations  which  are  going  on  will 
considerably  reduce  the  number  of  elerka 
who  are  necessary  to  carry  on  the  Civil 
Service  work.  I  therefore  hope  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  seek  to 
pledge  me  to  the  statement  that  because, 
for  the  time  being,  there  may  be  anaddi- 
tional  number  of  clerks,  that,  therefore, 
the  number  of  lower  division  clerks  is 
to  be  permanently  increased. 

Mr.  PICKEBSGILL :  Thehon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  answered  my  second  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Oh,  yes.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  me  as  to  whether  men 
receiving  \Qd.  an  hour  will  continue  to 
work  side  by  side  with  and  under  the 
same  conditions  as  men  receiving  £200 
or  £300  B-yesr?  Well,  my  impression 
is  that  there  is  considerable  exagge- 
ration with  regard  to  the  facts  in  this 
ease — - 

Mk.  PICKEBSGILL :  No,  no! 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  possess  my 
own  opinion  upon  the  subject,  notwith- 
standing that  he  may  differ  from  it. 

Mk.  PICKEBSGILL :  I  have  a  Urge 
experience  in  these  matters. 
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Me.  JACKSON :  I  can  quite  under- 
stand that  tho  hon.  Member  has  a  large 
experience  in  these  matters;  but  I  also 
have  had  a  large  eiperience,  although 
I  may  not  have  been  long  in  my  present 
Office.  It  may  be  true  that  there  are 
clerka  working  side  by  side  who  do  not 
receive  the  same  amount  of  pay,  though 
practically  doios;  the  same  work ;  but  I 
would  remiod  the  hon.  Member  that  if 
he  goes  into  any  large  commercial  house 
in  the  country  he  will  find  the  same 
state  of  things  existing.  It  is  impos- 
iible  to  say  that  invariably  two  men 
who  work  side  by  side  shall  receive  the 
same  amount  of  pay.  The  Qovemment 
do  not  want  anyone  to  understand  that 
that  is  the  arrangement ;  but  what  I  do 
desire  the  hon.  Member  to  understand  is 
that  the  number  of  writers  ia  to  be 
greatly  diminished.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
uiose  who  ought  to  know  a  great  deal  of 
this  work,  notwithstanding  that  the  pay 
may  seem  to  some  hon.  Members  to  be 
inadequate,  that  it  can  be  done,  if  neces- 
sary, at  nearly  half  the  money.  In  that 
sense  there  is  obviously  a  great  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  work 
whicQ  is  done.  I  have  no  wish  to  cast 
any  slur  upon  those  writers,  because, 
taken  as  a  whole,.they  are  an  extremely 
valuable  body  of  men.  They  have 
failed  to  pass  examinations,  and  have 
got  themselves  into  the  positions  they  at 
present  occupy,  probably  because  they 
could  not  get  anything  better  to  do  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  we  have  a  duty  to  dis- 
charge to  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  House  will  not  tie 
our  hands  too  much,  but  will  leave  us 
free  to  deal  as  fairly  and  as  justly  as 
we  can  with  those  men  without  perma- 
nently increasing  the  charge  upon  the 
public. 

Mr.AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  want  to  make  a  remark  with  a 
view  of  illustrattag  the  system  at  pre- 
sent in  vogue  in  the  Civil  Service.  The 
Oivil  Service  Commissioners,  in  December 
last,  held  an  open  competition  for  four 
clerkships  in  the  upper  division,  and 
the  successful  candidates  were  Messrs. 
Harris,  Crump,  Qill,  and  Smith.  Mr. 
Harris  was  appointed  to  the  War  Office 
in  January  this  year  ;  but  for  some  time 
the  three  other  gentlemen  were  not  ap- 
pointed to  any  Department  because  their 
services  were  not  required.  The  point  I 
wish  to  call  attention  tola  this— that  at 
the  time  those  examinations  were  held 


there  were  no  less  than  200  lower  divi- 
sion clerks,  inuluding  those  called  supple- 
mentary, in  London  alone,  who  by  rea- 
son of  their  service  of  10  years  are 
eligible  for  promotion  to  the  higher 
division.  The  hon.  Qentleman  tho  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  stated  that  the 
Government  owed  a  duty  to  the  tax- 
payers. Well,  I  muntain  that  the  hold- 
ing of  the  examination  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  altogether  unnecessary, 
and  was  increasing  the  list  of  the  clerks 
on  the  books  of  the  State— men  who 
will  be  entitled  to  pensions  at  the  end  of 
their  service — was  a  neglect  of  their 
duty  to  the  ratepayers,  and  doing  a 
wrong  to  a  valuable  body  of  public 
servants  whose  merits  he  himself  has 
fully  recognized.  You  have  a  large 
number  of  men  eligible  for  promotion, 
according  to  the  existing  rules— men 
available  for  work  of  a  much  higher 
character  than  even  the  higher  division 
clerks  are  often  put  to ;  and  I  say  it  is  a 
waste  of  public  money  and  a  bad 
system  to  take  on  fresh  hands  and  fresh 
liabilities  when  you  already  have  the 
services  of  these  men  at  your  disposal. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  I  had 
the  curiosity  to  make  myself  acquainted 
with  some  of  the  grievances  that  apper- 
tain to  those  writers  or  copyists  as  thoy 
have  been  termed.  Now,  so  far  back  as 
1870,  when  it  was  first  found  necesiary 
to  introduce  this  body  of  men  into  the 
Public  Offices  of  the  State,  the  number 
was  originally  something  like  5,000 ;  but 
of  that  number  a  great  many,  though 
young,  and  of  an  age  which,  if  they 
were  able  to  pass  an  examination,  would 
have  had  several  branches  of  the  Civil 
Service  open  to  them — 2,01  y  found  their 
way  to  the  Oivil  Service,  but  the  total 
number  have  dwindled  down  to  1,400 
odd.  The  Oovernment  are  asked  what 
will  be  done  in  the  interests  of  40  per 
cent  of  those  occupying  the  position  of 
copyists.  It  would  be  more  satisfactory 
to  Members  of  this  House  who  have 
interested  themselves  on  behalf  of  thoae 
copyists  if  tho  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  given  a  straight  answer  to  what  was 
put  etraightlyto  him  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill). 
e  evidently  the  intention  and  desire 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ehaitii 
as  many  of  these  copyists  as  they  pos- 
sibly can,  and  to  reduce  the  number  of 
them.  A  great  many  of  those  men  have 
been  for  a  number  of  years  in  the  Ser- 
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vioo ;  thu  only  inducement  that  has  been 
offered  to  them  to  temain  is  the  induce- 
ment of  appointment  to  something  like 
30«.  per  week  after  they  have  been  eight 
years  in  the  Service.  The  tOi.  an  honr 
the;  earn  for  the  copying  work  they  do 
is  certainly  a  very  poor  inducement 
which  is  offered  them.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  invited  those  gentlemen  to 
oome  into  those  offices ;  ttiey  did  not 
place  them  in  the  ruck  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, but  put  them  at  the  lower  rate  of 
pay  received  by  scriveners  for  ordinary 
wnter'ework.  No  doubt  the  Treasury 
say — "  If  you  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
position  you  occupy  you  can  go  else- 
where."  Well,  so  far  aa  an  answer  like 
that  goes,  it  is  certainly  a  very  heartless 
answer  to  give  to  those  unfortunate  gen- 
tlemen. Supposing  they  do  leave  their 
positions,  and  apply  for  engagements 
elsewhere,  they  are  met  with  this  ques- 
tion— "What  have  you  been  doing  else- 
where ?  "  They  will  reply — "  We  have 
been  in  the  employmeut  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment,  and  in  receipt  of 
Her  Majesty's  pay."  They  are  asked — 
"Wby  did  you  leave?"  And  the 
answer  they  will  give — "  Because  we 
wish  to  benefit  ourselves,  and  ears 
more  money."  Then  they  will  be 
asked — "Where  are  your  creden- 
tials f  "  There  thsy  are  in  a  difficulty, 
for  there  is  a  strict  rule  prohibiting  the 
Heads  of  Departments  against  giving 
those  gentlemen  any  credentials  or  testi- 
monial which  would  be  useful  in  enabling 
them  to  get  positions  in  the  outer  world. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
(Mr.  Piokersgil])  wished  to  have  a 
decided  answer  aa  to  whether  there  was 
no  occupation  for  40  per  cent  of  Govern- 
ment officials  referred  to.  Those  gen- 
tlemen have  been  occupying  confidential 
positions,  and  doing  important  duties; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  seemed  to  throw  a  doubt  on 
the  point  which  was  put  to  him.  But 
I  would  observe  that  there  are,  in  a 
great  many  Public  Offices,  gentlemen 
who  have  to  read  private  and  confiden- 
tial correspondenoe,  and  have  to  digest 
that  correspondeuce,  and  make  entries 
regarding  it  in  the  confidential  registers. 
It  is  idle  to  say  that  those  gentlemen  do 
do  not  perform  important,  responsible, 
and  confidential  duties.  Well,  in  the 
same  office  there  may  be  gentlemen 
writing  six  hours  a  day  and  receiving 
lOi.  an  hour,  their  work  being  no  less 
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degree  important  than  gentlemen'a  nt- 
ting  on  the  opposite  sides  of  their  desk 
and  receiving  £300  or  £300  a-year. 
This,  I  oonsider,  is  rather  an  important 
subject  to  have  r^sed.  Those  are  a 
deserving  class  of  public  servants. 

Me.  JACKSON:  Hear,  hear  1 

Mb.  O'HE^A:  The  hon.  Qontlemaa 
says  "Hear,  hear!"  Then  I  ask  him 
what  will  he  do  in  the  interests  of  those 
persona?  Will  he  hold  out  to  40  per 
cent  of  them  that  they  shall  he  placea  on 
the  footing  of  Civil  servants  with  the 
expectation  of  pensions  when  they  have 
been  a  certain  length  of  time  in  Her 
Majesty's  Service  ?  I  do  not  wish  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  fur- 
ther. I  think  it  ia  by  no  means  an 
unimportant  matter.  It  is  essentially  of 
importance  th  at  matters  very  closely  con- 
cerning the  interests  of  large  bodies  of 
Her  Majesty's  public  servants  should  be 
dieousaed  in  this  House  ;  and  favourable 
replies  should  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment when  any  grievances  of  a  genuine 
character  Jtre  brought  before  their 
notice. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

(3.)  £32,934,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department. 

(4.)  £4,2S7,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Friendly  Societies  fiegistry. 

Ma.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fiusbury,  B.): 
I  have  found,  on  tlie  part  of  secretaries 
to  friendly  societies,  considerable  com- 
plaints aa  to  the  amount  of  time  it  takes 
for  documents  to  pass  through  the  Re^s- 
try  Office.  There  is  a  strong  feehng 
that  the  work  is  not  done  with  that  kind 
of  expedition  which  ought  to  charac- 
terize it.  Tou  will  fully  understand  the 
inconvenience  to  which  societies  are  put 
when  documents  they  wish  to  have 
passed  through  that  office  are  delayed 
over  a  very  long  period.  Several  friends 
of  mine,  secretaries  of  societies,  have 
made  B  great  deal  of  complaint  upon 
this  matter ;  and  I  do  hope  we  shall 
have  some  promise  that  this  work  will 
be  expedited,  and  that  documents  will 
be  passed  through  much  more  rapidly 
than  has  been  the  caee  in  the  paat. 
There  ia  a  strong  feeling  abroad — 
though  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  into 
that  question  at  present — that  when  the 
Chief  Registrar  is  applied  to  for  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  bodies  carry- 
ing on  friendly  societjes'  business  that 
he  does  not  afford  to  inquirers  that  faci- 
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lity  for  investigation  which  he  might  do. 
I  trnst  ne  shall  have  a  promiBe  from  the 
8eoretar;to  ths  Treasary  that  in  future 
the  work  of  this  Begistr;  Office  will  be 
■lone  in  a  more  buBineas-Iiks  and  more 
satisfactory  manner. 

Db.  OLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  to  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
that  if,  between  this  and  nest  year, 
nothing  is  done  to  make  this  fiegiatry 
Office  more  eflfective  I  shall  move  to  get 
rid  of  it  altogether,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  pernicious,  instead  of  being  useful. 
At  the  present  time  there  ate  all  manner 
of  friendly  societies  being  registered 
without  difficulty,  although  it  is  well 
known  that  there  are  some  of  them  exist- 
ing ostensibly  for  the  benefit  of  their 
members,  who  are  spending  no  lees  than 
80  per  cent  of  their  receipts  on  manage- 
ment, reserTin^  only  20  per  cent  to  be 
paid  back  to  sick  members  or  the  rela- 
tives of  deceased  members.  These  so- 
cieties are  certificated  by  Act  of  Farlia- 
ment,  and  In  that  way  mislead  the  public. 
These  sooietiea  have  been  going  on  for 
years  making  these  enormous  disburse- 
ments  in  connection  with  management 
without  the  Begistrar  doing  anything 
to  stop  it.  It  js  true,  he  is  not  vested 
with  very  substantial  powers  in  this 
matter ;  but  then  those  powers  he 
has  he  does  not  use.  There  is  one 
large  society  called  the  UniverBal  As- 
surance Society  which  possesses  several 
thousand  members,  and  the  Board  of 
Directors  spend  something  like  80  per 
cent  of  the  receipts  in  the  management. 
An  application  was  made  by  some  of  the 
members  of  this  society  as  to  the  way  in 
which  very  poor  people  were  to  get  the 
whole  affair  investigated,  and  the  Be- 
gistrar, I  believe,  promised  to  institute 
an  investigation  if  the  members  handed 
in  £90.  He  treated  them  as  the  Trea- 
sury treated  the  crofters — that  is  to  say, 
put  them  under  impossible  conditions  in 
seeking  to  avail  themselves  of  the  powers 
already  provided  by  law  for  redressing 
what  they  conceived  to  be  their  griev- 
ances. The  consequenoe  was  that  the  thing 
burst  up,  and  the  result  is  that  thousands 
of  people  who  have  been  paying  money 
into  this  society,  some  of  them  for  20 
years,  have  lost  ever;  farthing  of  their 
savings.  Now,  last  year  the  members 
of  another  large  friendly  society,  the 
Boyal  Liver  Society,  desiredto  obtain  an 
investigation  into  its  workings.  They 
Mr.  J.  Rowlandi 
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brought  before  the  Beg^trar  the  fact 
that  the  two  seoretariee  of  the  society 
were  getting  better  salaries  than  Cabinet 
Ministers — that  they  were,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  receiving  oret  £6,000  a-year  each 
as  salary  and  commission.  Some  of  the 
poor  people  connected  with  the  society 
who  were  aware  of  this  fact  wanted  to 
have  a  change.  The  Act  permits  the 
Begistrar  to  inspect  the  books  of  the 
societies  ;  but  in  order  to  prevent  frivo- 
lous applications,  and  in  oider  to  prevent 
his  being  put  to  the  trouble  and  expense 
of  makingan  investigation  incases  where 
it  turned  out  that  no  investigation  ought 
to  have  been  held,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  members  asking  for  the  inspection 
should  deposit  a  certain  sum  by  way  of 
covering  costs.  Well,  in  the  case  I  refer 
to,  this  notorious  case  in  which  the  secre- 
taries were  getting  between  them£l2,000 
tt-year  for  amusing  themselves  by  carry- 
ing on  the  society,  and  to  cover  the  great 
expense  of  their  moving  around,  the 
Begistrar  refused  to  appoint  an  inspec- 
tion until  those  applying  for  inspection 
deposited  £dO.  The  members  of  this 
society  would  have  met  a  similar  fate  to 
the  members  of  the  United  Assuranoe 
Society  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  faot 
that  the  hon.  Oentlemau  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  took  the  matter  up,  and  wrote 
about  it  in  his  paper,  and  himself  gave 
these  people  the  necessary  £aO.  Well, 
an  investigation  was  made  by  Mr. 
Stanley,  who  ascertained  that  those  men 
who  acted  as  secretaries  hired  a  number 
of  clerks,  and  filled  up  the  meetings  of 
members  which  were  held  from  time  to 
time,  and  who  voted  the  salaries  of  the 
officials.  Well,  the  result  of  this  inves- 
tigation was  that  those  secretaries,  for 
fear  of  criminal  prosecutions;  resigned 
their  positions,  and  a  new  secretary  was 
appointed  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  a-year. 
The  point  is  that  you  are  allowing 
societies,  which  are  not  carried  on  in  a 
satisfactory  way,  and  which  are  not 
always  in  a  satisfactory  financial  cocdi- 
tion,  to  be  registered  bythe  Qovemment 
Begistrar,  giving  the  members  the  im- 
pression that  the  enterprises  are  sound, 
and  under  Government  guarantee — the 
complaint  is  that,  although  you  do  this, 
you  do  not  afford  sufficient  protection, 
even  when  complaints  are  made,  and 
application  is  made  for  investigation. 
Tnere  are  about  9,000,000  of  people  in 
the  United  Kingdom  nho  beloDgto  thoaa 
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iDduatrialandluBuranoeGompanieB  and 
Friendly  Societies,  and  eome  of  those 
enterprizea  have  incomes  of  £400,000 
a-year,  ae  in  the  case  of  the  Bojral  Liver 
Society.  The  Prudential,  I  believe,  has 
has  an  income  of  £3,000,000.  If  boa. 
Members  will  consider  the  poBBibilitiea  in 
connection  with  insurance  societieB  of 
this  nature  they  will  seo  that  there  is 
grave  cause  for  alarm.  In  the  event  of 
a  serious  epidemic  of  cholera,  or  small- 
pox, or  anything  else  of  an  unusual  cha- 
racter which  may  carry  off  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  of  the  lower  classes,  it  is 
obvious  that  those  insurance  Eocieties 
will  find  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  pay  their  death  policies.  And  yet 
they  are  registered ;  that  regiatration 
means  little  or  nothing,  although  it  is 
seriously  misleading  to  the  poor  people 
who  join  those  aooieties.  I  hold  that 
unless  this  registration  means  something 
you  bad  better  abolish  it  altogether,  so 
that  poor  people  will  not  be  taken  in  by 
ageats,  who  may  come  round  to  them 
and  sa^ — "Join  this  society;  you  see  it 
is  all  right ;  it  is  registered  aocordiug  to 
Act  of  Farliamont." 

Mr.  BBADLA.UG)H  (Northampton) : 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  it  is  wise — in- 
deed, I  am  not  sure  that  it  Ib  possible — to 
raise  the  whole  question  involved  in  the 
observations  which  have  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  oa  this  Yote ;  but  it  is  certain 
that  in  the  bulk  of  those  societies  there 
is  a  system  in  operation  which  amounts 
to  absolute  fraud  on  the  great  masB  of 
the  population  of  this  country.  I  have 
during  the  last  20  years  had  occasion  to 
examine  over  and  over  again  into  the 
soundness  of  those  societies,  at  the  re- 
quest of  people  who  have  applied  to  mo 
for  information.  Over  and  over  again  I 
have  examined  very  carefully  into  their 
means  of  existeQce.  I  have  been  very 
unfavourably  impressed  with  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  many  of  these  societies, 
and  the  Committee  has  just  heard  how 
a  very  la^e  enterprize  of  this  kind  has 
been  eztinguiBhed,  and  how  necessary 
it  has  been  for  the  condition  of  another 
one,  which  is  not  so  absolutely  insolvent, 
should  be  inquired  into.  It  is  clear  that 
a  groat  many  of  thoBe  societies  would  be 
found  to  be  absolutely  insolvent,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  itractice  of  inducing 
small  policy  holders  to  allow  their 
policies  to  lapse.  It  is  with  the  pre- 
miums  on   lapsed   policies    that  they 
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manage  to  carry  on  their  busioess,  each 
renewal  being  on  a  higher  scale,  the 
holders  forfeiting  what  they  have  paid 
in  before ;  the  agent  being  given  as  a 
bribe  a  large  premium  to  obtain  a  new 
policy,  thus  encouraging  the  extinguish- 
ing the  old  one.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  the  poor  people  who  beloug  to  these 
societies  believe  that  the  fact  of  registra- 
tion gives  them  some  sort  of  protection. 
This,  however,  is  absolutely  illusory,  and 
though  it  may  not  be  the  time  to  rai«e 
this  question  on  the  present  Vote,  it  will 
be  needful  for  Parliament  to  take  action 
with  regard  to  it  aa  soon  as  possible, 
before  some  horrible  scandal  arises  in 
conaequence  of  the  insolvency  of  some  of 
those  Eocieties  maintaining  themselves  in 
a  manner  which  is  altogether  to  be  con- 
demned. The  present  practice  leads  to 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  insurance 
societies  themselves,  and  those  who 
actually  insure  the  people.  They  trans- 
fer the  policy  holders  from  one  o£Soe  to 
another;  they  specially  pay  to  make 
new  business,  and  they  do  this  in  a 
most  reckless  manner ;  the  managers, 
indeed,  ssem  to  have  not  the  slightest 
regard  for  the  people  they  insure.  The 
expenses  of  management  are  atrocious, 
and  if  it  were  possible  for  the  members 
of  the  societies  to  subject  the  financial 
condition  of  the  concerns  to  a  sort  of 
official  audit  whenever  they  considered 
there  was  reason  to  suspect  that  all  was 
not  well,  the  facts  would  be  aacertained, 
and  would  go  out  to  the  world,  and  the 
interests  of  the  poor  iavestors  would  be 
protected.  To  require  these  poor  people 
to  deposit  a  certain  number  of  pounds 
before  an  investigation  can  take  place  is 
the  biggest  farce  which,  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  you  could  possibly  put  before 
the  world.  If  this  Office  of  Registrar  of 
Friendly  Societies  is  to  continue,  and  be 
a  success,  they  should  do  as,  I  believe,  is 
done  in  the  United  States.  When  there 
is  a  suspicion  of  insolvency  in  the  case  of 
an  Insurance  Society,  an  Inspeotor  ia  sent 
down  suddenly ;  he  audita  the  accounts 
for  himself,  and  if  he  finds  that  anything 
of  a  questionable  nature  is  taking  place, 
he  cudily  locks  up  the  office  and  hands 
over  the  case  to  the  district  attorney. 
This  course  ia  adopted  if  the  accounts 
are  found  to  be  deficient.  If  such  a 
course  were  adopted  in  this  country,  I 
verily  believe  that  there  are  many 
direotora  of  friendly  societies  who  would 
not  long  continue  in  the  business. 
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Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard  Caatle) :  I  think  the  hoD.  Uember 
for  Caithaess  (Dr.  Clark)  has  done  very 
great  serrice  ia  oatliug  attention  to  this 
matter,  though  I  am  not  quite  so  certain 
that  we  can  thoroughly  deal  with  it  on 
the  question  of  the  particular  Tote 
before  us.  I  believe  that  it  will  require 
the  attention  of  Parliament  at  a  very 
early  date,  when  some  of  the  other 
difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  of 
legislative  progress  in  this  House  have 
been  removed.  My  experience  is  like 
that  of  the  hon.  Ctentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  {Mr.  firadlaugh). 
Hardly  a  day  passes  over  in  which  I  do 
not  receive  some  application  for  assist- 
ance on  behalf  of  members  cf  frieodly 
societies,  of  members  who  have  not  been 
able  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  affairs 
of  their  societies,  and  who,  if  they  did, 
would  find  those  societies  seriously,  if  not 
hopelessly,  involved.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing which  has  tended  more  seriously  to 
retard  habits  of  thrift  than  some  of  these 
poor  people  finding  themselves  very  fre- 
quently  in  the  position  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  described. 
Man;  of  those  societies,  owing  to  the 
reckless  system  in  which  they  are 
managed,  find  in  times  of  depression 
such  as  we  had  last  year,  and  such 
aa  we  have  been  going  through  lately, 
that  new  members  do  not  come  forward, 
and  an  examination  of  their  affairs  shows 
them  that  they  have  become  or  are 
becoming  hopelessly  insolveot,  and  those 
who  have  put  their  little  savings  into 
these  societies  find  that  they  have  lost 
every  penny,  and  in  man^  cases  awake, 
when  they  most  require  assistance, 
to  the  fact  that  they  are  hopelessly 
ruined.  In  many  cases  the  agents 
receive  so  much  from  the  societies  that 
they  absolutely  themselves  go  on  paying 
the  premiums  for  weeks  and  months, 
establishing  new  claims  upon  the  people 
themselves,  even  upon  their  household 
goods.  I  am  afraid  it  is  no  use  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  upon  this  Vole,  but  I 
am  sure  very  good  service  has  been  done 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  in 
raising  the  question.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  think  that  if  this  Registry  Office 
is  to  exist  at  all,  it  must  exist  with  much 
stronger  powers  than  it  has  at  present, 
or  else  it  is  better  out  of  the  way,  as  it 
only  raises  false  hopes  amongst  the 
people  who  think  that  the  Office  gives  a 
Uoverument  guarantee  to  the  societies 
connected    with  it.     The  poor  people 
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have  this  impression,  whereas,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  registration  gives  no  gua- 
rantee whatever  at  the  present  momentof 
the  stability  of  the  Society  so  registered. 

Mh.  HOWELL  (BethnalGreen,N.E.): 
I  quite  agree  with  what  has  beens^das 
to  the  necessity  of  increasing  the  power 
of  the  law  with  reference  to  these 
societies ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  pos- 
sible to  test  the  sense  of  the  House  in 
the  matter  of  this  Begistrr  on  the  pre- 
sent Vote.  I  think — and  I  have  had 
some  knowledge  of  this  Office  for  a 
number  of  years  past — that  if  there  is 
any  one  Department  belonging  to  the 
Government,  or  under  the  Government, 
in  which  the  officials  work  hard  and 
devote  a  large  number  of  hours  to  their 
business,  it  is  this  Office  of  the  Begistrar 
of  Friendly  Societies.  They  have  a 
great  number  of  departments,  if  I  may 
so  speak,  under  their  supervision  and 
control.  The  pressure  which  is  ex- 
hibited in  this  Office  is  owing  to  the 
anxiety  of  the  Begistrar  to  deal  with  all 
oases  as  they  come  up.  I  have  had 
many  cases  before  him  myself,  but  with 
very  unsatisfactory  results.  I  am  glad 
the  Government  are  taking  the  matter 
in  hand  to  some  extent,  and  that  at  an 
early  day  we  shall  be  asked  to  consent 
to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  touching 
one  portion  of  the  subject.  But  I  say, 
so  far  as  the  Begistrar  is  concerned,  and 
those  under  him  in  the  Office,  I  think 
they  endeavour  to  carry  out  the  law  to 
the  best  of  their  ability.  It  is  15  years 
since  the  Act  consolidating  the  law  re- 
lating to  friendly  societies  was  passed, 
and  since  then  we  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  experience  in  the  matter.  What  has 
been  shown  to  exist  in  the  case  of  a 
great  many  of  those  societies,  in  tho 
course  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  to  -  day,  should  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  this  matter  in  hand, 
and  prepare  during  the  coming  Becess 
B  measure  which  will  deal  with  the 
whole  question  of  friendly  societies  and 
savings  banks,  outside  the  Poet  Office 
Savings  Bank,  as  well  as  some  other 
matters  which  at  present  come  under  the 
control  of  the  Begistrar  of  Friendly  So- 
cieties. If  the  Government  will  do  this, 
they  will  engage  themselves  upon  a 
useful  and  valuable  work. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury) :  The  point,  I 
think,  is  not  so  much  that  the  Begistrar 
does  not  possess  all  the  powers  which 
he  should  possess,  as  that  ho  is  prevented 
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rom  properly  exercising  tboas  powers 
vith  which  by  law  he  ie  invested .  I  do 
lot  blame  the  Begistrarof  Friendly  So- 
ieties,  but  I  blame  the  Treasury.  The 
act  is  that  in  many  cases  the  Kegiatrar 
Las  been  ready  and  willing  to  prosecute 
chere  absolute  fraud  has  occurred  ;  but 
then  he  has  applied  to  the  Treasury, 
be  Treasury  has  refused  to  allow  him 
lie  necessary  funds.  I  think  this  is  a 
natter  which  the  House  of  Commons  is 
>onnd  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
treasury,  and  I  trust  that  some  different 
ine  of  action  will  be  taken  in  the  future 

0  that  which  has  been  pursued  in  the 
>ast.  I  know  that  cases  have  been 
'tought  under  the  notice  of  the  Trea- 
ury  in  which  action  ought  to  have  been 
atcen,  but  in  which  nothing  has  been 
.one — in  which  the  Registrar  has  not 
30Ted,  because  he  has  been  unable  to 
ret  the  necessary  funds  from  the  Trea- 

Sk.  W.  H.  JAMES  (aateshead) :  I 
m  sure  the  Committee  will  agree  with 
be  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
)aithneas  (Dr.  Clark)  and  the  hon. 
[ember  fur  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
tugb).  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
ressing  concurrence  in  the  remarks  of 
lie  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
tanbury  Division  of  Oxfordshire  (Sir 
temhard  8amue1son)  to  the  effect  that 

1  endeavouring  to  remedy  the  state  of 
lings  which  at  present  exists  with 
)gwd  to  the  registration  of  friendly 
loieties  we  must  not  rely  too  much  on 
igislation.  I  think  it  will  be  much 
etter,  where  fraud  actually  exists,  that 
3e  Treasury  and  the  Government  should 
ndertake  public  prosecutions.  I  have 
ften  conversed  with  those  who,  like 
lyself,  have  interested  themselves  in 
iie  management  of  these  societies — 
specially  the  larger  ones — and  they 
ave  always  expressed  to  me  one  opinion 
nd  one  view,  and  that  is  that  they 
bould  be  left  alone.  These  societies 
o  an  enormous  amount  of  good ;  it  may 
Imost  be  said  that  a  great  proportion 
f  our  national  prosperity  is  owing  to 
heir  work ;  and  I  should  very  much 
eprecate,  therefore,  subjecting  such 
nterprizes  to  constant  legislation  in  this 
louse.  I  am  sure  that  the  more  you 
letitute  prosecutions,  and  the  more  you 
ffer  facilities  for  acquiring  the  best 
oseible  information  as  to  the  soundness 
f  such  societies,  the  better.  By  such  a 
ourse  of  action  as  that,  you  go  a  long 


way  towards  preventing  the  i 

of  such    scandals  in   connection    with 

friendly  societies  as  those  which  have 

been  described  In  the  course  of  this 

debate. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  I  have  had  considerable  experience 
of  the  working  of  these  societies,  and  I 
am  fully  acquainted  with  the  total 
failure  of  some  of  them  to  pay  up  their 
liabilities.  I  agree  with  what  has,been 
said,  that  those  people  who  pay  into 
these  friendly  societies  depend  very  much 
on  the  registration  in  forming  their  opi- 
nion  as  to  their  security.  I  do  not  know 
a  matter  in  which  the  industrial  popula- 
tion of  this  country  are  more  interested 
thauintheeffioientprotectionofthemoney 
they  pay  into  these  societies  in  order  to 
provide  themselves  with  sustenance  in 
sickness  and  disease.  Whatever  we  can 
do  to  protect  the  funds  of  the  poor  in 
these  respects  I  hold  that  we  ore  bound 
to  do.  The  poor  are  entitled  to  daim 
as  much  from  us,  and,  to  my  mind,  there 
is  nothing  the  House  can  turn  its  atten- 
tion to  with  more  advantage  than  seeing 
how  they  can  protect  the  funds  of  the 
poor  which  are  sat  aside  for  a  rainy  day. 
We  ought  to  give  as  much  attention  to 
the  protection  of  the  savings  of  the  poor 
as  we  afford  to  the  savings  of  the  rich. 

Ma.  PICKBESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  This  is  not  a  time  to  go  into  the 
whole  question  of  legislation  in  regard 
to  friendly  societies  ;  but  it  is  a  time  to 
inquire  whether  this  Registry  Office  is 
acting  in  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  I  sub- 
mit that  the  cases  cited  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  show  that 
the  Office  is  not  acting  in  tbe  spirit  of 
the  Act  when  it  refuses  to  provide 
proper  investigation.  Three  conditions 
are  imposed  previous  to  instituting  in- 
quiries. In  the  first  place,  there  must 
be  a  minimum  number  of  applicants 
composed  of  members  of  the  society ; 
500  is  sufficient,  however  large  tbe 
society  is,  and  in  a  case  within  my  own 
knowledge  no  fewer  than  750  joined  in 

application  to  the  Registrar  to  grant 

inquiry.  That  condition  is  an  abso- 
lute condition.  The  second  condition  is 
also  an  absolute  condition,  and  it  is  that 
the  Begistrar  shall  be  satisfied  that 
there  is  a  reasonable  primd  facia  case, 
and  that  the  applicants  are  not  actuated 
by  malicious  motives.  A  third  condi- 
tion is  mentioned,  but  it  is  not  an  abso- 
lute one.   It  provides  that  the  B<)gisfrar 
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may,  if  he  thinka  fit,  require  that  the 
applicants  shall  lodge  a  sum  of  money 
as  a  guarantee  for  the  payment  of  costs. 
I  submit  that  this  oondltioa  is  far  luss 
important  than  the  two  others,  aod  that 
if  the  Be^strar  receives  an  application 
signed  by  a  sufficient  number  of  the 
members  of  a  society,  and  there  is  fair 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  a  primd 
faeit  cose,  then  he  ought  to  grant  the 
applioatioQ,  the  moie  bo  because  it  is 
provided  that  all  expenses  incidental  to 
the  inspection  may  be  defrayed  either 
by  the  members  makin^the  application, 
or  out  of  the  funds  of  the  society. 

8iK  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.):  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
is  necessary  that  this  Act  should  be  re- 
vised. As  it  stands,  it  do«a  not  appear 
to  me  to  afford  sufGoient  protection 
against  fraud.  There  is  no  doubt  in  the 
world  that  these  friendly  societies  are 
admirable  institutions,  and  that  we  ought 
to  do  what  we  can  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  the  societies  and  to  increase  their 
facilities  for  doing  good  to  the  people 
who  belong  to  them.  At  the  same  time, 
I  think  we  must  be  on  our  guard  against 
the  possibility  of  any  of  those  societies 
going  wrong.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  list 
of  the  friendly  societies,  and  I  must  say 
that  it  is  interesting  to  go  over  it.  There 
is  nothing  more  remarkable  than  the 
manner  in  which  these  societies  have 
increased  in  number.  Between  the  years 
1876  and  188S  the  number  has  Increased 
by  over  5,000,  and  the  number  now  in 
existence  is,  I  believe,  some  25,000. 
We  have  no  means  of  knoning  how 
many  societies  have  been  formed  and 
have  not  been  registered  ;  and  I  think 
it  is  most  important  that  action  should 
be  taken  to  remedy  this,  because  I  see, 
further,  that  there  is  practically  very 
little  known  at  the  Registry  Office  of 
those  societies  which  dissolve  and  break 
up.  In  1884  there  were  110  societies 
which  gave  notice  of  dissolution ;  but  I 
believe  there  were  a  much  larger  num- 
ber dissolved,  of  which  no  information 
has  been  afforded  at  all.  There  is  an- 
other point  upon  which  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word,  and  that  is  as  to  the  valuers 
of  these  societies.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
desirable  arrangement  if  those  who  are 
placed  in  the  position  of  valuers  of  these 
societies  were  required  to  belong  to  some 
pubhe  body-  If  they  belonged  to  some 
of  the  English  or  Scotch  Institutes  where 
they  have  to  take  out  special  diplomas, 
Mr.  TUktrtgiU 
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it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the 
public.  Then  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  about  the  appointment  of  the  In- 
spectors. They  also,  I  think,  should  be 
qualified  persons,  because  an  Inspector 
is  practically  of  no  use  at  all  unless  you 
have  some  men  appointed  who  are  recoR- 
nized  by  the  public  as  being  properly 
qualified  to  deal  with  such  questions. 
Sir,  the  main  weakness  of  the  Act, 
according  to  this  Iteport  relating  to 
friendly  societies  from  which  I  have 
quoted,  arises  from  this — that  the  Re- 
gistry Office  in  London  is  not  able  to 
deal  with  all  the  work  which  it  has  to 
do.  Tn  this  Office,  I  believe,  there 
are  only  17  hands  all  told,  and  these 
people  have  to  look  after  something 
like  25,000  bodies  all  over  England. 
It  is  preposterous  to  suppose  that 
17  men,  no  matter  bow  great  their 
ability  may  be,  can  attend  to  th« 
amount  of  work  involved  in  the 
existence  of  these  bodies,  particularly 
when  we  remember  the  peculiar  nature 
of  the  work  that  has  to  be  done. 
Some  people  contend  that  the  State 
ought  to  take  over  the  management  of 
these friendlj^eocieties  altogether.  There 
are  sound  objections  raised  against  such 
a  course  as  that ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the 
House  should  take  care  to  see  the  Act 
relating  to  these  societies  amended  in 
such  a  way  as  to  prevent  all  possibility 
of  fraud,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  give 
the  greatest  amount  of  benefit  to  the 
poor  people  who  have  invested  their 
savings  in  them. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
There  are  throe  points  in  which  this  Act 
ought  to  be  altered.  The  first  is  this — 
that  the  Registrar  should  not  have  the 
option  of  granting  or  refusing  an  in- 
quiry unless  the  sum  of  £50  is  produced 
by  someone  belonging  to  the  society,  or 
some  other  person.  In  the  case  of  the 
Royal  Liver  Society,  where  there  were 
1,500,000  subscribers,  it  was  found  im- 
possible to  collect  this  £50  amongbt  the 
members.  They  were  all  poor  people, 
and  they  were  scattered  all  over  the 
country ;  and  though  they  were  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  the  society  was  being 
fraudulentIyconducted,thiB£50oouldnot 
be  obtained,  and  the  Registrar  refused 
to  grant  an  inquiry  unless  that  amount 
were  lodged.  Another  point  in  which 
the  Act  ought  to  be  altered  is  this — the 
collectors  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
take  above  a  certain  commission.    Ac- 
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GordJDg  to  the  present  system,  25  per 
cent  is  taken  by  the  agents.  Some  per- 
sons at  the  beeid  of  these  societies  offer 
tub-agents  12^  per  cent  for  the  businesa 
they  introduce,  and  in  respect  of  that 
business  they  themselreB  take  another 
12^  per  cent  To  shov  the  extent  to 
whioh  this  is  worked,  I  would  mention 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  brother  of  a 
Member  of  this  House  who  is  a  collector 
of  the  ICoyal  Liver  Society,  and  gets 
13}  per  cent  for  bnsinese  introduced. 
There  is  a  third  point  in  which  I  think 
an  alteration  ought  to  be  made,  whioh  I 
think  the  most  important  of  all-  At 
present  the  auditors  and  actuaries  are 
appointed  by  the  societies.  They  have 
to  send  in  their  Beports  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  I  think  it  is,  or  to  some  other 
QoTornment  Office,  I  think  every  fire 
years.  So  long  as  the  auditor  and  ac- 
tuary are  appointed  by  the  society,  it 
follows  that  if  the  society  has  any- 
thing to  conceal,  it  will  take  very  good 
care  to  appoint  an  auditor  and  actuary 
ready  and  willing  to  conceal  that  matter 
in  a  mass  of  figures.  I  think  that  no- 
thing can  conduce  so  much  to  putting  all 
these  matters  on  a  sound  footing  as  that 
the  auditor  and  actuary  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Inspector — that  is  to  say, 
by  the  Government.  You  would  thus 
have  an  independent  audit  and  an  inde- 
pendent actuarial  investigation  of  the 
friendly  societies  of  the  country.  If 
you  did  this,  you  would  be  perfectly 
certain  at  the  end  of  evety  five  years 
that  an  Inspector  would  be  in  a 
thorough  position  to  judge  himself  as 
to  whether  anything  wrong  was  going 
on  la  the  society,  and  whether  the  affair 
was  really  as  sound  as  its  directors  pro- 
fessed. No  doubt,  the  auditors  and  ac- 
tuarieaappointedin  connection  with  those 
societies,  particularly  the  larger  ones, 
are  men  of  high  position ;  but  it  must 
frequently  be  the  case  that  their  reten- 
tion of  thoirpositioniadependent  upon  the 
making  of  favourable  Seports.  In  this 
way  Inspectors  are  not  always  enabled 
to  form  an  accurate  opinion  as  to  what 
is  going  on,  and  whether  everything  is 
as  it  Aiould  be.  If  the  Qovemment 
make  these  three  changes  to  which  I 
have  referred,  particularly  the  last  one, 
the  result  would  be,  I  thick,  to  put 
these  societies  upon  a  sound  footing. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TUEi- 
SUEtT  (Ur.  Jaoeson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
will    not  follow    hott.    Uembers    who 
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have  spoken  into  the  very  large  ques- 
tion they  have  raised.  I  may  say  that 
the  Qovemment  is  entirely  alive  to  the 
importance,  if  possible,  of  doing  some- 
thing to  improve  the  security  of  the 
funds  in  the  hands  of  these  friendly 
societies.  I  need  not,  however,  point 
out  to  the  Committee  how  many  diffi- 
culties there  are  in  connection  with  this 
question.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that, 
under  the  present  system,  the  registra- 
tion which  takes  place  is  illusory,  and 
conveys  to  the  minds  of  the  members  of 
those  societies  a  security  which  does 
not  enist.  Oue  difficulty  which  exists, 
and  which  Parliament  will  have  to  be 
very  careful  of  in  dealing  with  this 
matter  is  this.  It  you  once  establish 
the  fact  (hat  a  mere  registration  by  the 
Qovemment  is  to  be  a  guarantee  of  the 
soundness  of  a  friendly  society,  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  go  a  step  further, 
and  afford  an  absolute  guarantee  in  the 
matter,  and  that  opens  up  a  question 
whioh,  I  think,  very  few  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer — if  I  may  venture  to  say 
so — would  like  to  entertain  at  present. 
But  the  Government  are  very  desirous 
to  do  everything  they  can  in  the  direc- 
tion of  strengthening  and  Improving 
the  financial  position  of  these  societies. 
With  regard  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Banbury  Division  of  Oxfordshire  (Sir 
Bernbard  S&muelson),  it  is  said  that  the 
Treasury  is  to  blame  in  many  cases  for 
not  supplying  the  Begistrar  with  funds 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  undertake 
proaeoutions.  In  reply  I  have  to  say 
this — that,  certainly  since  I  have  been  at 
the  Treasury,  there  has  never  been  an 
application  made  to  the  Treasury  for 
funds  for  an  investigation  of  this  kind 
which  the  Treasury  has  refused  to  com- 
ply with. 

Bra  BEBNHABD  SAMUELSON: 
The  Begistrar  has  become  so  well  aware 
that  he  will  get  no  satisfaction  from  the 
Treasury,  that  he  does  not  trouble  him- 
self to  apply  to  them,  but  refuses  to 
take  up  these  cases. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  justified  in  saying 
that  the  Treasury  stands  in  the  way, 
and  has  refused  to  do  a  certain  thing, 
and  then  to  go  on  to  say — "  Well,  no 
application  has  been  made  to  the  Trea* 
Hury,  because  they  know  very  well  that 
it  would  be  of  no  nee."    That  is  what 
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it  amounts  to.  I  say  at  ones  that  I 
feel  very  strongly  upon  this  questioD.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  that,  for  many 
years,  I  have  taken  a  pergonal  and 
active  iuterost  in  tbe  matter  of  friendly 
Booieties,  and  that,  therefore,  I  am 
anxious  to  do  all  I  can  to  promote  their 
saocess.  I  think  that  friendly  societies 
in  this  country  have  done  an  incalculahle 
amount  of  good,  and  that  they  deserve 
at  the  hands  of  the  Oovemment,  and 
from  everyone  ^ho  can  help  them,  all 
the  assistance  which  can  reasonably  be 
given  to  them.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  Begistrar  requiring  a 
certain  sum  of  money  to  be  deposited 
before  ho  will  undertake  an  investiga- 
tion— itmaybe  .£50  or  £75 — lagreewith 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oaithuess  that  to 
pay  an  arbitrator  a  sum  of  that  kind 
vould  be  rather  to  defeat  the  spirit  and 
intention  of  the  Act  than  to  facilitate 
the  working  of  it.  So  far  as  that  porti 
of  the  matter  is  concernod,  I  will  under- 
take to  call  the  attention  of  the  Begis- 
trar  Qeneral  to  it,  with  the  view  ol 
getting  some  better  system  adopted. 
The  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Finsbury  (Ur.  J.  Bowlands) 
was  raised  last  year,  and  I  think  those 
who  raised  the  question  were  satisfied 
that  the  delay  had  not  occurred  through 
the  fault  of  the  Begistrar,  but  in  conse- 
quence of  communications  having  to  pass 
backwards  and  forwards  in  order  to 
correct  answers  which  were  given  on 
one  side  and  the  other.  I  think  I  need 
not  say  more  on  the  present  occasion 
than  to  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
sympathies  of  the  Government  are  all 
on  tbe  side  of  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  upon  this  subject. 

Mk.  BBADLA.UGH :  If  the  Hegis- 
trar  of  Friendly  Societies  had  instruc- 
tions to  send  in  to  the  Director  of  Public 
Prosecutions  for  inveatigatioQ  every  case 
coming  under  hie  notice  involving  fraud, 
the  condition  of  things  would  be  much 
better  than  it  is  at  present.  Qenerally, 
in  the  instances  that  come  under  my 
notice,  although  absolute  fraud  has  been 
committed,  compromises  have  been 
entered  into,  for  the  reason  that  the 
poor  people  whose  interests  have  been 
damaged  have  not  been  able  to  fight 
the  cases  themselves.  If  the  Begistrar 
handed  oases  of  this  kind  over  to  the 
Director  of  Public  Frosecntions,  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  curing  many  of  the 
evila  which  are  known  to  exist,  because 
3fr.  JacinoH 


then  the  people  who  trade  on  the  in- 
ability of  the  poor  to  iostitnte  legal  pro- 
oeediugs,  and  who  prey  upon  the  savings 
of  the  poor,  would  not  be  able  to  adopt 
that  course  any  longer. 

Ma.  JACKSON :  I  think  the  point 
the  hon.  Member  raises  is  worthy  of 
consideration;  and,  assuming  that  the 
Begistrar  General  is  himself  satisfied  in 
these  matters,  I  think  it  would  be  only 
reasonable  that  be  should  exercise  some 
such  power  as  is  suggested. 

Db.  CLABE  :  I  understand  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  been  in  communication 
with  some  friendly  societies  for  some 
time,  and  is  considering  the  drafting  of 
a  Bill  upon  this  question.  Well,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  to  him  that  in 
such  a  Bill  it  would  be  well  to  provide 
that  the  auditors  should  be  appointed 
by  the  Begistrar  and  paid  by  the  society, 
and  that  the  actuaries  should  be  ap- 
pointed and  paid  in  the  same  way. 

8iB  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy,  &o.):  I  should  just  like  to  say 
one  or  two  words  on  this  subject.  I  do 
not  think  that  anyone  who  ia  listening  to 
the  discussion  can  doubt  the  enormous 
importance  of  it,  and  the  necessity  of 
something  being  done.  This  is  one 
inatanoe  showing  the  importance  of  Par- 
liamentary interference  with  regard  to 
matters  of  our  social  legislation.  It 
seems  to  me  that  up  to  this  time  in  thia 
country  we  have  not  had  safficient  laws 
dealing  with  swindling.  We  have  cases 
of  fraud  and  cases  of  swindling  brought 
before  our  notice  almost  every  day,  not 
only  in  connection  with  friendly  sooie- 
ties,  but  also  in  connection  with  other 
matters.  The  law  of  England  is  old 
and  antiquated,  and  Is  not  auffiriently 
strong  to  deal  with  such  cases.  There 
ia  an  extreme  tendency  in  this  country  to 
throw  the  burden  of  prosecution  in  these 
coses  on  private  individuals.  This  is  too 
heavy  a  burden  and  expense  to  throw 
upon  private  persons.  We  are  a  demo- 
cratic country;  and  I  think,  therefore,  we 
are  bound  to  devise  some  more  efhcient 
system  whereby  justice  shall  be  done 
to  the  public  through  the  ordinary  legal 
channels  without  the  intervention  of 
~  idividuals. 

Me.  JACKSON :  I  omitted  to  tell  the 
Committee  of  a  point  which  bears  upon 
this  question,  and  one  which,  I  think, 
tbe  Committee  will  be  interested  to 
know.    The  Government,   holding  the 
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leva  they  do  in  regard  to  this  qnestion, 
re  endeavouring  to  give  effect  to  them 
pon  one  braDch  vbich  haa  been  men- 
ioned  in  the  couree  of  this  discussion — 

mean  in  reference  to  the  trustees  of 
ATings  banks.  I  intend  to  bring  in  a 
till,  which  I  hope  to  be  able  to  put 
pon  the  Table  in  a  day  or  two,  to 
loilitate  prosecutions,  and  the  insti- 
iting  of  inquiries  where  frauds  have 
een  committed  or  are  suspected  in 
le  case  of  these  banks. 

Ma.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  The  hon. 
entleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
iry  seems  inclined  to  support  the 
isw  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
atesbead  (Kr.  W.  H.  James}  that  there 

great  danger  of  too  much  legislation 
I  this  matter.  I  suppose  the  idea  is 
lat  the  poor  people  interested  in  these 
loieties  can  take  care  of  themselTca. 
ut  I  would  point  out  that  at  present 
isre  is  either  to3  much  legislation 
r  too  little.  There  is  too  mu^  legis- 
tion,  inasmuch  as  the  poor  people 
ho  are  putting  money  into  these 
iendly  societies  think  that  the  safety 

their  savings  are  guaranteed  when 
.ey  see  tbat  the  societies  to  whose 
inda  they  aub scribe  are  registered 
ider  the  Friendly  Societies  Act.  They 
ink  the  Oorernment  are  at  their  back, 
iiese  poor  people  are  not  learned  in  the 
w,  and  they  are  led  to  believe  that 
ey  get  almost  a  Qovernment  guaraa- 
e,  or,  at  any  rate,  that  the  Qovernment 
otects  them.  I  think  that  when  we 
ive  got  so  far  we  are  almost  bound  to 
)  a  little  farther,  and  make  that  pro- 
ction  really  what  it  baa  been  believed 
be  on  insuffieient  grounda.  I  do  not 
e  what  danger  there  could  be  in  going 

far  in  this  matter  as  some  States  of 
e  Union  go,  and  giving  power  to  some 
sponsible  authority  to  inspect  the  ac- 
unts  of  these  societies,  Let  some  au- 
ority  have  power  to  visit  these  societies 
i  examine  them,  and  shut  up  the 
lole  concern  where  it  is  found  tbat 
ytbiuK  fraudulent  baa  taken  place. 
TheCHANOELLOEofthbEXCHE- 
UER  (Mr.  QoaOHEs)  (St.  George's, 
anover  Square) :  I  quite  agree  with 
lat  has  fallen  from  uie  hon.  Oeutle- 
in  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
okson) — namely,  that  the  Government 
taoh  the  greatest  possible  importance 

this  question,  and  I  will  willingly 
idertake,  on  the  part  of  the  Govein- 
3nt,  to  give  it  a  thoroughly  exbauative 
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examination.  I  ahalt  be  glad  to  com- 
municale  wilb  any  hon.  Members  who 
take  an  interest  in  the  subject,  and  to 
entertain  any  suggestion  they  may 
make.  However,  we  cannot  but  remem- 
ber  that  on  former  occasions  when  we 
have  legislated  on  these  matters  we  have 
experienced  considerable  difflcultry  owing 
to  the  attitude  of  the  friendly  societies 
themaelvee,  they  objectingratber  strongly 
to  anything  like  a  compulsory  audit. 
Large  societies  have  particularly  raised 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  legialation, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  they  prefer  not  to 
have  a  Government  audit.  I  think  every- 
one will  agree  that  the  friendly  societies 
are  fully  entitled  to  be  beard,  and  that 
they  have  a  right  to  bave  the  viewa 
communicated  to  us  put  before  the 
House  and  carefully  examined.  There 
is  no  interest  more  deserving  of  attention 
than  those  institutions  which  promote 
the  thrift  of  the  people.  Every  possible 
safeguard  must  be  taken  in  avoid  doing 
anything  which  would  counteract  the 
useful  effect  which  these  institutions  are 
producing  throughout  the  country.  I 
should  be  extremely  sorry  to  take  any 
step  which  would  discourage  friendly 
societies  from  pursuing  that  splendid 
course  which  some  of  them  have  followed 
so  truatworthily.  They  have  conferred 
inSnite  benefit  upon  the  country,  and  I 
think  the  countryowes  thema  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  as  having  shown  us  bow 
capable  the  working  dasaes  are  of 
managing  their  own  affairs  in  a  great 
many  inetancea.  We  will  see  how  we 
can  deal  with  the  weaker  bodies,  and 
what  can  be  done  to  strengthen  the  safe- 
guards against  fraud,  while,atthe  same 
time,  leaving  a  considerable  amount  of 
aelf-government  still  existing  to  the 
societies. 

Vote  aqrtei  io. 

Besolutione  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Bam,  not  eicoe'iIiDg  £12,767,  l>e 
granted  to  Era  Uajeat}',  to  complete  the  sum 
neceasary  to  defray  the  Chuge  which  will 
come  in  oourae  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1888,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Land 
CommisBioQers  for  England,  and  for  defraying 
the  repayable  Expenaea  to  be  incurred  in  mal- 
tsra  of  Inclosure  and  Land  Improvement,  and 
nndei  "The  Eitraotdinacy  Tithe  Redemption 
Act,  1886.'" 

Ma.  HENEY  H.  EOWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  This  is  a  very  heavy 
oharge,  amounting   altogether,  taking 
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the  Kon-Effectiva  Tote  and  Stationer}', 
to  eomething  like  £37,000.  Kow,  Sir, 
if  I  understand  the  account  correctly, 
£20,000  of  this  is  to  be  dealt  nith  as 
expeneea  repayable  by  the  parties  for 
whom  tiie  vork  is  done,  and  there  is  an 
appropriation  of  £10,000,  being  esti- 
mated receipts  this  year  towards  that 
£20,000.  What  I  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  is  this — that 
there  are  £15,000  put  down  for  office 
expenses,  aeainat  wnicb  there  is  an  es- 
timated receipt  of  something  like  £4,600. 
1  venture  to  think  that  this  Department 
is  not  one  the  cost  of  which  should  be 
thrown  on  the  public  taxpayer.  This 
Department  iscarried  on  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  certain  transactions  in 
land,  certain  exchanges,  enclosures,  and 
redemptions  of  tithes,  and  I  certainty 
think  it  ought  to  be  self-supporting. 
That  principle  is  already  recognized, 
because  the  Department  requires  the 
people  who  apply  to  have  work  done  to 
pay  fees.  I  would  aak  the  Secretary  to 
theTreasury  whether  he  will  not  consider 
the  advieability  of  making  this  change- 
namely,  that  the  fees  shall  be  increased 
to  such  an  amount  as  will  make  the 
office  self' supporting  ?  There  ia  no  rea- 
son why  the  public  should  be  appealed 
to  to  make  up  the  expense  of  carrying 
on  an  office  which  I  admit  ia  a  very 
valuable  one,  but  which  should  be  made 
self- supporting. 

aKKBUL  Sir  QEORGE  BALFOXIR 
(Kincardine) :  I  must  say  that  I  think 
the  way  in  which  this  Vote  is  presented 
is  very  unsatisfactory.  The  receipts  are 
in  this  Vote  used  as  appropriations  in  aid 
of  the  gross  expenditure,  thereby  dimi- 
nishing the  liability  and  reducing  the 
receipts.  It  is  illegal  in  regard  to  the 
Civil  Service,  and  ought  to  be  stopped. 

The  SEOBETAEY  to  thb  THEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jaoksoh)  (Leeds,  N.):  In 
answer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  will  consider  the  point  he 
has  raised.  When  the  Estimates  were 
prepared  I  decided  to  go  into  tbis  matter 
thoroughly ;  but,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
at  that  particular  time  thrown  on  the 
Land  CommiBsioners  avery  large  amouat 
of  extra  work  in  connection  with  the 
Extraordinary  Tithe  Redemption  Act  of 
l)i86,  it  seems  to  me  as  though  we  had 
found  quite  enougb  work  for  tbem  tbis 
year.  T  certainly  aympathize  with  the 
right  hon.  Qentlemans  views.  As  to 
what  fell  £ram  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Mr.  Stnry  H.  FmUr 
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'  Member  opposite  (Sir  Qeorge  Balfonr), 
I  entirely  agree  with  him  it  ia  un> 
desirable  to  have  these  net  sums  taken ; 
but  the  only  reason  it  waa  done  in  this 
case  was  in  consequence  of  a  special 
expenditure. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  fDone- 
gal,  £.)  :  The  result  of  the  ohange  in 
the  system  which  has  been  adopted  in 
reganl  to  this  Vote  is  that  whereas  the 
increase  in  the  Vote  as  compared  with 
last  is  apparently  only  £2,600,  yet,  ae 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  increase  is  really 
over  £12,000.  Changes  of  this  kind  in 
the  form  of  the  Estimate  make  it  al- 
most impossible  to  understand  the  situa- 
tion in  which  we  are  placed.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  remark  of  the  boa.  and 
gallant  Gtentlemaa  the  Member  for 
Kincardine  (Sir  George  BaUour)  that 
the  Estimate  itself  ia  open  to  every  ad- 
verse criticism.  The  system  of  appro- 
priation in  aid  is  dangerous  in  respect 
of  the  administration  of  an  Office  which 
is  able  to  avail  itself  of  it.  But  in  re- 
gard to  this  Vote  for  the  Land  Oommis- 
aion,  on  page  1'25  there  is  a  new  item  of 
no  less  than  £8, 125,  for  tbe  Assistant 
Commissioners  and  Surveyors  under  tbe 
Extraordinary  Tithe  Redemption  Act  of 
1666.  It  is  not  stated  how  many 
Assistant  Commissioners  and  Surveyors 
are  to  be  employed.  There  are  several 
other  items  put  down  under  the  same 
Act.  It  seems  to  me  that  £8,000  would 
pay  the  expenses  of  a  large  number  of 
Commissioners  and  Surveyors,  and  it  is 
rather  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Vote  did  not 
offer  some  explanation  of  it  when  pre- 
senting it  now  for  the  first  time. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  ought  to  have 
stated  that  tbe  whole  of  these  expenses 
have  to  be  paid  by  the  persons  far  whom 
the  work  ia  done,  These  officiala  are  to 
be  paid  by  fees  on  a  scale  which  has 
been  carefully  revised,  and  it  Is  hoped 
that  the  sum  which  will  be  received  will 
be  in  excess  of  tbe  amount  voted  by 
Parliament. 

Mr.  ARTHDR  O'CONNOR :  There 
are  already  61  Inspectors  and  Surveyors 
in  connection  with  this  Department,  and 
tbe  work  which  requires  to  be  done 
under  tbe  Act  of  1886  it  seems  to  me 
can  be  thoroughly  well  done  by  the 
existing  officials.  I  would  submit  that 
the  number  of  Inspectors  and  Surveyors, 
even  having  regard  to  the  work  to  be 
done   under  the    Extraordinary  Titbs 
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'"Jamption  Act  of  1686,  are  more  in 
mber  than  the;  ought  to  be.  The 
'-rieal  staff  is  as  folioirB  :— There  is  a 
"!ff  clerk,  a  senior firBt-clasa  clerk,  and 
'^h«>r  clerks ;  and  there  are  all  these  In- 
'"•ctors  and  Surveyors.  What  do  the 
'Brks  and  Inspectors  do?  Why,  half 
rii'ir  time  they  are  doing  nothing.  Of 
>urBe,  the  ordinary  red  tape  proceasea 
roraij,  and  they  are  obliged  to  do  a 
-^leat  deal  of  unnecessary  vork  in 

uciueiice,  but 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
-^iz  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the 
hair  to  report  Progress. 
Raaolutions  to  be  reported  Th-morrow. 
Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
'I  again  npon  I'riday  at  Two  of   the 

SUPPLY.— REPORT: 
Heaolutions  f  19th  July]  rsporUd. 
KesolutioQS  read  a  second  time. 
First  KesolutioD  agrtti  to. 

lecond  Besolution  ^«</»>ttei. 

Chird  and  Fourth  Besolutions  agreed 

^ifth  Besolution  petlponed. 
Postponed    Besolutions    to    be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

SCOTLAND— VALUATION  AND  RATING 
OF  WATERWORKS  BELONQINQ  TO 
LOCAL  AUTHORITIES. 

IfOnoH  FOB  A  SELBCrr  OOlOaTTEE. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  B  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
oonnder  tbe  Iaw  rekting  to  the  Valuation  and 
Ratiofc  of  Watetworka  belongiog  to  Local 
Aathoritiei  in  ScotlaDd,  and  to  report  what 
alteration*  are  neoesMT)'  therein."  •—  (ifr. 
JCdieari  SeitrliM.) 

Mb.  J.  0.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  opposed 
the  Uotion. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrom. 

BAT  mo  OF  IfACBIBZBY  BILL. 

Stperltd  from  the  Select  Committee. 

Special  Report,  with  Uinntes  of  Eridenoe, 
inu^At  up,  and  read ;  Report  and  Special  Re- 
port to  lie  npon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printtd. 
[No.  231.] 

Bill,  a*  amended,  to  be  prinitd  [Bill  335] ; 
rt-eammilUd  to  a  Coaunittee  of  the  whole  Honeo 
for  TMnndaynaxt. 

VOL.  OCOXVU.    [thibd  bsbibs.] 


Q  UESTIOIfS. 

ARRANGEMENT  OP  PUBUO  BUSINESS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Abthub  O'Cointoa 
(Donegal,  E.), 

Ths  SECRETAET  to  thb  TEEA- 
8UEY  tMr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  NO  said, 
it  was  proposed  that  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  should  be  taken  on  Friday 
at  2  o'clock. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  whether  it  was  intended 
to-morrow  not  to  proceed  with  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  beyond  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair;  or,  whether 
they  would  actually  go  on  with  Com- 
mittee? He  also  visaed  to  know  what 
Business  would  be  taken  on  Friday? 

Thb  first  lord  op  raa  TEEA- 
8UET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  Oovsmment 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
probably  that  they  should  go  beyond 
the  Motion  to  get  the  Speaker  out  of  the 
Chair  to-morrow  evening;  bat  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would,  he  thought,  him- 
aelf  see  that  it  was  absolutely  necesaarv 
that  they  should  arrive  at  that,  and  ask 
the  House  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  As  soon  as  that  was  done,  the 
Qovemmeut  proposed  to  report  Progress 
and  proceed  with  the  Bill  de  die  in  ditm 
from  Monday  next.  They  proposed  to 
continue  with  Supply  on  Friday  at  2 
o'clock.  He  hoped  some  progressa  would 
be  mode  then  and  also  on  Friday  night, 
if  they  could  keep  a  House. 

8m  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked,  what  course  the  Oo- 
vemment  intended  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  ?  Would  a  Ministerial  state- 
ment be  made  to-morrow  npon  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  7 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  a  little 
unreasonable.  It  is  not  usual  for  the 
Government  to  anticipate  the  course  they 
will  take  with  regard  to  a  Bill  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair;  but  I  may  infonn  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  we  shall  exercise  our  discretion 
as  to  the  course  we  think  it  right  to  take 
when  the  Speaker  is  out  of  the  Ohair. 
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MINDTES]— Public  Billa— f/r/f  Rtaiing  — 
liceDud  Prsmiaes  (Earliec  Clodng}  (Scot- 
land)" (183). 
■   Sieond   Reading— 'iie.rgajnn.a  (Fraudulent  Ssla) 
(169);  Coroners  (177). 

Oiminitta—fxni  Offenden  (140-162). 

Commitlei — JtirjiiH-f— Valuation  o(  Lands  (Soot- 
land)  Amendment*  (176). 

Srjiorl — Copyhold  Enfrandiisement  (ISO). 

Pbovisiosal  Obdbk  Bills  —  Firtl  Blading  — 
TramirB7i*(IS!). 

TMrd  Rtading  —  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
(Cowdenbeath  Water)  *  (154);  Public  Health 
[Scotland)  (Duntocher  and  Dalmnir  Water) " 
(167);  Pier  and  Harbour  (No.  2)"  (137) 
Oaa  and  Water*  (131),  andpoitci'. 

THE  MAH  PEERAGE. 
FOBTFOHEICENT  OF  MOTIOK, 

The  Eael  of  GALLOWAY,  who  had 
the  following  Motion  on  the  Paper:' 

"  That  the  prayer  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  in  his 
petition  [>re«entea  on  the  27th  ultimo,  for  an 
inreatiKatiaQ  into  the  connection  between  the 
Mar  estate!  and  theanoient  Mar  dignity,  with 
the  view  to  obtain  an  unprejudiced  re-hearinK 
in  a  court  of  law,  of  bia  right  to  the  estates  of 
Hat,  b« granted." 

said  that,  not  having  been  able  to  bring 
bis  Motion  on  in  the  House  at  the  conolu- 
sioQ  of  Tuesday's  Sitting  he  put  it  down 
forto-night,  and  ha  could  not  nowproceed 
with  it,  owing  to  the  number  of  Bills 
which  had  since  been  placed  on  the  No- 
tice Paper  which  took  precedence  of 
it.  Ho  begged  to  giye  Notice  that 
be  would  postpone  the  Motion  till  Tuea- 
da;,  the  2nd  August.  He  could  not 
put  it  down  for  an  earlier  date,  as 
until  then  he  should  have  to  be  in  Scot- 
land in  consequence  of  official  daties. 
He  wished  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  prevent  any  GoTemmont 
Bills  being  put  down  for  that  date  which 
would  necessarily  have  precedence  of  it. 
He  thought  he  bad  some  claim  to  this 
indulgence,  as  be  could  have  brought  on 
the  Motion  on  Monday,  but  be  gave  way 
in  order  that  the  Qovemment  might 
bring  on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

The  KiTti.  op  SELBOBNE  said,  be 
thought  it  hie  duty  to  inform  the  noble 
Lord,  that  if  the  Motion  was  ever  made 
be  should  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the 
Houas  that  it  ought  not  to  be  enter- 


which  could  only  be  dealt  with  judicially 
by  the  House,  but  it  was  in  resavd  to 
property  which  had  been  the  subject  of 
solemn  litigation,  and  of  a  deoiaion  by 
the  Court  of  Session,  affirmed  by  tbeit 
Lordships  10  years  &ga,  aa  the  Court 
of  Pinal  Appeal.  There  was  a  Standing 
Order  of  thaHouse,thatmatters pending, 
or  which  at  any  former  time  bad  been 
pending  before  the  House  in  its  judicial 
capacity,  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Appeals.  This  Notice  was 
in  direct  contravention  of  that  Stand- 
ing Order.  When  he  saw  the  Notice 
on  the  Paper  it  occurred  to  him  that  it 
was  not  one  that  should  be  permitted  to 
be  debated,  as  it  might  lead  to  serious 
results.  He  was  not  in  favour  of  one 
person  more  than  another  in  the  matter. 
With  bim  it  was  merely  a  matter  of 
principle.  It  seemed  to  bim  that  no 
more  illegal  or  unconstitutional  Notice 
was  ever  nut  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House.  If  the  Motion  came  before 
their  Lordships,  be  should  move  that  the 
Question  be  not  put,  as  the  most  respect- 
ful way  of  dealing  with  it. 

The  LORD  GHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  that  be  must  refer  the 
noble  Earl  Cthe  Earl  of  Galloway)  to  the 
Prime  Minister  for  an  answer  to  bis 
question. 

Tbb  Eam.  of  GALLOWAY  said,  that 
be  had  put  the  Motion  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  several  times,  and  his  only 
motive  for  postponit^  it  was  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  House.  Of  course, 
after  the  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Earl 
of  Sslbome),  he  would  Gonsider  whether 
it  would  be  right  on  bis  part  to  proceed 
with  his  Motion.  But  it  would  bavo 
been  much  better  if  the  noble  andleamed 
Lord  bad  heard  the  grounds  on  which  be 
made  the  request.  He  was  sure  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  not 
take  exception  to  anything  which  he 
would  have  to  say.     He  was  simply 

foing  to  urge  that  the  prayer  of  the 
etition  which  had  been  presented  should 
'  "  answered.  He  had  nothing  what- 
r  to  do  with  the  Petition  itself,  and  be 
did  not  attempt  to  approve  of  all  its 
terms.  The  noble  Duke,  who  had  first 
placed  the  Motion  on  the  Paper,  was  not 
able  to  be  present,  and  had  asked  him 
to  undertake  it.  He  did  not  feel  inclined 
to  say  "No."  II  he  did  not  bring  it  on, 
it  would  appear  as  if  hp  were  running 


taiued.  Not  only  was  it  a  private  matter  I  away  &om  what  be  had  tmdertakeo- 
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He  hoped  the  noble  and  learand  Lord 
would  not  think  it  wae  out  of  any  dis- 
reapeot  to  him  if  he  ventured  to  put  the 
Motion  down  in  order  that  he  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  explaining  the  special 
grounds  why,  without  going  into  the 
judicial  or  legislative  questions,  it  would 
not  be  out  of  reason  to  entertain  the 
Motion.  He  would,  therefore,  aak  their 
Lordfihips'  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
hoped  the  Prime Ministerwould  prevent 
Government  Bills  interfering  with  its 
oonsideration  on  the  2nd  August. 

The  PBIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY Of  STATE  Foa  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  f  The  Marquesg  of  SALiaBnav) 
•aid,  hs  did  not  think  hia  noble  Friend 
was  aware  of  the  state  of  the  Orders  of 
the  House.  On  Tuesdays  or  Thursdays 
any  Bill,  Government  or  not,  that  was 
put  down  took  precedence  of  all  Notices 
of  Motion,  and  if  the  Government  was  to 
abstain  from  putting  down  Bills  they 
oould  have  no  security  that  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion  would  be  considered. 
Why  should  not  the  noble  Lord  put 
down  his  Motion  for  Monday  Ist  instead 
of  Tuesday  2nd  August  ? 

thb  eabl  of  Galloway  :  it  wiu 

be  Bank  holiday. 

Thb  MABunKss  of  SALISBURY: 
There  isnothing  to  prevent  us  sitting  on 
that  day.  It  would  be  an  admirable 
day  for  suoh  a  disonssion. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY :  Then  I 
will  put  the  Motion  down  for  Monday 
the  let  August. 

Motion  potlpontd. 

FIRST  OPFENDEES  BILL.— (No.  140.) 

ITA*  Mart  a/ Btlmere.) 

COICUITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Houae  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Mot»i,  "That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  the  said 
Bill."— {?!i<  Sari  ofBtlmora.) 

Amendment  mottd,  to  leave  out  all 


earnesUy  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  and  not  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Lord  BBAMWBLL  said,  ha  should 
be  very  sorry  if  their  Lordships  objected 
to  the  Bill.  He  considered  its  oDJects 
excellent. 

The  Elrl  of  BELMORG  sdd,  that 
the  Amendments  of  the  Lord  Ohaooellor, 
which  he  accepted,  would  alter  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  to  a  considerable  extent  in 
the  way  of  limitation ;  they  would  make 
the  Bill  shorter  and  clearer ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  it  would  be  better  that 
the  Bill  should  be  reprinted  with  those 
Amendments.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
their  Lordships  would  go  into  Commit- 
tea  pre  farmd. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
teilhdrauin. 

MoMouagrMdloi  House  in  Committee 
acoordingty. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  To-tHorrote;  and 
Bill  to  bej>riW«ii  as  amended.  (No.  182.) 

3U0KE  NUISANCE  ABATEUENT  (ME- 
TROPOLIS)  BILL.-^(No.  43.) 
( TAt  Lord  Slralhtdtn  and  CamphiU.) 

aaiaimsz. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Movtd,  "  That  the  Houso  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  the  said 
Bill."— (Tii*  Lftrd  Strathtdtn  and  Camp- 
hill.) 

The  Eabl  of  WEUYSS  said,  he 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  not 
consent  to  go  into  Committee  until  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  had  considered  this  ques- 
tion was  before  the  House.  This  was  a 
most  important  measure,  seeing  that  it 
was  not  confined  to  manufactories,  but 
extended  to  every  private  dwelling  in 
the  Metropolis;  and  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  that  it  would  be  opeo  to 
an  inspector  to  enter  any  room  in  any 
house,  and  see  what  sort  of  fires  they 
were  burning.  That  would  be,  he 
submitted,  an  intolerably  inquisitorial 
power.  The  Bill  also  gave  to  the  ves- 
tries the  power  of  drawing  a  line  between 
bouses  of  particular  valuatioDs,  with  a 
view  to  exempting  some.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Vestry  of  St. 
James's,  in  which  they  objected  strongly 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  «ape- 
3  E  2 
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eialty  to  the  exemption  of  property  above 
or  below  a  certain  valuation.  He  was 
mOHt  anxious  that  their  Lordahips  ehoald 
have  before  them  the  evidence  to  whtch 
he  had  referred  ;  and  he,  therefore, 
would  ask  hia  noble  Friend  to  kindlj 
postpone  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 

LoBD  8TEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  that  the  Government  had 
an  Amendment  down  dealing  with  the 
point  to  which  the  noble  Earl  took  ex- 
oeption,  and  when  that  was  reached  the 
noble  Earl  could  support  it. 

Earl  BROWNLOW  said,  that  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
was  of  verv  great  importance,  and  it 
was  most  desirable  that  it  should  be 
before  the  House  before  the  Bill  was 
coneidered.  He,  therefore,  felt  bound 
to  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  to  postpone  this  stage. 

LoHD  STRATHEDEN  ahd  CAMP- 
BELL said,  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
evidence  had  not  oome  before  their 
Lordships.  Under  the  ciroumstanoes, 
he  should  ask  leave  to  postpone  the 
order  till  Monday. 

Committee  of  the  Whole  House  put 
offio  Monday  next. 

MABQAHINE     (FRATJDULBNT    SALE) 
BILL.— (No.  lee.) 
{The  Vitaxml  PauitneouTl.) 
taoatm  vsi^anna. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

VieoocHT  POWERSCOURT,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
secona  time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to 
prevent  the  sale  of  a  certain  compound, 
not  butter,  under  that  name.  A  letter 
had  appeared  in  Tkt  l\mt»,  which  their 
Lordships  no  doubt  had  seen,  from  Sir 
Lyon  Playfair,  suggesting  that,  instead 
of  margarine,  this  substance  should  be 
called  "  butter  substitute."  Others  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  known  by  the 
name  of  "butterine,"  The  object  of 
B  Bill  of  this  kind  waa  to  make  the  law 
as  difficult  of  evasion  as  possible.  After 
many  consultations  on  the  subject,  in 
some  of  which  he  had  taken  part,  the 
agrinutturists  of  England  and  Ireland 
had  decided  that  the  name  "  margarine  " 
was  most  likely  to  carry  out  the  desired 
object.  Therefore,  he  hoped  their  Lord 
ships  would  retain  that  name  in  the  Bill. 
There  were  one  or  two  matters  with 
regard  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
Th  Earl  of  W*myu 


he  should  like  to  notice.  In  the  second 
clause  it  was  proposed  to  be  enacted 
that  the  word  "margarine"  should 
mean  the  various  substances  mentioned 
in  the  clause,  and  that  they  should  not 
be  sold  except  under  the  name  of  "mar- 
garine." That  was  the  view  of  people 
who  were  engaged  in  the  butter  trade. 
To  the  third  clause  aa  Amendment  was 
suggested,  but  these  were  matters  to  bo 
dealt  with  in  Committee.  Clause  5  was 
also  proposed  to  be  amended ;  but  it 
should  not  be  done  unless  a  proviso  was 
inserted  that  a  person  giving  a  warranty 
should  not  be  a  man  of  straw,  but  a 
man  of  substance.  Since  coming  to  the 
House  he  had  received  a  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mone,  to  whom  the  Bill  hod  been  re- 
ferred, and  the  evidence  taken  by  that 
Committee  could  be  sent  for.  The  noble 
Viscount  concluded  by  moving  thesecond 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Siovad, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
— ( Viicouni  Powerieourl.) 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  this 
was  by  no  meaus  the  first  time  this 
question  had  oome  before  Parliament. 
Last  Session  a  Bill  was  introduced  into 
the  other  House,  backed  by  the  names 
of  Members  from  Ireland,  and  a  Bill 
was  also  introduced  last  year  into  their 
Lordships'  House  by  LordVemon, which 
he  professed  his  willingness  to  modify 
in  accordance  with  euggestiona  made  by 
the  then  Government.  The  present  Bill 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  iu 
the  other  House,  and  that  Select  Com- 
mittee hod  made  certain  reoommenda- 
tions  with  reference  to  the  sale  of  mar- 
garine, of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
spoken.  Oue  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee  relating  to  the 
name  under  which  the  commodity  should 
be  sold  was  opposed  in  the  other  HotM^> 
and  rejected  by  a  majority.  The  li<"i- 
Members  who  carried  that  vote  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  Committee 
founded  its  Report  ;  and  it  was  most 
desirable  that  their  Lordships  should 
not  be  in  the  same  position  in  deciding 
the  question.  Therefore,  it  would  be 
better  to  wait  until  the  House  had  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Select  Committee 
before  it.  He  understood  the  noble  Vis- 
count was  willing  to  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill  till  the  end  of 
next  week> 
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LoBU  BASING  said,  that  aa  he  vas 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
other  House  with  reference  to  this  Bill, 
he  should  liketa  make  one  or  two  obser- 
vations.  The  proneions  of  the  Bill, 
with  one  exception,  were  practically 
agreed  to  by  all  Parties  on  the  Com- 
mittee. The  persons  representing  the 
trade  in  this  butter  substitute  were  very 
honourably  distinguished  by  the  readl- 
nesa  with  which  they  agreed  to  accept 
any  restrictions  or  regulations  which 
Parliament  might  think  fit  to  impoee 
with  a  view  of  carrying  out  the  objects 
of  the  Bill.  Unfortunately,  there  was 
great  difference  of  opinion  aa  to  whether 
the  butter  substitute  should  be  called 
"butterine"  or  "margarine."  Upon 
that  question  he  would  only  make  this 
observation — that  by  the  use  of  the  term 
"  butterine  "  this  substance  had  become 
so  well  known  as  to  obtain  a  great  mar- 
ket. That,  on  the  one  hand,  was  in 
favour  of  butterine ;  but,  on  the  other, 
it  could  not  be  doubted  that  the  word 
"butterine"  had  greatly  increased  the 
fraudulent  sale  of   the  article.      The 


strong  feeling  amongst  agriooltu lists, 
which  had  reached  him  from  varlonB 
quarters  against  the  nse  of  the  term 
"butterine,"  which,  obviously,  was  a 
word  open  to  misrepresentation.  It 
was  clear  that  a  tradesman  in  ex- 
posing the  title  "  butterine  "  to  his  cus- 
tomers could  so  manipulate  the  ticket 
that  the  customer  should  only  see  the 
word  "  butter,"  and  not  the  final  "  ine." 
The  result  of  the  use  of  the  word  had 
been  that  the  substance  was  mistaken 
for  butter  and  its  price  had  been  raised. 
While  butterine  was  only  worth  from 
A^d.  to  6i.  per  pound,  through  being  mis- 
taken for  butter,  its  price  had  risen  to 
lO^tf.  to  I«.  per  pound.  Practical  agri- 
culturists and  fanners  were  unanimons 
in  wishing  that  the  ealeofpure  butter 
should  be  inaured  by  a  substitute  not 
being  permitted  to  be  sold  under  a  name 
which  caused  it  to  be  mistaken  for  but- 
ter. Unless  some  strong  reason  were 
shown,  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would 
retain  the  name  ^adopted  by  the  other 
House. 

i  Eabl  av  WEMTS8  said,  that  in 


appearance  of  the   material  produced,  i  Committee  he  intended  to  move  that  the 


which  was  manufactured  with  care  and 
as  a  proper  and  wholesome  article  of 
food — its  appearance  aa  well  as  its  name 
had  ^eatly  mcreosed  its  sole.  The  prac- 
tical importance  of  the  Bill  being  agreed 
upon,  he  ventured  to  hope  tlmt  their 
Lordships  would  pass  the  aecond  read- 
ing, although  he  agreed  that  some  time 
lught  to  elapse  before  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion upon  the  only  important  question 
that  arose  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  oppoaite  had  referred  to 
Clause  5  as  needing  some  Amendment; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  it  was  prac- 
tically only  a  reprint  of  a  clause  in  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  and  had  never  done 
any  mischief.  It  did  not  follow  that  be- 
cause the  allegation  wae  made  that  an 
article  had  been  sold  in  the  same  state 
as  it  was  received  with  a  warranty  from 
the  wholesale  dealer  the  Court  would  ac- 
cept that  statement  without  evidence.  He 
ventured  to  hope  that  the  clause  ntight 
be  retained  in  the  Bill.  He  should  like 
also  to  suggest  that  the  commencement 
of  the  Act  should  be  postponed  till  the 
1st  of  Januarv  next  vear.  aa  it  would  be 
hard  on  n 
brought  ii 
Loao  I 
whatever 


butterine  "  should  be  substituted 
wherever  "  margarine  "  occurred  in  the 
Bill.  The  Oommittee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  having  heard  the  evidence, 
adopted  the  word  butterine  on  Division 
by  2  to  1.  It  was  not  margarine, 
and  it  was  not  desirable  to  give  it 
a  false  name.  Margarine  waa  the 
substance  from  which  butterine  waa 
made.  Kargarine  was  pressed  fat,  and 
was  manufactured  into  butterine  by  B 
wholesome  process  in  which  milk  wae 
used.  The  substance  so  manufactured 
had  been  known  in  the  trade  for  the 
last  12  years  aa  butterine,  and  during 
that  period  it  had  been  sold  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £4,000,000  in  value.  It  would 
be  most  unfair  now  to  throw  suapioion 
upon  the  article  by  changing  its  name 
from  butterine  to  margarine.  If  any 
thing  were  to  be  done  ta  prevent 
fraud  and  adulteration  as  regarda 
articles  of  this  character  it  should  be 
effected  by  meane  of  a  general  Act,  and 
not  by  a  Bill  of  this  character.  He 
should  endeavour  to  draw  up  a  general 
Bill  of  the  nature  he  had  indicated.    Of 
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that  farmers  were  interested  in  the  sale 
of  suet,  from  trhiohbutterine  waslar^ly 
made.  He  was  glad  to  bear  tliat  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  was  to  be 
postponed  for  a  week  in  order  that  their 
Lordships  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
readiag  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  which  had  been  appointed  to 
consider  this  subject. 

EsRL  GRANVILLE  said,  he  thought 
all  were  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  to 
give  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill,  and 
that  there  should  be  an  interval  of 
some  daya  before  the  Committee.  In 
his  opinion  it  would  be  equally  absurd 
to  object  to  the  term  "yelTsteen"  in- 
stead of  worsted,  because  of  its  simi- 
larity to  "velvet,"  as  to  object  to  the 
term  butterine.  There  are  two  tex- 
tures, one  is  called  velvet,  the  other 
velveteen,  the  former  of  a  much  finer 
material,  the  second,  probably  as  worn 
for  clothing.  What  would  be  thought 
of  a  Bill  rejecting  the  name  of  velve- 
teen which  has  been  known  for  years, 
in  order  to  give  the  substance  the  name 
of  worsted,  which  does  not  describe  it, 
but  which  describes  one  element  of  it, 
upon  the  excuse  of  its  being  necessary 
to  protect  the  velvet  makers  ? 

Thh  Eabl  of  galloway  said,  that 
the  object  of  those  who  objected  to  the 
word  butterine  was  to  prevent  the  publio 
from  being  impossd  upon.  He  thought 
that  the  question  might  be  settled  by 
the  introduction  of  both  words,  "  mar- 

Sj^ine  and  butterine "  being  given  to 
e  title  of  the  Bill,  as  both  these  sub- 
stances, which  were  quito  different  from 
one  another,  were  stnctly  defined  in  the 
Bill. 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  op  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbambhook)  said, 
that  he  had  seen  the  substance  called 
butterine,  which  resembled  butter,  but 
which  contained  no  trace  of  butter.  The 
term  butterine  was  calculated  to  mislead 
people  into  believing  that  the  substance 
was  of  the  nature  of  butter,  It  was 
therefore  necessary  to  discriminate  be- 
tween those  who  made  a  well-manufao- 
tared  article  and  those  who  made  a  bad 
and  unwholesome  mixture ;  otherwise 
the  Bill  would  be  an  idle  one. 

Lord  BBAMWELL  stud,  he  objected 
to  the  substance  being  called  by  the 
name  of  margarine,  which  it  certainly 
was  not. 

Eakt.  FOBTESCUE  tlioaght  that  it 
woald  be  better  to  disouas  all  tnese  points 

The  Earl  of  Wtmyw 


in  Committee  aftor  the  evidenoe  whith 
had  been  taken  on  the  subject  was  in 
their  hands. 

Lobd  FITZGEBALD  sud,  what  was 
wanted  was  an  honest  name.  "  Butte- 
rine" was  a  false  name  adopted  to 
deceive  the  public. 

Motion  agreed  fo ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  eommilted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  Ul 
o/Augatt  next. 

COEONERS  BILL.-(No.  176.} 
{TJitLord  CAaiieUor.) 
SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  far  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  lobd  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it  was 
simply  a  measure  for  consolidating 
existing  Statutes. 

Mooed,  "ThattheBillbenowreada-." 
—{The  lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  said,  he  hoped 
that  with  this  Oonsolidation  Bill  the  sub- 
ject of  the  amendment  of  the  law  would 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  He  could  not  help 
feeling  impressed  by  the  slow  way  in 
which  we  moved  in  matters  of  this  sort. 
Some  years  ago  he  recommended  an 
amendment  of  the  law,  and  pointed  oat 
the  direction  which  it  should  take.  The 
consequence  of  the  observations  which 
he  made  was  that  an  Act  was  passed  by 
the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  he  be- 
lieved at  least  one  other  State  followed 
the  example.  He  had  since  heard  that 
the  Act  was  working  extremely  wsll.  In 
this  country  where  his  observations  bad 
been  made  the  law  stood  just  as  it  was 
when  he  spoke  10  years  ago. 

LoED  BRAMWELL  said,  that  one  of 
the  most  suceeBsfuI  pieces  of  our  legisla- 
tion had  its  origin  with  his  noble  'H^ 
learned  Friend,  he  meant  the  ooosoIhI"- 
tion  of  the  law  with  respect  to  bilU  ot 
exchange.  One  argument  in  support 
of  the  course  proposed  by  die  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  he 
derived  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend— namely,  that  the  best  way  to 
see  what  Amendmento  were  required  in 
any  body  of  law,  was  to  oonaolidato  the 
existing  laws. 

Lord  THBING,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Commit  toe  for  the  Revision  of  the 
Statute  Law,  said,  he  hoped  the  Bill 
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would  be  passed  without  any  amend- 
ment altoring  the  law.  Any  material  im- 
provement  in  the  form  of  the  Statute 
Law  must  be  made  b;  the  aid  of 
DumerouaAotacoDsolidatingthe  scattered 
proTisioDs  of  the  law ;  and  axperience 
showed  that  euch  Acts  could  not  be 
passed  unless  an  assurance  was  given 
that  the;  did  not  materially  alter  the 
law. 

LoKD  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  did  not 
mean  that  their  Lordships  should  not 
pass  this  Consolidation  Bill;  but  he 
hoped  that  that  would  not  interfere  with 
the  amendment  of  the  law  relating  to 
Coroners. 

Thb  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
when  any  obangs  was  made  in  the  law, 
it  would  be  very  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  election  of  Coroners.  As 
the  freeholders  of  a  county  elected  a 
Coroner,  there  was  a  long  and  expensive 
cauTaae,  whenevec  there  was  a  contest, 
as  in  most  cases  happened ;  and  he  knew 
for  certain  that  the  usefulnesB  of  some 
coroners  had  been  permanently  injured 
by  the  embarrassmeuts  into  which  they 
had  fallen  in  consequence. 

TiscouwT  CE0S8  said,  that  when  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  at  the  Home 
Office  he  brought  in  a  BUI  dealing  with 
Coroners'  elections.  He  knew  the  enor- 
mous expense  of  such  contests  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  he  believed  that  it  had 
seriouely  affected  the  usefulness  of 
those  officers.  He,  for  one,  would  wish 
to  see  some  other  mode  of  election,  but 
the  first  step  to  reform  would  be  the 
consolidation  of  the  law. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2"  accord- 
ingly. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

{Tia  Lord  Bohhomt.) 

(no.  180.)      BBPORT  OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

LoBD  HER90HELL  said,  that  all 
their  Lordships  were  agreed  that  where, 
in  fact,  the  right  of  forfeiture  was  not 
of  any  pecuniary  value  at  all,  which 
was  the  case  in  the  vast  majori^  of 
instances,  it  ought  to  be  excluded  m>m 
GOQsiddration.  He  proposed,  on  the 
third  reading,  to  move  an  Amendment 
to  that  effect. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Tuttday  next. 


NEW  ZEALAND. 

MOTION  FOR  FAFERS. 

Lord  SANDHURST  said,  he  had 
ventured  to  put  on  the  Paper  a  Notice 
referting  to  the  subject  of  the  emigra- 
tion of  pensioners  to  New  Zealand  for 
two  reasons.  !FirBt,  he  hoped  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  agree  with  him  that 
the  idea  he  was  about  to  ventilate  was 
one  which  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
pensioner  and  to  the  Colony,  and  also  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Mother  Country ; 
and,  secondly,  he  proposed  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  pensioner  who,  although  in  re- 
ceipt of  a  pension,  was  not,  owing  to  re- 
gulations, in  a  position  to  avail  himself 
of  the  advantages  which  the  receipt  of 
such  a  pension  should  surest.  His 
object  was  to  improve  the  position  of 
the  pensioner,  direct  his  attention  to  the 
advantages  of  emigration,  and  facilitate 
that  emigration  which  should  not  inter- 
fere with  the  labour  market  in  the  Colony. 
If,  by  a  process  of  this  kind,  we  oould 
induce  a  stream  of  those  men  to  go  out, 
we  should  be  forming  a  fresh  link  and 
direct  association  with  the  Colony,  which, 
in  itself,  was  sufhcient  to  recommend 
the  general  idea  to  their  Lordships. 
Again,  the  majority  of  those  pensioners 
lived  near  and  in  the  towns.  The  labour 
market  was,  as  they  were  all  painfully 
aware,  greatly  congested  even  in  the 
agricultural  districts,  and  if  they  could 
provide  a  system  of  this  kind  of  emi- 
gration they  might,  though  perhaps, 
imperceptably  at  firat  lessen  the  pressure. 
Successful  men  in  the  Colonies  attracted 
others,  and  that  pensioners  had  been 
successful  as  Colonists  there  was  little 
difficulty  in  showing.  There  had  been 
lately  great  interest  taken  in  the  sub- 
ject of  Colonial  defence.  He  could  not, 
of  course,  say  what  determination  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  had  come  to  at 
the  Colonial  Conference ;  but  whatever 
that  determination  might  be,  a  body 
of  pensioners  could  not  fail  to  be  of 
use  in  assisting  any  scheme.  If  only 
a  small  body  went  out  they  would  form 
a  valuable  disciplined  nucleus  for  a  de- 
fence force,  for  he  should  suggest,  if  his 
plan  came  to  anything,  the  pensioners 
being  made  liable  to  serve  in  New  Zea- 
land for  Colonial  defence,  as  they  were 
liable  to  be  called  on  by  the  War  Office 
up  to  a  certain  age.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  large  number  emigrated,  he 
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tliought  that  the  Imperial  and  Oolonial 
GoTemmeats  would  dud  them  of  the 
greatest  use.  There  was  this  difference 
between  Australia  and  New  Zealand 
regard  to  defence.  He  believed  that 
between  Sydney  and  Victoria,  there  was 
no  point  at  which  a  large  force  could  be 
landed  with  a  prospect  of  doing  great 
harm  if  one  of  tfaa  great  cities  were  at- 
tached, the  rail  way  system  was  snch  that 
forces  could  be  brought  from  Brisbane 
to  Adelaide.  New  Zealand  was  different, 
it  was  a  difficult  country  to  defend  on  ac- 
count of  itsinnumerable  harbours,  and  the 
formation  of  the  country  did  not  admit  of 
sufficiently  rapid  oommunication  be- 
tween all  parte.  If  they  had  stations  of 
pensioners — discipliaed  veterans — who 
could  be  available,  he  thought  that  the 
men  would  materially  aid  in  naval  de- 
fence. No  one  travelling  in  New  Zea- 
land could  tail  to  be  struck  by  the 
advant^es  which  that  Oolony  offered 
for  emigration,  whether  from  England, 
India,  or  elsewhere.  Tbe  Colony  had  truly 
been  described  as  a  paradise  for  working 
men.  A  comparatively  short  time  ago 
the  Qovemment  of  New  Zealand,  with 
the  dual  purpose  of  openiuf  up  the 
country  and  attracting  populations  to 
settle  on  the  land  instead  of  staying  in 
tbe  towns,  passed  a  Bill  leasing  on  very 
advantageous  terms  to  the  occupier 
holdings  from  one  to  60  acres.  Success 
attended  the  effort,  and  Captain  Dave- 
ney,  the  Imperial  pensions  of&cer,  a 
gentleman  of  great  experience  and  know- 
ledge, bearing  in  mind  the  successful 
attempt  of  Sir  George  Greyto  establish 
pensioners'  settlements,  perceived  that 
great  opportunities  were  offered  for 
peneioners.  He  obtained  from  the 
Hinister  of  Lands  leave  to  send  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  to  India  incase  there 
might  be  time-espired  men  who  might 
be  desirous  of  settling  in  New  Zealand 
instead  of  returning  to  England,  for 
their  Lordships  would  remember  that  a 
time-expired  man  in  India  was  given 
hiBchoiceofapassBgehomeortoacoTony; 
and, moreover,  theMinister  remarked  that 
if  anything  came  of  the  plan  he  would 
direct  the  Surveyor  General  to  set  aside 
good  land  for  pensioners'  settlements. 
'Xbese  leases  were  on  very  favourable 
terms,  and,  moreover,  there  were  fl;reat 
advantages  for  poor  men  in  the  Oolony. 
Elementaiy  education  was  free,  aud  food 
was  generally  cheaper  than  in  England. 
There  was  far  more  chance  for  a  man 
Zord  Sandhurtt 


raieinghimself  and  gaining  a  competency 
there  than  here,  and  his  children  would 
no  doubt  prosper  more  than  bims^,  u 
there  would  be  plenty  of  employment  fat 
them  as  they  grew  up.  The  idea  wu 
really  a  development  under  more  favoor- 
abls  conditions  of  what  was  done  in  thii 
way  by  Sir  George  Grey,  and  now  then 
was  no  chance  of  disturbances  with  the 
Maoris  which  the  early  pioneers  had  to 
fear.  He  was  informed  that  all  who 
stayed  on  their  land  did  well.  He  bad 
received  the  following  from  the  Imperial 
pensions  officer : — 

"  Sir  George  Qrey  founded  five  sattlamenU. 
The  peaeioners  lired  oa  their  lands  nntil  de^tlt 
They  mansged  not  only  to  live  well  and  brisg 
up  their  faoiiliea  respectahly,  bat  oumben  of 
their  deBcendnnts  still  ding  to  their  allatmeou 
aod  would  not  p&rt  with  them.  Aboat  150  ot 
theee  men  still  remain.  I  go  out  qnartcrly  ta 
pay  their  penrions,  and  tt  ia  a  pleasure  to  look 
at  their  neat  cottages  and  gardens.  Moat  rf 
them  havB  been   ID  years    in    their    picaeDl 

Sir  George  Grey  also  testified  to  tbe 
Buccees  of  tbe  scheme.  He  bad  rec^ved 
a  letter  from  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  Sir  M.  O'Horke, 
who  said — 

"I  am  very  glad  you  ara  endearonring  to 
promote  the  introduction  of  additional  pan- 
sioners  into  this  Colony,  and  I  hssten  to  oS^ 
you  my  testimony  in  favour  of  the  schaine.  I 
settled  in  tha  peuaioneTs'  settlements  31  yean 
ago,  Bud  have  represented  it  for  27  ytmra  unia- 
terruptadly  io  the  New  Zealand  Parliament 
These  aettlements  are  unlike  anything  I  ham 
seen  in  Australia  :  the  pensionen  and  ttkair 
families  having  evidently  taken  root  ia  the  soil, 
and  not  indulging  in  the  rambling  propensitiM 
of  other  classes  of  Colonists.  I  can  haidLy 
decide  in  looking  hock  over  the  lost  30  jeaxi 
whether  the  Colony  or  the  pensioners  profited 
most  by  Sir  George  Grey's  scheme.  I  considar 
it  absolutely  necessarv  that  the  panaioaais 
should  be  accompanied  by  theiT  wives." 

That,  he  considered,  was  very  valuable 
testimony.  Tbe  pensioner  was  himedf 
a  capitalist  with  this  advantage,  that  ha 
could  not  spend  his  money  in  gin  shops 
immediately  on  arrival  at  the  port  of 
debarkation.  The  men  who  go  out  must 
pensioners  and  not  those  who  had 
imuted  the  whole  of  their  penaion. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  wish  to  ask  the 
Government  for  capital  to  carry  out  this 
idsEL  But  there  was  a  difficulty  eon- 
fronting  them  which  might  easily  be  got 
over^namely,  the  payment  of  paasaf^ 
out  to  New  Zealand  of  a  pensioner  and 
hie  family.  "With  regard  to  Army  pen- 
sioners, there  were  some  B5,000.    The 
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average  age  at  whicli  a  soldier  after  21 
years'  service  went  on  the  non-effective 
list  was  39  to  -10,  and  the  average  rate 
of  pension  of  a  Boand,  healthy  man  was 
ISJ.  to  16^.,  the  average  number  dis- 
oharged  per  annum  being  2,000.  The 
pensioner  might  have  hie  peaeion  paid 
him  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nioDS  vithout  having  to  obtain  leave  to 
go ;  therefore  he  might  go  to  any  Colony. 
If,  however,  he  vent  to  any  foreign 
country  before  the  age  of  50  '  ' 
pension  was  stopped.  After  SO 
might  draw  his  poDsion  in  any  part 
of  the  world.  He  could  not  commute 
his  pension  untit  after  SO,  and  he  must 
commute  the  whole  or  none.  If  he  did 
commute  hiepeoBioo,  he  only  capitalized 
it  at  four  years'  purchase  instead  of  at 
the  actuarial  rate  allowed  to  officers, 
which  would  be  11  years'  purchase.  The 
principle  of  allowing  a  man  to  commute 
the  whole  of  his  pension  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  bad  one,  because  after  a  time, 
having  had  every  temptation  to  throw 
hia  money  away,  and  never  having  been 
in  pOBseenioa  of  such  a  sum  before,  he 
was  very  likely  to  return  starving.  But 
although  he  was  opposed  to  commuta- 
tion, he  did  think  that  if  it  was  allowed 
at  all  it  ought  to  be  allowed  at  such  an 
estimate  of  years'  purchase  as  would  be 
obtainable  from  an  annuity  company. 
An  officer  could  commute  a  portion  of 
his  pension  so  long  as  be  did  not  leave 
less  than  a  third  of  it,  or  less  than  £60, 
and  the  computation  of  the  number  of 
years'  purchase  was  baaed  upon  actuarial 
calculation.  He  thought  it  hard  that  a 
private  soldier  should  have  to  take  four 
years'  purchase  at  50  years  of  age  when 
the  proper  rate  woold  be  U.  If  at  39 
be  were  allowed  to  commute  a  small 
proportion,  he  might  then  have  sufficient 
to  pay  his  passage,  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
pay  all  but  a  very  small  margin  of  his 
passage  out.  Then  he  should  like  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that  this  system 
if  four  years'  purchase  was  started  under 
rery  different  ciroumstanoes  than  the 
present.  In  1830  it  was  thought  desir- 
ible  to  emigrate  1,500.  When  they 
ivere  sent  out  their  pension  was  com- 
muted at  only  four  years'  purchase,  as 
ihe  land  given  them  then  was  smpposed 
^o  represent  the  remaining  value.  Now 
;he  four  years'  system  obtains,  although 
;ho  land  representing  the  remaining 
ralue  was  not  given.  As  be  had  said, 
IB   was  strongly  opposed  to  pensions 


being  entirely  commuted,  as  were  also 
the  OommiBsioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital. 
But,  at  the  same  lime,  if  the  principle 
were  allowed  it  ought  to  be  done  at  a 
fair  rate,  and,  as  was  the  case  with  offi- 
cers, a  portion  might  with  advantage  be 
commuted  if  the  family  were  desirous  to 
emigrate,  so  as  to  give  a  pensioner 
enough  to  pay  his  passage  and  leaving 
him  the  remainder  of  the  pension  to  be 
received  on  landing.  An  advance  of 
nine  months  was  already  given ;  but 
that  was  of  use  only  to  single  men,  for 
the  sum  realized  would  not  be  sufficiont 
to  pay  for  a  family,  and  as  the  voyage 
only  takes  six  or  seven  weeks,  the  emi- 
grant would  lind  himself  without  means 
on  arrival.  Possibly  if  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  approve  this  plan,  perhaps  he 
would  consider  the  desirability  of  a  loan, 
with  repayment  spread  over  a  term  of 
years,  which  would  be  deducted  from 
the  pension.  He  hoped  the  question 
would  be  carefully  considered,  both  by 
the  War  Office  and  the  Colonial  Office. 
He  had  treated  the  pension  as  a  reward 
for  past  servjoes,  and  not  entirely  as 
a  retainer  for  the  future.  But  he  had 
been  told  that  his  proposal  would  de- 
nude the  country  of  some  of  its  Beserve 
Forces.  But  the  pensioners  were  only 
a  substratum  of  reserve,  were  never 
called  out,  and  were  paid  by  Post 
Office  order  where  they  liked.  The 
enrolled  pensioners,  who,  no  doubt', 
were  a  valuable  force,  served  under  an 
agreement  at  £1  per  quarter.  Pen- 
sioners did  not  belong  to  it  merely  from 
the  fact  of  their  being  pensioners;  it 
was  an  enlistment  on  their  part,  though 
he  did  not  underrate  pensioners,  and  be 
thought  the  pensioner  would  be  more 
useful  as  a  defender  in  Now  Zealand 
than  be  would  be  England.  The  idea 
had  been  approved  by  many  in  New 
Zealand,  and  the  Auckland  Chamber  of 
Commerce  passed  a  Besolution  in  its 
favour.  Some  time  ago  the  Prime 
Uinister  received  a  deputation,  headod 
by  Lord  Heath,  and  the  difficulty  he 
pointed  out  was  that  for  such  an  under- 
taking as  that  alluded  to  in  the 
Bpeeohes  of  the  members  of  the  depu- 
tation a  gigantic  loaa  would  be  re- 
quired, therefore  a  complete  scheme 
must  be  submitted  to  Government  before 
such  a  proposal  could  be  submitted  to 
Parliament.  But  he  asked  for  no  Urp-^ 
loan,  the  only  difficulty  was  that 
passage  money,  and  he  had  indicate 
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method  of  overcoming  that  difficulty. 
He  bad  bad  the  advantage  of  oonveraa- 
tion  with  mao;  well-informed  gentlemen 
who  had  watched  the  rapid  growth  of 
the  Colonies,  and  in  many  cases  assisted 
in  tbe  building  of  them  up,  and  they 
greatly  enoouroged  him  in  the  idea  that 
emigrant  colonization  would  be  attended 
with  good  results.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  hia  recommendation  as  to 
pensioners  wonld  meet  with  favourable 
consideration  from  the  TJndor  Secretary 
for  War,  who  had  shown  an  interest  in 
the  Army  which  would  ba  praiseworthy 
in  a  soldier  but  was  remarkable  in  a 
civilian.  If  he  and  the  noble  Earl  tbe 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  would 
allow  him  to  assist  them  they  would  eet 
in  motion  a  plan  of  which  the  results 
might  at  first  be  small,  but  might  lay  a 
groundwork  for  a  far  larger  scheme 
with  far  more  remarkable  results  in  the 
future.  He  begged  to  more  for  Papers 
on  tbe  subject. 

Momd,  "That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House  Papers  relating  to  the  emigra- 
tion of  pensioners  to  New  Zealand." — 
{Tk»  Lord  Sandhurit.) 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  aaid, 
he  thought  the  House  was  indebted  to 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  for  having 
brought  the  subject  forward.  It  was 
matter  of  great  regret  that  men  who 
had  served  their  country  well  should  be 
reduced  to  a  condition  of  want,  and  if 
means  could  be  devised  of  assisting  them 
and  their  families  to  a  Colony  in  which 
they  would  have  better  prospects  than 
lay  before  them  at  home,  a  great  bless- 
ing would  have  been  conferred  on  them 
and  the  country. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  HARBia)  said, 
he  was  extremely  grateful  to  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  for  bringing  before 
the  House  a  question  which  was  not 
only  a  question  of  considerable  interest 
to  every  noble  Lord  who  had  at  heart 
the  welfare  of  these  men  who  had 
fought  for  their  Queen  and  country,  but 
a  large  and  important  question.  The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  suggested  that 
pensioners  should  be  assisted  by  the 
State  in  the  way  of  aa  advasceof  money 
or  more  favourable  terms  of  oommuta- 
tioD  in  order  to  enable  them  to  emigrate 
to  the  Colonies.  Up  to  50  years  of  age 
a  pensioner  was  liable  to  serve  in  this 
country,  or  if  he  is  in  a  Colony  oiight 
Lord  SandhurU 
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be  called  up  by  the  Governor   of  that 
Colony,  or  by  the  lawful  authority  in 
this  country.    But  the  pension  was  not 
altogether  a  pension,   it  was   also   in 
the    nature    of    a     retaining     fee    for 
future  services.     After  50  the  pensioner 
was  absolutely    free,   and  hie    pension 
must    be    paid    without    any     liabilify 
as  to  service  on    his   part.       "With  re- 
spect to  the   propriety  of  making  ad- 
vances to  pensioners  the  Board  of  Gom- 
missioners  at  Chelsea    had    laore   than 
once  endeavoured  to  induce  the  Trea- 
sury to  allow  advances  in  a  lamp  sum 
for  two  years  to  enable  the  peneioaer  to 
emigrate,  with  the  understanding  that 
if  he  woe  not  able  to  find  employment 
in  tbe  Colony  and  returoed  hie  pension 
would  go  on  as  before.     But  the  Trea- 
sury had  not  acceded  to  the  suggestion, 
and   the   utmost   advance   they  would 
make  was   from    six  to   nine  months' 
pension.    The  question  of  commutation 
was  an  intricate  though  interesting  ques- 
tion.    It   had  been   recognized  so  far 
back  aa  Queen  Anne's  reign,  but  it  was 
not  carried  into  effect  until  1S30,  when 
British  soldiers  were  allowed  to  com- 
mute   their  pension  for  four  yoare  iu 
order  to  emigrate  to  Canada  where  tracts 
of  land  were  granted  them.    A  large 
number  of  men  availed  themselves  of 
tbe  privilege ;  but  being  unable  to  get 
on  in  their  new  home  were  compelled  to 
return  to  this    country.     Considerable 
complaints  were  made  of  tbe  War  Office 
authorities  for  having  induced  the  men 
to  accept  these  terms.    In  IS31  the  Se- 
cretary of  Sute  wrote  to  the  Ommis- 
sionere  of  Chelsea  Hospital,  and  pointed 
out  to  them  what  those  terms  were.  The 
Commissioners    expostulated    that    the 
terms  were  not  good  enough,  and  that  a 
man's  pension  was  worth  more  than  four 
years'    purchase ;  but  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  replied  that  he  was  bound  by  it' 
Act  of  1830.  The  difference  betwero  tie 
terms  which   officers    were   alloifM  to 
obtwn  and  what  the  pensioners  coma 
obtain  had  only  existed  within  the  WA 
20  years.     1869  was  the  first  liaia™" 
statutory   authority     was    given  to  an 
officer  to  commute  his  half-pay  o«  »■ 
actuarial  value,    whereae  a  pensioner 
remained  under  the  old  Act  of  1830,  anfl 
could  only  obtain  four  years'  puwhaM 
for  hia  pension.     He  was  exceedingly 
obliged  to  bis  noble  and  gallant  Fnend 
for  having  brooght  forward  this  «•>• 
ject.     He  thought  it  was  one  whion 
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onglit  to  be  carefully  considered  by  the 
country.  This  waa,  howerer,  hardly 
a  matter  with  which  their  Lordships 
could  deal,  for  if  a  change  ware  made 
in  the  amount  which  a  pensioner  could 
obtaia  aa  commutation  the  subject 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
Money  Bill  Id  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  it  was  a  matter  which  he 
thought  was  worthy  the  consideration 
of  Parliament.  He  was  exceedingly 
obliged  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
for  having  drawn  attentioD  to  it,  and  he 
oould  assure  him  that  it  had  not  escaped 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  was  quite  prepared  to  take 
it  into  consideration ;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible for  their  Lordships  to  go  any  further 
at  this  moment  under  the  oiroumstanoes 
he  had  stated.  It  was  a  very  large 
question,  and  it  was  hardly  one  with  re- 
gard to  which  he  could  pledge  himself 
at  this  moment.  He  had  not  found  in 
the  War  Office  any  Papers  which  bore 
on  this  subject.  The  most  interesting 
detuls  were  to  be  found  in  the  reports  of 
of  the  Parliamentary  debates  about  1881 
and  1832  ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
call  at  the  War  Office  he  should  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Papers  there  that  related  to  the  subject 
of  his  Motion. 

Thb  Eakl  of  KOSEBERT  said, 
wished  that  the  Colonial  Conference,  of 
the  existence  of  which  they  had  heard 
10  much  and  seen  so  little,  had  been  now 
litting,  because  this  was  a  question  which 
night  well  come  before  them.  He  ooo- 
lessed  he  thought  the  Treasury  was 
aking  what  they  sometimes  thought  it 
lid — a  somewhat  pettifogging  view  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  This  question 
)f  State  aided  emigration  was  vety  im- 
portant, especially  in  couneotioa  with  the 
iroposal  now  brought  forward.  Here 
t  was  not  merely  a  question  of  relieving 
)Ter-population,  but  of  reviving  the  old 
iioman  form  of  colouization  in  this 
iountry  by  providing  for  the  defence  of 
)ur  Colonies  and  settling  great  numbers 
if  deserving  men  who  could  not  God 
imployment.  This  question  of  State- 
tided  emigration  would,  in  its  full  scope, 
lOon  have  to  be  faced  by  the  Govem- 
nent,  and  he  regretted  that  the  Qovem- 
aeut  did  not  see  their  way  to  face  it 
iven  in  this  small  connection  on  the  pre- 
ent  occasion.    There  were  very   few 


qnostioas  on  which  the  country  felt  so 
great  an  interest  at  this  moment  as  the 
qusetion  of  emigration.  In  the  present 
case  the  colony  was  willing  to  receive 
the  emigrants  if  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment would  facilitate  the  sending  of 
them  out.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that 
the  Colonial  Office  and  the  War  Office 
would  endeavour  to  force  a  more  states- 
man-like view  of  this  question  on  the 
Treasurv. 

The  "UNDEB  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIES  (The 
Earl  of  Onslow)  said,  this  question  of 
emigration  was  not  among  the  subjects 
to  be  brought  before  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference, and  therefore  the  Conference 
was  not  invited  to  pronounce  an  opi- 
nion upon  it.  There  were  a  number  of 
noble  Lords  and  of  hon.  Members  who 
had  taken  up  the  question  of  emigration 
with  great  zeal  and  energy,  and  who  at 
the  time  the  Conference  was  sitting  had 
lengthened  interviews  with  diBtinguished 
delegates  who  attended  its  meetings 
and  who  expressed  to  them  their  views 
on  the  subject.  In  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular question  brought  forward  by  the 
nobla  Lord,  he  could  only  say  that  the 
colony  of  New  Zealand  and  the  Colonial 
Office  were  always  glad  that  there  should 
be  such  an  addition  toour  colonists  as  was 
likely  to  be  of  service  to  the  colony.  One 
of  the  great  difficulties  which  they  had 
to  contend  with  in  any  scheme  of  emi- 
gration was  aa  to  the  class  of  men  who 
proposed  to  go  out.  These  man  who 
had  served  their  Queen  and  country  with 
distinction  were  men  whom  any  colony 
ought  to  be  proud  to  receive.  Toe  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  bad  asked  that  some 
papers  on  the  subject  might  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  His  noble 
Friend  had  stated  that  there  were  none 
in  the  War  Office,  and  he  might  add 
that  there  were  none  in  the  Colonial 
Department.  He  believed  the  only 
Papers  consisted  of  a  collection  of  letters 
printed  and  circulated  by  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  who  had  brought  forward 
this  Motion.  These  showed  that  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  been  in 
communication  with  representatives  of 
the  Colony  of  New  Zealand,  and  be 
might,  perhaps,  express  a  hope  that 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  would  exer- 
ciae  his  influence  with  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Colonies  in  order  to  induce 
them  to  do  something  to  get  over  what 
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Appeared  to  be  the  maia  difflcut; — 
namely,  the  pajment  of  the  pasaagea  of 
the  emigrantB. 

Lord  HABBIS  said,  it  was  no  doubt 
a  question  whether  it  was  vise  that  the 
country  should  lose  these  men  who,  in 
the  eveDt  of  an  invasion,  might  be 
exceedingly  useful ;  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  State  had  actually  aBsisted  them 
to  emigrate. 

LosD  SANDHURST,  io  thanking 
the  TJoder  Secretary  of  State  for  Wat 
for  his  sympathetic  reply,  said,  he  fully 
admitted  that  they  could  not  go  further 
at  this  moment.  He  regretted  that  the 
coble  XiOrd  (Lord  Harria)  and  himself 
approached  the  question  of  pensions 
from  two  different  standpoints,  the 
noble  Lord  saying  it  was  a  retainer  for 
the  future,  and  he  (Lord  Sandhurst] 
regarding  it  as  a  reward  for  past  set- 
vices.  The  noble  Lord  also  seemed  to 
lay  much  stress  upon  the  value  of 
pensioners'  services  at  home ;  and  re- 
garding the  payment  of  passages,  sug- 
gested Dy  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Onslow),  he  would  venture  to  remind 
him  that  New  Zealand  had  already  paid 
upwards  of  £2,000,000  in  assisting  emi- 
gration. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  teitJi- 
drawn. 

HIOH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE 
CSANCEBY  DIVISION. 

QUBaTION.      OBSEKVATIONS. 

The  £abl  of  SELBOBNE  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  Whether  any  steps  are 
likely  soon  to  be  taken  to  carry  into 
effect  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
nuttee,  lately  presided  over  by  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls,  as  to  the  buainess 
of  the  GhEinGery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  ?  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said  that  the  Committee,  which 
consisted  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  Mr. 
Justice  Eayt  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Pear- 
son— whose  name  he  oould  not  mention 
without  expressing  hie  sense  of  the  emi- 
nent j  udicial  services  of  that  learned  and 
excellent  Judge,  and  of  the  great  loss 
which  the  oountrj  had  sustained  by  his 
death — Mr.  Justice  Stirling,  Sir  Horace 
Davey,  and  four  other  gentlemen,  made 
their  Beport  on  August  7,  1885;  and 
though  there  were  some  differences  of 
opinion,  the  conclusion  they  came  to  was 
that  it  was  clear  that  the  actual  number 
l%t  Sari  of  Omtow 
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of  Judgee  attached  to  tho  Chancery 
Division  was  unequal  to  cope  with  the 
businesa,  and  therefore  they  thought  it 
necessary  that  the  Chancery  Division 
should  be  reinforced  by  an  additionsJ 
Judge.  That  might  he  done  in  eiUier 
of  two  ways — either  by  transferring  a 
Judge  from  the  Queen's  Bench  to  the 
Ghancery  Division,  or  by  increasing  the 
whole  number  of  Judges.  He  ibuod 
that  the  number  of  causes  standing  for 
hearing  on  the  1 6th  of  October,  1S84, 
was  642;  on  the  23rd  of  May,  1S86,  667; 
at  the  beginning  of  the  present  Trinity 
sittings  786,  above  100  more  than  is 
May,  1885  ;  and  on  the  20th  of  July, 
1887,  the  number  was  826.  He  thought 
their  Lordships  would  be  of  opinion  that 
under  the  circumstances  it  was  desirable 
that  stepB  should  at  once  be  taken  to  do 
whatever  could  be  done  to  aooelerste  the 
despatch  of  business  in  that  importaot 
Division  of  the  Court.  ' 

Thb  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Halssdby)  said,  that  the  Beport  was 
brought  under  his  notice  some  time  ago, 
and  he  had  considered  it.  It  was  im- 
possible not  to  feel  that  much  depended 
on  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
Judge;  and  he  quite  agreed  that  it  was 
absolutely  essenUal,  in  order  to  clear  ofC 
the  arrears,  that  additional  assistance 
should  be  given.  Much  injury  and  ad- 
ditional cost  was  caused  to  suitors  by  the 
present  state  of  things.  They  had  to 
come  up  from  the  country  once,  twice, 
and  perhaps  oftener,  to  have  their  cases 
disposed  of.  The  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  this  matter  was  the  state  of  busi- 
ness in  the  othei  House.  There  was  a 
power  to  appoint  an  additional  Judge 
under  the  18th  section  of  the  Appellate 
Jurisdiction  Act,  by  an  Address  of  both 
Houses ;  and  he  was  prepared  to  move 
their  Lordships'  House  in  the  '°*'*^ 
After  communication  with  tho  First  Loto 
of  the  Treasury,  it  was  impossible  to  say 
whether  time  could  be  found  in  the  other 
House  for  a  Motion  upon  the  subject. 
Although  it  was  a  very  urgsnt  matter, 
there  were  other  even  more  urgeni  ques- 
tions ;  and,  in  the  present  stale  of  busi- 
ness, his  right  hon.  Friend  informed  hm 
that  it  was  impossible  to  name  a  dayi« 
making  such  a  MoUon,  though  the  opp?'- 
tunity  might  occur  before  the  Session 
came  to  an  end.  ,       .  l 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  thoupW 
that  those  who  were  averse  to  maJung 
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Station ,  and  he  learned  from  the  manager 
that  there  was  only  room  in  the  dock- 
yard for  one  train  at  a  time.  The  diffi- 
culty was  to  ^t  a,  train  into  the  dock- 
yard and  out  of  it :  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstanoes,  and  if  the  vay  was  dear  it 
occupied  20  minutes,  not  allowing  five 
minutes  for  filling  up.  The  Admi- 
ralty guests,  who  numbered  2,900, 
would  fill  seven  trains,  and  they  would 
occupy  about  three  hours  ia  getting 
away.  If  a  special  trwn  were  in  wait- 
ing when  the  guests  were  landed, 
no  doubt  his  noble  Friend,  with  his 
stalwart  frame,  would  be  able  to  get  a 
seat,  but  smaller  and  weaker  meu  like 
himself  would  be  left  behind.  It  was 
only  six  and  a-half  minutes'  walk  from 
the  landing  stage  to  the  Harbour 
Station,  where  the  trains  would  be  con- 
tinuous. It  was  thought  very  much 
better  that  the  Admiralty  guests  should 
go  from  the  Harbour  Station,  carriages 
being  reserved  for  them  in  each  special 
train  despatched.  It  would  be  much 
more  for  the  convenience  of  Members  of 
Farliaibent  that  this  course  should  be 
adopted,  as  otherwise  they  might  be  kept 
waiting  a  long  time  for  special  trains. 
Uoreover,  noblo  Lords  and  Members  of 
Parliament,  with  the  other  Admiral^ 
guests,  would  be  landed  at  difiFerent 
times  from  Her  Majesty's  Ships,  and 
would  leave  for  town  as  they  came 
ashore  without  waiting  for  a  special 
train  at  a  stated  hour.  He  thought 
that  the  Bailway  Company  had  done 
the  best  they  could,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  company  was  answer- 
able for  the  lives  of  all  the  passengers 
they  carried.  The  Admiralty  had,  he 
thought,  made  the  best  arrangements 
possible  under  the  circumstances  with 
the  Railway  Company  in  arranging 
that  two  carriages  should  be  reserved 
for  noble  Lords  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment in  each  special  train  despatched  for 
London. 

Thb  Habi.  of  WEMYSS  asked  whe- 
ther arrangements  could  not  be  made 
for  more  than  two  carriages  for  ours  to 
be  attached  to  special  trains  for  the 
Admiralty  guests  to  start  from  Ports- 
mouth Harbour  Station  at  stated 
hours  ? 

The  Eabl  of  FEVERSHAM  s^d, 
he  thought  it  would  cause  a  great  deal 
of  inconvenience  unless  more  than  two 
carriages  were  reserved  by  each  train 
for  the  Admiralty  guests. 


this  change  were  not  sufficiently  alive 
to  the  frightful  injury  which  the  present 
state  of  atfairs  was  inflicting  on  suitors. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HEE  MAJESTY'S  EEIGN  —  THE 
JTAYAI,  REVIEW  OFF  SPITHEAD. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIOMS. 

LoBD  LAMINQTON  said,  he  rose 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
very  inconvenient  arrangements  made 
by  the  Admiralty  to  enable  the  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to 
see  the  Naval  Beview.  The  arrange- 
ments for  the  Members  of  both  Houses 
and  their  ladies  were  most  unsatisfac' 
tory.  They  would  be  taken  down  tt 
Portsmouth  by  special  train,  but  left  tc 
get  back  to  London  as  best  they  could. 
It  was  stated  that  they  must  return  ii 
any  class  of  carriage  they  might  be  able 
to  get  into.  The  arrangements  made  by 
the  Admiralty  were  not  intelligible ;  and 
he  would  ask  why,  if  they  could  have 
special  trains  down  from  London,  they 
could  not  have  special  trains  back  to 
town,  as  he  thought  might  be  arranged 
with  the  most  perfect  ease?  The  ar- 
rangements mode  for  the  Naval  Beview 
of  1866  were  also  very  bad.  Many  Peers 
and  Peeresses  on  that  occasion  did  not 
get  back  to  London  until  8  o'clock 
the  morning.  The  whole  affair  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  Admiralty,  as  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  well 
knew  ;  aAd  he  trusted  that  the  mistakes 
made  then  were  not  going  to  be  repeated 
on  Saturday. 

Eabl  GBAN7ILLE  said,  that,  as  bis 
noble  Friend  had  appealed  to  him,  he 
would  say  that,  partly  from  his  recotlec- 
tiou  of  the  eventful  day  to  which  refer- 
ence was  made,  and  partly  from  his  own 
want  of  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government,  he  intended  to  entrust 
himself  entirely  to  the  hospitality  of  the 
(Mercantile Marine,  andnottothatof  the 
Royal  Navy. 

LoKD  ELPHIN8T0NE  (A  Lord  in 
WArrmo)  regretted  exceedingly  that  his 
loble  Friend  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
irrangements  made  by  the  Admiralty 
loT  the  convenience  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  The  Board  had  made  the 
!>est  arrangements  in  their  power,  and 
:bey  hoped  they  would  be  successful  in 
)Tery  respect  and  that  every  person 
irould  be  satisfied.  He  had  taken  the 
TDuble  to  go  to  the  Waterloo  Bailway 
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LoED  ELPHINSIONE  said,  he 
wialied  to  ramind  noble  Lords  that  all 
the  trains  despatched  from  Portsmouth 
Harbour  would  be  special  trains.  As 
all  the  Admiralty  guests  would  not  be 
landed  at  the  same  rnomont,  it  would  be 
incoDTenieiit  to  run  special  trains  at 
stated  hours  for  the  Uembers  of  Parlia- 
ment. If  two  carriages  were  not  enough 
b7  each  train,  all  the  rest  of  the  traia 
was  open  to  their  Lordships  and  Mem- 
bers of  Pfuliament. 

CUlUmAL  lAW  AUENDUXnr  (iREL&iH)) 
BILL. 
Leave  given  to  the  following  Lorda  to  ngn 
the  Protest  agaiDSt  the  Third  Reading-,  although 
their  LordahipB  were  not  prsMnt  irhen  the 
question  was  put;  tiz., 
M.  Ripon.  L.  Wolvertoo. 

E.  Cheaterfield.  L.  Oreville. 

E.  Qranville.  I,.  Sandhunt. 

E,  Kimbarley.  L.  HothaeU. 

E.  Sydney.  L,  Northboume. 

V.  Hampden.  L.  MonflkweU. 

V.  Oxeobhdge,  L.  Hobhonsa. 

L.  Camoya.  L.  Benchell. 

L.  Braye.  L.  Kensington. 

L.  Roaebery.  L.  Burton. 

L.  Lngh.  L.  Hamilton  of  Dalzell. 

L.  Houghton.  L.  Tbring. 

L.  Aoton. 

HouM  a^oamed  at  a  qnarter  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

pa*t  Ten  o^c'~'<' 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
JTturtdaj/,  21i(  July,  18S7. 


MINUTES.]— Niw  Meudsbb  Swobn— Arthur 
Frederiok  Jeffreyi,  esquire,  far  County  of 
Hants  (Northern  or  Banngsteke  DirisiDn} ; 
Honble.  Oeorge  Oodolphin  Osborne,  com- 
monly called  Usrqnesa  of  Carmarthen,  fo 
Borough  of  I«mbeth  (Brixton  Diviaion)  . 
Henry  Chailes  Stephana,  esquire,  for  County 
of  Middlesex  (Homsey  Division). 

SorpLT — tamidtrtd  in    Coinmilln  —  Patlpfmi 
Btioliilietu  [July  19]  agrttd  la. 
Rttatulioni  [.Tilly  20]  rtportid. 

PcBLic  Bills  —  (7oiiiBii««  — Irish  Land  Law 
|308]~B.F. ;  iDcumbeDta'  Keaignation  Act 
(1871)  Amendment  [323]— r.p. 

Ceaiidmd  si  amended— Third  Reading— "Pablia 
Libiuiei  Acts  Amendment  (No.  2) '  [331], 
and  pmid. 

FioviiioHAi,  Ordbb  Bilu  —  Xtptrt  —  Local 
OoTamment  (No.  9)*  [2961;  Load  Ooi 
meat  (Inland)  (Dublin,  &c.)'  [312]. 


PRIVATE  aU8INES8. 

WILLESDEN  LOCAL  BOABD  BILL 
{by  Order). 
coirantERATioN  OF  lords'  AUBNDHBMTS. 
Order  for  Oonelderation   of   Lords* 
Amendments  read. 
Lords'  Amendments  totuidtred, 

Mb.  HASTINOS  (Worcestershire,  E. ) : 
I  hare  to  more,  in  page  6,  line  10,  to 
leave  out — 

"  Have  been  examined  aa  to  saoh  knowledge 
in  such  manner  as  the  Locsl  Board  may  from 
time  to  time  direct,"  in  order  to  insert  "  hold  a 
Certificate  of  the  Royal  Institute  of  British 
Architects,  or  of  the  Inatitntion  of  Civil  Ea- 
gineecB,  or  ot  the  lostitalion  o(  Survayon,  or 
of  such  other  bod^  as  the  Local  Oovemnient 
Board  may  from  tuns  to  time  approve,  that  he 
has  been  examined  and  is  competent  for  such 
office." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  in- 
sure that  the  persons  appointed  b;  the 
Local  Board  under  the  Bill,  and  entrusted 
with  the  important  duty  of  reporting 
whether  sanitary  requirements  bars 
been  properly  carried  out,  should  be 
men  fully  competent  to  exercise  tho 
duties  of  the  office.  A  Select  Oommittee 
appointed  by  this  House  in  1882  in  con- 
nection with  the  Sanitary  Begulations 
Bill  were  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
building  surveyor  ought  to  have  a  cer- 
tificate of  fitness  from  some  Body  oom< 
petent  to  examine  him  and  give  such  a 
certificate;  and  a  provision  was  inserted 
in  the  Bill  requiring  him  to  undergo  an 
examination,  either  before  the  Hoyal 
Institute  of  British  Architects,  or  some 
other  Public  Body.  The  House  of  Lords, 
however,  struck  out  that  provision,  and 
left  it  an  open  qualification,  determin- 
able by  the  Local  Board.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  that  is  mischievous,  and  a 
principle  which  this  House  should  en- 
deavour to  guard  agunst.  Certainly,  as 
the  Local  Board  have  the  patronage, 
something  should  bs  dona  to  secure 
that  the  persons  they  appoint  are  fully 
competent  to  perform  the  duUes  of  the 
office.  My  proposal  is  t^at  the  In- 
spectors  appointed  by  the  Local  Board 
Bhould  obtain  a  certificate  from  one  ot 
the  three  chartered  Bodies  mentioned  in 
my  Amendment,  which  I  now  beg  to 
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Amendment  proposed, 

Id  jpa^  3,  line  10,  to  leave  oat  "have  been 
ezammoa  m  to  luch  kaowladge  in  luch  miuiiior 
BB  tho  Local  Board  ioa.y  mm  timo  to  time 
direct."— (Jfr.  SattiKg:) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  vords 
propoaed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Amendment." 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  say 
one  or  two  words  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  bad  the  pleasure  of  sharing  with  him 
the  labours  of  the  Oommittee  to  which 
he  has  referred ;  and  I  can  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  extreme  care  with  which 
every  point  was  iDTestigated.  But  no 
point  received  more  oare  and  attention 
than  this.  The  question  is  one  of  the 
utmost  importance.  The  lasuectors  tu 
be  appointed  under  the  Bill  are  in- 
trusted with  powers  of  an  eitraordiaary 
charaoter.  They  have  much  greater 
powers  than  are  given  to  the  Local  Au- 
thorities in  ordinary  caaee.  They  have 
power  to  examine  buildings  daring  suc- 
cessive stages  of  their  construction;  and 
if  they  are  incompetent  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  very  great  hardship 
may  be  ioflioted  upon  those  who  are 
engaged  in  building  traosactions,  to  the 
ioinry  of  the  community  at  large  if  un- 
wholesome buildings  are  sanctioned. 
AVhat  is  wanted  is  a  certificate  from 
some  Public  Body  that  the  persons  cm- 
ployed  are  properly  qualified  for  this 
important  position.  The  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is  entirely  in  harmony 
with  our  general  policy  that  those  who 
occupy  the  position  of  Inspectors  should 
undergo  some  test  as  to  their  abilities. 
Tbere  is  no  hard,  oast-iron  qualification 
laid  down,  but  one  of  an  extremely 
elastic  character,  because  the  Local 
Doard,  from  time  to  time,  will  have 
power  to  alter  and  amend  it  in  order  to 
guard  the  interests  of  those  who  are 
engaged  in  building  operations,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  secure  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  community  are  made  equally 
safe.  It  is  in  order  that  there  may  bo 
some  such  security  that  my  hon.  Friend 
and  myself  respectfully  submit  this 
Amendment  to  the  House.' 

Qnestion  put,  and  nigatmd. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert  the  words  "  hold  a  Certificate  of 
UiB  Boyal  Inititnte  of  British  Arduteets,  or  of 
Um  Institution  of  CivU  Engineers,  or  of  the 
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lostitatioii  of  Surreyort,  or  of  sach  other  body 
as  the  Local  OoverDmeot  may  from  time  to 
timo  approre,  that  he  has  been  examined  and 
ii  competent  for  mch  office." — (JTr.  Ilailingi.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Lords'  Amendments,  as  amended, 
ogr«fd  to. 

QUESTIONS. 


INCOME  TAX-HETDBNS  OF  PERSONS 

EMPLOYED    BY   JOINT    STOCK,    ic, 

COMPANIES. 

Mb.  SALT  (Stafford)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  persons 
in  the  employment  of  private  firms  or  of 
individuals  are  permitted  to  make  Be- 
turns  of  Income  Tax  based  upon  a 
three  years'  average  as  provided  in  16 
&  17  Vtet.  0.  3-1,  B.  4S,  but  that  persons 
employed  by  Joint  Stock  or  other  pnblio 
Companies  are  not  allowed  a  similar 
privilege ;  and,  what  is  the  cause  that 
this  difference  is  made  between  persons 
of  similar  position  and  occupation  F 

The  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jacksoh) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  So  far  as  the  individuals 
employed  in  private  firms  are  concerned, 
they  are  entitled  to  make  returns  for 
assessment  to  Income  Tax  on  the  three 
years'  averaj^e.  But  with  respect  tu 
emphyit  in  Joint  Stock  and  some  other 
Companies,  the  practice  of  making  their 
returns  on  the  principle  of  the  three 
years'  average  is  confined  to  clerks, 
buyers,  salesmen,  travellerB,  agents,  &o., 
the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  being  ad- 
vised that  managing  directors,  secre- 
taries, and  other  officers  of  that  stand- 
ing are  oha^eable  on  the  income  which 
they  actually  receive  in  the  year. 

GENERAL      REGISTER      OF      BABENES, 
EDINBDEGH  — ATTENDANCE    OF 

CLERKS. 
Mr.  FRA.SEE-MA0KINT03H  (Iq- 
vem ess- shire)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  iu  what  document  the 
conditions  of  service  are  set  forth  by 
which  the  clerks  in  tho  Office  of  tho 
Qeneral  Register  of  Sasines  at  Edin- 
burgh may  be  expected  to  give  addi- 
tional attendance  without  estra  remune- 
ration; whether  tbe  " usual  condition" 
on  which  tbe  hours  of  said  Department 
are  fixed  (referred  to  on  page  1 1  of  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  27th  Uaroh,  1881) 
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ia  the  usual  conditlou  respecting  addi- 
tional attendance  throughout  the  Civil 
Service ;  whether,  in  the  other  branohee 
of  the  Service  liable  to  periodic  inoreasos 
of  work  (euch  as  the  Poet  Office,  &o.) 
extra  remuneration  is  given  for  addi- 
tional attendance ;  and,  whether  the 
clerke  (including  the  AsBiatant  Keeper) 
in  the  Saainea  Office,  who  were  required 
to  give  additional  attendance  to  over- 
take the  arrears  of  work  caused  b;  the 
extra  pressure  of  the  Whitsunday  term, 
will  be  remunerated  according  to  auoh 
usual  conditions  ? 

Thb  secretary  ^Mr.  Jaokbon) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  conditions  of  service 
b;  which  the  clerks  in  the  Office  of  the 
General  Register  of  Sasinea  at  Edin- 
burgh might  be  expected  to  give  addi- 
tional attendance  without  extra  remu- 
neration are  contained  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  March  27,  1881,  under  the 
heading  "  Hours  of  Attendance."  The 
salaries  sanctioned  by  that  Minute  were 
fixed  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  pressure 
of  work  varied  during  the  year,  and  they 
were  intended  to  cover  the  performance 
of  all  the  work  of  the  Department,  al- 
though it  should  entail  attendance  in 
times  of  measure  beyond  the  usual  office 
hours,  The  question  of  payment  for 
extra  duty  is  one  that  the  Treasury 
ia  obliged  to  deal  with  on  the  merits  of 
each  case ;  and  even  if  such  payments 
are  made  in  the  Post  Office  it  does  not 
follow  that  they  must  necessarily  be  made 
in  every  other  Department  whenever 
extra  attendance  is  required. 

LONDON  BHOKBES'  RELIEF  ACT— 
A  ROYAL  0OMUIS3ION. 

Mr.  lWATT  (Qlaagow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  will  consent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
London  Brokers'  Relief  Act  (33  &  34 
Viet.  a.  60),  fay  which  Act  the  Aldermen 
of  the  Oity  of  London  were  relieved  of 
the  duty  of  making  inquiries  aa  to  the 
fitneaa  of  persona  to  act  as  stockbrokers 
in  the  City  of  London,  and  to  take  fur- 
ther evidence  relating  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Stock  Exchange  since  the 
issue  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  1878 ;  and,  whether  the 
Government,  if  thev  cannot  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  such  Royal  Com- 
mission, will  bring  in  a  measure  to  give 
oEFect  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Commie- 
Mr.  fraiir-Uaehmigth 


sionera  in  their ReportoF  1378— namely, 
of  inveating  the  existing  Association 
with  tt  public  character,  in  the  shape  of 
a  Charter  of  Incorporation,  as  a  protec- 
tion to  the  public  in  Stock  Exchange 
tranaactiona  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr,  W.  H.  Sioth) 
(Strand,  Weatminater)  ;  The  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Royal  Commisalon  ia 
1878  aa  to  the  conduct  of  buaineas  on 
the  Stock  Exchange  woa  adequate  and 
complete ;  and  as  no  material  change  in 
the  conditiona  hoa  occurred  in  the  in- 
torval  they  see  no  neceaaity  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  another  Oommiauon  upou 
the  subject.  I  am  informed  that  the 
recommendatione  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
aion  have,  in  the  main,  been  adopted  b; 
the  Stock  Exchange,  with  the  exoeptioD 
of  that  which  snggested  that  they  should 
be  incorporated  by  Royal  Charter,  on 
which  the  Members  of  the  Royal  Oom- 
mission  were  not  unanimous.  Succes- 
sive Governments,  between  1678  aod 
1887,  have  not  thought  it  expedient  to 
proceed  further  in  the  matter ;  but  the 
present  Government  will  consider,  during 
the  Recees,  whether  it  would  be  consis- 
tent with  sound  policy  that  any  further 
steps  should  be  taken  to  invest  the  Asso- 
ciation with  a  public  character. 

EVIOnONS     (IRELAND)  —  EVICTI0N8 
ON    THE    BEOOKE    ESTATE,  COOL- 
GREANY— CAPTAIN  HAMILTON. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  WhetlieT  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  following  paragraph 
■     Ths  Pall  mil  GaulU  of  1 4th  July— 
■Pat   QremU  •woroth»t  he  w»i  ooooaalsd 
lis  own  houea,  when  he  heard  a  voice  »»y 
three  Umoa  '  put  a  malob  to  it, '  sod.  being  then 
in  tear  of  being  burned  ali",  ho  cried  'Police, 
and  that  police  came  in  and  iz^gged  him  out- 
Robert  Hart  swore  that  while  conoMled  in  the 
orchard,  12yard»frointhehoute,he»wC»pUio 
Hamilton  go  throogh  the  motion  of  rnbbioff 
matches  on  hii  leg,  then  »Up  upon  Mmeoja 
timber,  lift  the  thatch,  and  inoert  BomBOaog. 
then  press  the  thatch  down  apun,  and tbataiew 
minutes    atterwarda  6re  burst  out  from  tM 
JO.     Matthew  Cunan  swore  the  same  anaeo 
B.  Kavanagh,  and  aoYeral  witneaiei  heart  * 
consUhlB  oiolaim  with  an  oath,  '  SamUtoo  bu 
set  fire  to  the  house!  '" 
whether,    in   spite    of    this    eTidenoe, 
Captain  Slacks,  H.M.,  refused  to  issue 
a  warrant  against  Captain   Hamilton, 
and,  whether  the  Governmentwillinsn- 
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tute  an  independent  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  magistrate  io  this  case  P 

The  PAHLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habuan) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said, 
Patrick  Qreoell  did  swear  that  he  was 
concealed  in  his  house  when  he  heard  a 
voice  aay  "Put  a  match  to  it,"  and  he 
was  then  removed ;  but  be  did  not  cry 
out  for  the  police,  aa  alleged.  Hart 
and  Kavanagn  swore  that  they  saw  Cap- 
tain Hamilton  "striking  a  match,  or 
something  similar  ;  "  that  he  put  it  to 
the  eave  of  the  house  and  set  fire  to  the 
thatch  ;  and  that  a  policeman  exclaimed 
— "  By  the  Eternal,  he  is  setting  fire  to 
the  bouse  1 "  Gunan  did  not  swear  the 
same.  He  swore  only  that  be  saw  no 
smoke  until  he  saw  Captun  Hamilton 
move  away  from  tbe  house.  These  in- 
formations were  so  directly  opposed  to 
the  real  facts  of  tbe  case,  and  so  contrary 
to  the  statements  of  other  spectators  who 
are  prepared  to  give  evidence  in  the  case, 
that  the  two  Eesident  Magietratea  who 
were  present,  and  the  Divisional  Magis- 
trate, Oaptain  Slaoke,  unhesitatingly 
refused  to  issue  a  warrant  for  Captain 
Hamilton's  arrest.  They,  however,  in- 
formed Grenell's  solicitor  that  be  could 
proceed  hy  summons,  which  would  cause 
a  full  investigation  of  the  charge.  This 
step  has  not  up  to  the  present  been  taken. 
The  Cfoveniment  see  no  ground  for  insti- 
luting  an  inquiry. 

S'ATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND) - 
.THE  LISMACARAL  (DERRY)  SCHOOL. 
"  Mit.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
isked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  the  Board  of 
[rieh  National  Education  have  for  more 
:han  12  months  placed  the  Lismacaral 
'County  Derry)  School  outside  the 
Board  ;  if  the  attendance  is  as  great  as 
n  places  of  a  similar  kind  ;  if  the  present 
eacber  has  received  nothing  from  the 
Board  for  tbe  last  12  months  ;  if  the 
iver^e  attendance  bas  been  equal  to 
,hat  of  the  period  when  the  school  was 
iuder  the  Board ;  if  the  district  is  ex- 
;lu8ively  Proteetant  and  Presbyterian  ; 
ind,  if  the  Government  will  agree  to 
lave  the  ecbool  placed  under  the  Board 
>nce  more  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNa-HiRMAN) 
Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
laid,  the  National  Education  Commis- 
liouers  reported  in  May,  1985,  that  the 
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Lismacaral  School  was  struck  off  the  roll 
of  National  schools  because  the  average 
attendance  had  been  below  tbe  requited 
minimum.  The  school  having  been  re- 
opened under  a  competent  teacher,  and 
the  average  attendance  having  become 
sufficient,  the  Commisaioners  revived  tbe 
grant. 

ADMIRALTY— USE  OF  PETROLEnM  AS 
FUEL  FOR  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  COGHILL  (Newcaatlo-under- 
Lyme)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  t-i  the  use  of  petroleum,  as  fuel 
for  steamers,  by  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment; whether  any  experiments  have 
been  made  by  the  Admiralty  Depart- 
ment to  ascertain  if  oil  could  be  need 
in  the  ships  of  tbe  Boyal  Navy  for 
that  purpose ;  and,  whether  he  bas  any 
information  to  ahow  that  oil  is  cleaner 
in  its  use  than  coal,  less  expensive  to 
work,  and  occupies  half  tbe  space  in 
stowage  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geokoe 
Hamilton)  (Middleaez,  Ealing) :  The 
queetion  of  the  use  of  petroleum  as  fuel 
for  steamers  is  being  closely  watched  by 
tbe  Admiralty.  Experiments  have  been 
carried  out,  from  time  to  time,  with 
various  appliances  to  test  the  efficiency 
of  the  eystem,  and  it  is  the  case  that  oil 
is  cleaner  in  its  use  than  coal  and  occupies 
less  space.  Hitherto,  however,  experi- 
ments show  that,  under  present  condi- 
tione,  it  is  more  costly  than  coal  for  a 
given  power,  and  does  not  conform  so 
well  to  the  conditlona  necesaary  for  the 
rapid  generation  of  steam. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (I  BE  LAND)- INSANI- 
TARY CONDITION  OF  PORTARLING. 
TON. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Don««al, 
E.]  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  directed  to  the  pestilen- 
tial condition  of  a  portion  of  the  town  of 
Portarlington  aud  the  impossibility  of 
adequately  draining  the  town,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  bed  of  tbe  River 
Barrow,  which  flows  through  it,  is 
higher  than  the  level  of  the  draina ; 
and,  whether  the  Treasury  will  direct 
some  works  to  be  undertaken,  in  the 
present  favourable  season,  to  guard 
against  a  possible  outbreak  of  disease 
in  tbe  town  ? 
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The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackbon) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  Royal  Commisaion  on 
Irisb  Public  Works  paid  apeoial  atten- 
tion to  this  point  in  connection  with  the 
Keneral  question  of  the  drainage  of  the 
River  Barrow ;  and  the  works  recom- 
mended by  tbom  wouid,  if  carried  out, 
have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  bed  of 
the  river  at  Fortarlingtoo,  so  as  to 
afford  a  proper  fall  tor  the  drainage  of 
the  town.  But,  even  if  it  were  prac- 
ticable to  begin  these  works  this  year 
without  any  legal  powers,  it  would  not 
be  physically  possible  to  produce  any 
satisfactory  result  at  Portarlington  until 
the  work  lower  down  the  river  had  been 
carried  out. 

IRELAND  —  ARTIZASS'  DWELUNGS, 
KINGSTOWN. 

Mb.  T.  "W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone.  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
arrived  at  any  decision  regarding  the 
Kingstown  Artizans  Dwelling  scheme, 
concerning  which  a  deputation  from  the 
Township  Commissioners  recently  waited 
upon  him  ? 

Toe  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habuan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thaaet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Irish  Government  were  still  in 
communication  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
posed scheme. 


Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  he  pro- 
poses to  take  any  action  in  consequence 
of  the  official  Report  of  Dr.  Page  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  stating  that — 

"  The  Town  Council  of  Margate  cantinaee 
in  default  in  not  providing  for  the  preaaing 
(wnitaTj)  requiremeDta  of  Ukeir  district," 


"  The  infant  mortality  in  Margate  has  during 
the  last  five  years  been  170  per  1,000  ;  whereaa 
ths  infant  mortality  of  the  rest  of  England  ii 

142  per  1,000;" 

and,  whether  it  will  be  possible  to  pro- 
vide for  the  periodical  publication  of 
Reports  on  the  sanitary  condition  of 
other  towns  by  independent  Medical 
Inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
^ardf 


Tub  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
Board  have  sent  copies  of  the  Report  lo 
the  Town  Council,  and  requested  that 
they  will  at  once  give  it  their  serious 
consideration,  and  inform  the  Board  of 
the  action  which  they  propose  to  take 
with  regard  to  the  matters  to  which  it 
refers.  The  Reports  of  the  Board's 
Medical  Inspectors  on  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  districts  inspected  by  them  sie 
usually  printed;  and,  when  it  is  con- 
sidered expedient,  they  are  placed  on 
sale.  When  a  Report  is  in  print,  and 
not  on  sale,  the  Board  are  always  wili' 
ing  to  supply  copies  to  persons  inte- 
rested, 

ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY  FOKB. 

Mh.  p.  M*D0NALD(81igo,N.)a8ked 
the  Chief  Secretair  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  a  Memorial 
has  been  received  from  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  Pensioners  praying  tliat 
the  fund  known  as  the  Royal  Irish  Ooa- 
stabulary  Fund  might  now  be  wound 
up ;  what  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  with  respect  to  the  Fund  tn 
question  if  the  prayer  of  the  Memorial 
be  not  acceded  to  at  present ;  and,  whe- 
ther this  Fund,  established  in  1836  aod 
originally  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  policemen,  nov 
amounts  to  £133,4897 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino- Sabmak) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  Memorials  praying  for  the  wind- 
ing-up of  the  Constabulary  Force  Fund 
have  been  received  on  behalf  of  some  of 
the  pensioners  from  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary;  but  the  Government  do 
not  consider  it  advisable  to  comply  with 
the  prayer.  This  Fund,  the  scope  of 
which  was  enlarged  hy  the  Constabulary 
Act  of  1866,  has  been  applied  strictly  to 
the  purposes  laid  down  by  that  Act 
—namely  the  reward  of  meritorious 
members  of  the  Constabulary  Force, 
and  also  for  the  relief  of  the  widow*  ana 
children  of  tho  members  of  that  Force- 
The  intention  is  to  continue  to  apply  ">« 
Fund  strictly  to  those  purposes  till  a 
the  existing  charges  on  the  Fund  ahali 
have  been  paid  off  as  they  mature  from 
time  to  time.  So  far  as  can  now  M 
estimated  these  claims  will  absorb  the 
greater  portion  of  tho  accumulliWa  >'""'' 
amounting  to  £133,489, 
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METEOROLOGICAL  OFFICE  —  INVEN- 
TION OF  MR.  B.  A.  COLLINS. 

Mb.  HENNTKER  HBATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Becretaiy  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Has  he  received  any  reply 
from  the  If  eteorologicttl  Office  regarding 
the  invention  of  Hr.  B.  A.  Collins ;  end, 
if  the  apparatus  has  been  rejected,  will 
he  give  the  raaaan  for  such  rejection  ? 

TiTE  SECEin^ARY  (Baron  Henry 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  Meteorological  Office  on 
a  proposal  made  by  various  persons,  and 
recently  renewed  by  Mr.  B.  A.  Collins, 
for  the  mooring  of  buoys  in  the  Atlantic 
and  communicatiDg  by  means  of  me- 
chanical and  electrical  apparatus  with 
the  shore,  so  as  to  record  the  height  of 
the  barometer  fixed  on  the  buoy.  The 
proposal  to  obtain  telegraphic  reports  of 
weather  and  other  phenomena  in  the 
open  sea  from  buoys  furnished  with 
automatic  instruments  is  not  neir,  and 
has  been  before  the  Meteorological 
Authorities  since  1872.  Parliament  has 
not,  however,  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  State  any  funds  either  for  making 
experiments  in  the  matter,  or  for  estab- 
lishing such  aeystem  should  experiments 
prove  of  value.  As  regards  the  parti- 
cular form  of  apparatus  proposed  by  Mr. 
Collins,  the  Board  of  Trade  have  re- 
ceived noopinion  from  the  Meteorological 
Office.  The  Office  have  not  rejected  it, 
as  they  have  no  power  and  no  funds  to 
enable  them  to  take  steps  to  test  it  and 
BO  enable  them  to  form  any  practical 
opinion  on  it. 

WESTERN  AU8TBAUA— RBSIGNATKiN 

OF  MR.  HENSMAN,  ATTORNEY 

GENERAL. 

Mr.  HENNIKERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  What  reason  was  assigned 
for  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Honeman  as 
Attorney  General  of  Western  Australia  ; 
was  the  Governor  of  the  Colony  censured 
for  bis  conduct  towards  Mr.  Hensman ; 
and,  will  be  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  whole  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  question? 

Thi  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Hbnkt  HoLLUfD)  (Hampstead):  Mr. 
Hensman  resigned  on  the  ground  that 
he  considered  that  the  Governor  had 
made  grave  and  onjnst  charges  against 
hiffl  and  bad  reflected  on  his  professional 


honour,  and  had  charged  him  with  dis- 
crediting and  disgracing  his  office.  The 
Governor  has  not  been  formally  cen- 
sured; but  hia  conduct  has  been,  in 
some  respects,  disapproved;  and  as  to 
the  matter  referred  to  in  his  letter  of 
resignation,  Mr.  Hensman  was  informed 
by  my  Predecessor  that  be  appeared  to 
have  advised  the  Governor  in  perfect 
good  faitb,  and  that  his  conduct  had  not 
laid  htm  open  to  any  just  imputations  of 
professional  misconduct.  I  may  add 
that  he  has  since  been  offered  the  At- 
torney Generalship  of  Barbadoes,  which 
be  was  unable  to  accept.  The  Papers 
are  very  bulky,  and  in  part  confidential, 
and  I  cannot,  I  fear,  undertake  to  pre- 
sent tfaem.  The  matter  is  not  one  of 
public  interest;  and  Mr.  Hensman's 
character,  as  I  have  before  pointed  out, 
has  been  cleared  from  any  charge  of  pro- 
fessional mieconduct. 


Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
a  case  of  "Billing  v.  Brogden"  was 
heard  before  Mr.  Justice  North  in  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  March,  1886  ;  whether  judg- 
ment has  yet  been  delivered ;  and,  if  he 
can  state  what  is  the  cause  of  the 
16  months'  delay? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicHAHD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight), 
in  reply,  said,  it  was  a  fact  that 
judgment  had  not  yet  been  delivered  in 
the  case  referred  to.  The  learned  Judge 
informed  him  that  the  delay  had  arisen 
from  the  great  difficulty  and  the  eom- 
plioated  nature  of  the  case.  The  argu- 
ments bad  extended  over  14  days ;  and 
there  were  in  the  case  a  great  many 
matters  of  acoouut  which  required  the 
closest  attention.  Judgment  would, 
however,  be  delivered  in  a  few  days. 

THE    MAGISTRACY     (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
IHOMAS  HEWSON,  B.L. 
Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  Thomas 
Hewson,  B.L.,  has  applied  for  the  posi- 
tion of  Resident  Magistrate ;  if  his  name 
is  on  the  list  of  candidates  ;  and,  if  there 
is  any  intention  on  tho  part  of  the  Irish 
Oovemment  to  appoint  him  to  the  posi- 
tion indicated  ? 
A  F  2 
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tqb  parliamentaet  under 

6ECRETAKY  (Colonel  King-Hakmas) 
(Kent,  Isla  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  he  understood  t1iat  Mr.  Thomas 
HswsOD  had  applied  to  thi  Government 
for  the  appointment  of  Kesidont  Megia- 
trate,  and  his  name  had  been,  in  the  ordi- 
nary course,  submitted  as  a  candidate, 
without  in  any  way  entering  into  the 
merits  of  the  case.  The  Government,  in 
accordance  with  the  general  practice, 
declined  to  declare  how  they  exercised  the 
discretionary  powers  vested  in  them  with 
regard  to  such  matters. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  gave  Notice  that 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  proposed 
intention  of  the  appointment  of  thiaman 
as  a  Besident  Magistrate  in  Ireland  — 
the  Chief  Secretary's  Tote. 

LAND    COURTS    (IRELAND) -TENANTS 

OF  MAJOR  OALLWAY,  DINGLE,  CO. 

KEREY. 

Mh.  EDWARD  HAHEINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther tenants  of  Major  Oallway,  near 
Dingle,  County  Kerry,  on  the  expiration 
of  their  leases  served  originating  notioes 
in  the  Land  Courts  last  November;  and, 
whether  any  Sub  ■Commission  has  since 
been  held  in  Dingle,  or  elsewhere,  to 
decide  their  oases,  or  any  others  now 
pending  in  the  Dingle  District ;  and,  if 
not,  when  will  such  sittings  be  held  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-HakM4K} 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Land  Commission  reported 
that  eight  tenants  on  the  estate  of 
Major  Gallway,  in  the  Union  of  Dingle, 
served  originating  notices  last  November. 
These  notices  were  listed  for  hearing 
before  the  Sub -Commission  sitting  for 
the  County  of  Kerry  in  April  last;  but  the 
time  at  the  disposal  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
aion  did  not  permit  of  its  having  any  of 
the  cases  listed  for  the  Union  of  Dingle. 
It  was  not  probable  that  there  would  be 
a  Snb-Commiaaion  sitting  for  the  County 
of  Kerry  before  the  end  of  the  year. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRtNGTON 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman was  aware  that  these  tenants 
were  liable  for  rent  which  was  between 
three  and  four  times  the  Government 
valuation  pending  the  arrangement  by 
the  Sub -Com  mission  7 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
he  bad  no  i&formatioa  on  the  subject. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  LA- 
BOURERS' COTTAGER  —  SOUTH 
DUBLIN  UNION. 

Mh.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)a8ked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lard  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  initial 
steps  tu  have  several  labourers'  cottages 
built  in  the  Electoral  Divisions  of  Cloa- 
dalkia,  Rathfarmham,  and  Tallaght,  in 
the  South  Dublin  Union,  were  taken  so 
far  back  as  December,  1885  ;  whether  a 
single  one  of  those  cottages  has  jet  been 
built ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the  reason  of 
the  delay ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Local  Go  vemmeat  Board  has  hitherto, 
by  delays,  thrown  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  carrying  out  the  schemes ;  and,  if  bo, 
what  he  proposes  to  do  with  a  view  to 
quickening  the  action  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  the  matter,  and  thus 
hastening  the  completion  of  a  much 
needed  public  work  ? 

Thb  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  proposed  scheme  was  not  lodged 
with  the  Local  Government  Board  till 
the  27th  of  August,  1886.  Owing  to 
amendments  to  the  scheme  being  adopted 
by  the  Guardians,  delay  occurred,  and 
their  case  was  not  ready  for  inquiry 
until  the  ITth  of  January  this  year.  An 
inquiry  took  place  in  February,  and  the 
result  was  communicated  to  the  Guar- 
dians in  March.  Further  informatioo 
was  required  by  the  Ijocal  Government 
Board  Before  they  could  issue  a  Provi- 
sional Order.  This  informatioo  had  not 
been  supplied  by  the  Guardians  until 
the  29th  of  June.  The  Provisional 
Order  was  issued  on  the  7th  of  July, 
Any  unnecessary  delay  that  occurred 
was  owing  entirely  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION -APPBAI^— 
INSPECTION  OF  REPORTS  BT  LITI- 
GANTS. 

Ma.  MAHONY  (Meatb,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  the 
iginal  practice  of  the  Land  Commia- 
■ion  to  have  a  Report  as  to  the  value  of 
every  holding,  regarding  which  there 
was  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  a 
Sub-Commission,  made  by  one  or  more 
Court  valuers ;  whether  it  was  the  ori- 
ginal practice  to  allow  these  Rejports  to 
be  inspected  by  the  litigants  before  the 
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aeea  came  on  for  hearing ;  and,  if  not, 
when  this  practice  was  first  introduced, 
and  whether  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  appeals  for  the  three 
iQOotha  following  the  commencement  of 
this  practice,  compared  with  the  pre- 
vious three  moaths ;  whether  this  prac- 
tice of  allowing  litigants  to  inspect  these 
Beports  before  the  hearing  of  cases  was 
abandoned  or  modiSed  in  December, 
1884  i  and,  if  so,  for  what  reason; 
whether  there  was  aoT  diminution  or 
increase  in  the  number  of  appeals 
lodged  or  withdrawn  in  the  12  months 
following  such  change  compared  with 
the  previous  13  months;  and,  whether 
an;  further  change  or  modification  has 
been  made  in  said  practice  since  De- 
cember, 1884;  and,  if  SO,  if  he  would 
stat«  to  the  House  what  change  or 
modification,  also  when  and  for  what 
purpose  such  change  was  made,  and 
what  is  the  existing  practice? 

The  PAELIAUENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiho-Harmam) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  practice  of  having  Court 
valuations  in  ever;  case  of  appeals 
without  expense  to  the  parties  begai 
with  the  first  sittings  of  the  Appeal 
Court ;  and  therefore  there  can  be  no 
comparison  between  the  number  of  ap- 
peals before  and  after  the  establishment 
of  the  practice.  The  inspection  of 
the  Reports  of  valuers  has  never  been, 
and  is  not  now,  allowed  until  after  the 
hearing  of  the  cases  tliey  refer  to ;  but 
litigants  have  always  been  informed  of 
the  amounte  of  the  valuations  as  soon 
as  the  valautions  were  made.  In  De- 
cember, 1684,  the  system  of  Court 
valuation  was  changed  by  discontinuing 
the  practice  of  free  valuation,  and  by 
providing  that  any  suitor  might  have  a 
valuation  made  of  a  holding,  the  rent  of 
which  was  in  dispute,  on  the  payment  of 
a  fee.  The  reasons  of  this  change  were 
— (1)  that  under  the  system  of  free 
valuation  large  numbers  of  appeals  were 
brought,  apparently  with  the  object  only 
of  getting  a  valuation  without  expense 
to  the  appellant.  Then,  on  the  amount 
of  the  valuation  being  ascertained,  the 
appellant  withdrew  or  prosecuted  his 
appeal,  as  suited  him  best.  (2)  The 
knowledge  that  a  free  valuation  would 
be  made  in  every  a 
tending  to  increase 
of  appeals,  induced 
trouble  to  produce 


before  the  Sub-Commission  or  Civil  Bill 
Court.  They  became  inclined  rather  to 
disregard  the  lower  Court  and  to  reserve 
themselves  for  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
which  was  thus  in  the  way  of  becoming 
a  Court  of  First  Instance.  (3)  The  great 
expense  to  the  public  of  free  valuations. 
The  practice  of  granting  a  Court  valua- 
tion on  the  payment  of  a  fee  began  in 
December,  1884,  and  wos  continued 
till  February  28,  1686.  It  was  then 
abandoned,  because  it  was  found  that 
the  valuation  obtained  on  the  requisi- 
tion and  at  the  cost  of  one  of  the  appel- 
lants was  looked  upon  with  suspicion  by 
the  opposite  party,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  likely  to  be  partial  and  in  favour 
of  the  party  paying  for  it.  The  practice 
adopted  in  February,  1886,  and  still  in 
force,  is  to  grant  valuations  without 
cost  to  the  parties  in  such  cases  only 
where  it  appears  to  tbe  Commissioners 
themselves  that  such  valuations  will 
assist  them  in  arriving  at  just  deci- 
sions ;  and  the  Commissioners  order 
valuations  by  Court  valuers  to  be  made 
after  hearing  cases  as  well  as  before  if, 
at  the  hearing,  such  valuatioua  seem 
desirable.  With  regard  to  the  number 
of  appeals  lodged  or  withdrawn  respec- 
tively in  the  12  mouths  before  and  the 
12  months  after  December,  1884,  when 
free  valuations  ceased  and  paid  valua- 
tions commenced,  they  were  as  follows : 
— In  the  12  months  ending  December 
31,  1884,  6,290  were  lodged,  and  1,684 
withdrawn  :  in  the  12  months  afterthat 
date,  1,683  were  lodged,  and  2,149  with- 
drawn ;  but  these  figures  are,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  mialeading,  for  in  the  first 
12  months  named  there  was  an  average 
of  57  Assistant  Commissioners  at  work, 
and  in  the  second  12  months  an  average 
of  27.  There  was,  therefore,  a  much 
larger  number  of  cases  beard  by  the 
lower  Courts  in  1884  than  in  1685. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  M.  Hbait  (Long- 
ford, N.), 

CoLONBL  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
would  lay  this  answer  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  —  CONDinON  OF 
CELLS  AT  POLICE  STATIONS  {ME- 
TROPOLIS). 

--  -  -  -  CONNOR  {Liverpool, 
he  Seotetary  of  State 
urtment.  Whether  bia 
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description  of  the  nondition  of  the  police 
cella  at  Molynoux  Street  Police  Station, 
EdgwareRoad,aDdatMar;leboaeFolico 
Court,  in  a  bnok  entitled  Impriioned  in 
the  SouM  of  Ditentien  for  Libel,  written 
by  Mr.  John  Dawson :  — 

"Ho  sooner  had  I  BtretcbRd  myselt  on  m}' 
wooden  pallet  than  a  wholit  army  of  nucnls  in 
brown  nniform  began  to  attack  me.  They 
Bwaroied  down  the  walls,  up  trom  the  floor, 
and  ran  a  race  a«  if  for  dear  life,  to  be  tho  first 
to  gorge  themselvoB  with  my  blood.  Otcourte, 
I  ppeedily  arose,  and,  looking  abont,  saw  that 
the  cell  was  literally  BwanDJa);  with  the  filthy 
oreatorea.  Police  cells,  I  am  given  to  under- 
atand,  are  invariably  in  thia  dirty  state,  and  it 
ia  impossible,  it  is  said,  to  beep  them  clean ; ' ' 
and,  whether,  if  this  description  be 
correct,  be  will  issue  immediate  orders 
to  have  a  reform  made  in  the  police  cells 
of  the  Metropolis? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattbews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
not  seen  the  etatement  quoted  in  the 
Question ;  but  I  am  informed  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Police  that  the  cells  at 
the  Molyneux  Street  Police  Station  are 
kept  aa  clean  as  possibloi  but  it  ia  not 
possible,  even  with  daily  washing  and 
freijuent  fumigation,  to  keep  the  build* 
ings  quite  free  from  rermio,  in  conse- 

anence  of  the  condition  of  those  who  are 
aily  lodged  in  them.  There  has  been 
no  previous  complaint  as  to  the  state  of 
the  cells  at  the  Marylebone  Police  Court; 
but  I  have  ordered  an  immediate  iuquiry 
to  take  place  as  to  their  alleged  condi- 
tioD.  I  may  add  that  a  large  sum  is 
annually  spent  on  the  improvement  of 
the  cells  of  the  Metropolis,  and  last  year 
improvements  were  made  in  six  stations. 
I  hope  that  by  the  substitution  which  is 
being  made  of  iron  and  hard  wood  for 
the  soft  material  of  which  the  old 
Benches  were  composed  the  matters 
complained  of  may  be  remedied. 

MBR3ET  DOOK  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
— FERRY COMMUNtCATION  BETWEEN 
BOOTLB  AND  NEW  BRIGHTON. 
Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  efforta 
have  been  repeatedly  made  by  the  Cor- 
poration of  Buotle  and  the  Wallasey 
Local  Board,  with  the  object  of  having 
ferry  communication  established  be- 
tween Bootle  and  New  Brighton ;  whe> 
ther  he  is  aware  that  the  distance  in  a 
direct  line  acroas  the  Mersey,  between 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 
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Bootle  and  New  Brighton,  which  Is  a 
popular  and  largely  frequented  water- 
ing-place, is  about  one  mile,  and  that, 
in  order  to  reach  there,  the  inhabitants 
of  Boolle,  Walton,  Kirkdale,  Seaforth, 
Ererton,  and  the  northern  portions  of 
the  City  of  Liverpool  have  to  travel  dta- 
tancea  varying  from  three  to  five  milea 
to  the  Liverpeol  Landing  Stage,  and 
thence  a  distance  gf  over  three  miles 
by  water;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
notwithstanding  the  exertions  of  the 
above-named  Public  Bodies  and  strongly 
expressed  public  feeling  in  the  matter  by 
the  large  population  aSected,  the  Mersey 
Dock  and  Harbour  Board  have  poraia- 
tently  rofusod  to  allow  any  facilities  for 
embarking  or  landing  pasaengera  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  exercise  his  influence  to 
induce  the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour 
Board  to  afford  the  required  accommo- 
dation ? 

Tub  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hekrt  Dk 
WouMs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxleth):  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Mersey 
Dock  and  Harbour  Board.  With  every 
desire  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Bootle 
Authorities,  the  Dock  Board  are  unable 
to  assent  to  the  establishment  of  thia 
new  ferry,  as  it  would  seriously  interfere 
with,  and  retard  the  working  of,  the 
dock  traffic  at  the  entrance  of  the 
Canada  basin,  and  which  it  is  essentially 
necessary  should  bo  conducted  with  the 
utmost  regularity  and  despatch.  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  not  in  a  position  to 
interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the  Dock 
Board  in  this  respect. 

BURIAia  (METROPOLIS)— BROMPTON 
CEMETERY. 
Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(EensingtoD,  S.)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether,  with  re- 
gard to  the  great  number  of  burials  in 
the  Brorapton  Cemetery,  which  is  now 
surrounded  by  a  denae  and  increasing 
population,  he  will  direct  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  burials  up  to  date,  and 
of  the  daily  and  yearly  averages ;  and, 
whether,  in  compliance  with  the  Acts 
relating  to  intramural  ioterments,  he 
will  direct  that  this  cemetery,  the  pro- 
perty of  Government,  be  closed  ? 

The  PIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University)  :  In 
answer  to  tfie  first  part  of  the  Question 
of  my  hoQ.  Friend,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  the  total  number  of  burials  at 
Brompton  Cemetery  up    to    Febriiarjr 
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last  vas  135,617,  and  tlie  averasf 
during  the. lest  three  years  has  heea  in 
round  numbers,  S,0<10.  I  shall  always 
be  glad  to  givs  information  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  neoeBsary 
to  publish  an  annual  Betum.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  under  the 
Acts  referred  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  the  authoritr  who 
decides  as  to  the  closing  of  burial 
grounds ;  but  special  provision  is  made 
in  those  Acts  for  the  keeping  open  of 
Brompton  Cemetery,  subject  to  special 
Bules  and  Begulations  laid  down  by  the 
Home  Office.  I  cannot  admit  that  any 
case  has  been  made  out  for  the  closing 
of  the  cemetery. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BOETHWICK 
gave  Notice  that  on  an  early  occasion 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  subject. 


LUNACY  (SCOTLAND)  —  LOANS  CON- 
TRACTED BY  THE  DISTRICT  BOARDS 
OP  LUNACY. 

Mr.  R.  PEESTON  BEUCE  (Fife- 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  Lord  Adrocate, 
Whether  the  amounts  of  the  loans  con- 
tracted by  the  Diatriot  Boards  of 
Lunacy,  and  secured  on  the  county 
rates,  are  set  forth  in  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Eetums  (Scotland);  and.  if  so, 
under  what  heading;  and,  whether  these 
loans  are  included  in  Table  7,  on  page  5, 
which  purports  to  give  a  summery  of 
local  indebtedness  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  3.  H.  A. 
Uaodonalo)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  loans  raised 
by  District  Lunacy  Boards  are  not  in- 
otuded  in  the  LoosI  Taxation  Eeturns— 
simply  the  amount  of  interest  and  re- 
payment of  principal  by  Commissioners 
of  Supply.  This  arises  partly  from  Uie 
fact  that  b^  the  Local  Taxation  Betums 
Act,  1881,  it  is  provided  that  where  any 
annual  Betum  is  now  by  law  required 
to  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
(now  Secretary  for  Scotland),  or  any 
Public  Department,  the  Act  shall  not 
render  necessary  any  other  Betum.  The 
accounts  of  the  Lunacy  Boards  have 
not,  accordingly,  as  yet  been  brought 
under  the  operation  of  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Eetums.  It  is  right  to  point  out, 
however,  that  power  is  given  in  the 
above  Act  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
to  cause  these  Beturne,  if  he  thought 
desirable,  to  be  made  under  that  Act ; 
and  although  the  subject  is  one,   for 
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various  reasons,  not  without  difficulty, 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will  be  glad 
to  consider  whether  a  clwnge  should  not 
be  effected  in  the  direction  indicated  by 
the  hon.  Member. 


Mr.  STAVELET  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Eingswinford)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  result  of  the  proceedings  against 
Mr.  Baird  under  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  to  which  allusion  was  made,  affected 
"  his  character  or  repute,"  or  indicated 
him  to  be  "  a  person  to  whom  a  Qo- 
vornment  contract  or  permit  should  not 
be  granted  ?  " 

The  UNDEE  aECBBTAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jamks  FEsacasoK)  (Maa- 
cheater,  N.E.) :  It  does  not  seem  to  tJia 
Secretary  of  State  that  Mr.  Baird's  oha- 
raoter  is  at  all  affected  by  the  prosecu- 
tion instituted  against  him  for  an  offence 
against  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act. 
Mr.  Justice  Smith,  who  tried  the  case, 
stated  several  times  that  there  was  no 
evidence  at  all  against  Mr.  Baird,  and 
directed  the  jury  to  find  him  not  guilty. 

ADMIRALTY  —  DOCKYARD  APPREN- 
tices at  sueernbss. 

Mk.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  has  hitherto 
been  the  custom  to  allow  certain  Dock- 
yard apprentices,  at  Sheemess,  to  retain, 
with  their  names  written  in  tbem,  school 
books  which  have  been  supplied  to  them 
by  the  Government ;  whether,  recently, 
certain  apprentices,  having  been  given 
and  taken  home  these  books  as  usual, 
have  been  ordered  to  return  tbem  ;  whe- 
ther, if  this  be  true,  and  considered  a 
necessary  economy,  he  will  direct  that 
the  books  should  not  be  given  out  at  all, 
rather  than  given  and  then  demanded 
hack ;  and,  whether  he  will  re-oonaidet 
the  present  decision,  and  direct  a  return 
to  the  usual  practice,  which  has  hitherto 
given  great  satisfaction  to  a  numerous 
and  deserving  class  ? 

The  8ECEETAEY  (Mr.  Foewood) 
(Lancashire,  Ormskirk) :  Until  recently 
the  practice  as  regards  the  Dockyard 
apprentices  and  their  school  books  was 
that  indicated  by  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question.  The  new  Begulation  provides 
that  snoh  books  shall  only  bo  allowed 
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as  a  loan.  In  order,  hoverer,  to  encou- 
rage the  students  in  their  work,  and  to 
draw  &  distinction  between  those  vho 
work  and  those  who  shirk,  the  Begula- 
tion  further  provides — 

"  That  the  more  eipenaive  booliB  are  to  ha 
awarded  aa  prizes  to  those  apprentices  who  are 
recommended  in  lieu  of  the  often  uaenitable 
booka  now  giveiL  " 
It  has,  however,  been  decided  that  those 
apprentices  who  obtain  at  least  60 
oent  of  marks  at  their  final  examination 
shall  be  allowed  to  retain  the  text- books 
as  their  personal  propertj. 

SALE  OF  INDECENT  BOOKS  AND 
PICTURES. 
Mb.  8.  SMITE  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  bas  been 
drawn  to  the  following  statement  in  The 
Britiih  WetHy  regarding  the  Bale  of 
decent  books  and  pictures :  — 

"  One  of  the  worst  and  most  obtrunve  erilt 
of  the  present  time  is  the  sale  of  indecent  hooks 
and  pictures.  Zola's  novels,  which  are  allowed 
in  America  onl^  in  expurgated  editions,  were 
sold  in  London  till  recently  at  a  somewhat  high 
price.  Ther  have  now  bsen  reduced  to  2i., 
and  may  be  been  in  City  book-shops  side  by  side 
with  Bibles.  There  are  French  novela  still  more 
corrupt,  and  these  also  are  beKinoing  to  be 
translated.  And  m  to  indecent  pictures,  our 
attention  hai  been  called  to  a  shop  passed  everj 
day  by  thousands  of  City  youth  where  the 
most  flagrantly  indecent  French  pictures  are 
constantly  on  oibibition  in  the  windows  ;  " 
and,  whether  the  Oovemment  will  take 
steps  to  suppress  the  sale  of  such  iude- 
oent  publications  7 

The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) ;  No,  Sir; 
I  have  not  seen  the  statement  to  which 
tiie  hoD.  Member  calls  my  attention. 
The  Question  is  too  general  for  me  to 
express  an^  opinion  upon  the  propriety 
of  suppressing  the  Hals  of  the  publica- 
tions referred  to.  I  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Police  Authorities 
upon  this  question ;  and  I  may  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  no  efforts  have 
been,  or  will  be,  spared  in  dealing  with 
the  sale  of  literature  and  photographs 
of  an  indecent  nature.  But  the  action 
of  the  police  must  necessarily  depend 
upon  the  particular  circumstances  of 
each  case. 

INDIAN  CONTAQIOUS  DISEASES  ACT- 
REPEAL. 
Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Mr.  Forwood 
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State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Hajesty's 
GloTernment  have  taken  any  steps  to 
procure  the  repeat  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Act  (Act  XIV.  of  1868); 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  are  now  pre- 
pared to  take  any  stops  to  procure  its 
repeal  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Feboubbon)  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  (who  replied)  said:  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  in  communication  with 
the  Government  of  India  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  their  reply  has  not  yet  been 
received. 

TRADE  AND  COMUERCE  IN  THE  EAST 

—THE  SUEZ  CANAL  AND  THE  CAPE 

OF  GOOD  HOPE  ROUTE. 

Mb.  LABOHOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  there  has  ever  been  a  confer- 
ence or  deliberations  between  the  Naval 
and  Military  Authorities  as  to  the  rela- 
tive desirability  of  sending  troops  or 
merchandize  under  convoy  to  the  East 
through  the  Suez  Canal  or  by  way  of 
the  Cape ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  re- 
sult of  this  oouference  or  of  these  deli- 
berations ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
The  question  referred  to  has  been  care- 
fully considered  between  the  Naval  and 
Military  Departments,  with  the  result 
that,  under  certain  circumstances,  the 
balance  of  advantage  might  inclian  to 
either  route.  It  would  not  be  for  the 
public  interest  to  detail  those  oiroum- 
stances  to  the  House. 

INDIA— PUBLIC  WORKS  DEPARTMENT 
-A  MOSQUE  AT  BIJAPUH. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Public  Works  Department  has 
capped  with  a  corrugated  iron  roof, 
painted  and  boarded  up,  and  turned 
into  a  post  office,  a  mosque  at  Bijapor, 
which  "is  perfect  in  structure  and  beau- 
tiful in  decoration  ?  " 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaues  Ferousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said  i  The  Secretary  of 
State  knows  nothing  of  the  act  of  van- 
dalism alleged  by  the  hon.  Member; 
but  inquiries  shall   be  made.     I  may 
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add  that  ffben  tliia  moi^que  waa  turned 
into  a  post  office,  the  greatest  care  was 
taken  to  preserve  its  architectural  tea' 
tares. 

CRIME    AND     OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 
ATTACK    ON     THE     CHILDREN    OF 
THE  WESTPORT  PROTESTANT  SUN- 
DAT  SCHOOL,  CO.  MAYO. 
Mb.     macartney     (Antrim,     8.) 
asted  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of   Ireland,    Whether   his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follov- 
mg  paragraph   in    The    Sheffield  Daily 
Telegraph,  of  18th  July;— 

"  NewB  reached  Dublin  on  Saturday  aftei- 
aaoD  of  an  attack  made  on  the  children  of  the 
\VeatpoTt  Proteataat  Sunday  Schools  in  County 
Slayo.  When  retnrning  from  a  picnic,  the 
roads  were  lined  with  people,  who  tlirew  large 
■tones  ag  the  eicuisionists  urove  past.  One 
girl  was  injured  in  the  Spins,  tmd  B  magistrate'l 
daughter  had  her  cheek  cut  open,  and  was 
knocked  senseless.  She  now  lies  \a  a  precarious 
state.  The  children  cowered  down  in  the 
brakes,  and  most  of  them  escaped  injury.  Tvo 
caiteri,  who  had  charge  of  the  provisions  for 
the  excursianistii,  were  sereiely  beaten,  and  all 
the  things  they  had  destroyed ;  " 
and,  vhether  there  is  any  foundation 
for  it ;  and,  if  ho,  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  in  relation  to  it  f 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
Before  the  Question  is  ana  if  ered,  I  should 
like  to  ask  vhether  this  is  taken  simply 
from  an  anonymous  letter  in  The  Datiy 
EiprcM,  and  transferred  by  The  Daily 
Expreei  correspondent  to  The  Daily  Ex- 
preu  editor,  who  is  the  correspondent  of 
The  Timet,  and  sent  by  him  to  The  Timet, 
and  rests  simply  upon  anonymity  1 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  {Colonel  King-Habmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  cannot  possibly  tell  whether  the 
article  in  a  Sheffield  paper,  which  I  have 
not  seen,  has  been  taken  from  The  Dail}/ 
Expreti  or  any  other  paper. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT :  That  is  not  the 
question.  I  want  to  know  whether  this 
does  not  rest  on  the  anonymous  state- 
ment of  an  anonymous  correspondent  F 

Colonel  KINQ-HAKMAN  :  I  have 
not  taken  my  information  from  any 
newspaper.  In  consequence  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  I  caused  inijuiries  to 
be  made,  and  the  official  Report  says 
that  an  organized  attack  was  made  on 
these  schot^  children.  One  young  lady 
who  was  with  the  party  was  struck  by  a 
stone  in  the  face,  and  so  badly  that  the 
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doctor  do33  not  pronounce  her  out  of 
danger.  Others  were  bit,  including 
little  children;  but  no  one  else  was 
dangerously  wounded.  Three  persons 
were  arrested  and  remanded  to  next 
Petty  Sessions,  and  the  names  of  eight 
others  were  taken  to  be  made  amenable 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.);  Has  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  any 
further  information  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  attack  ? 

Colonel  KING- HARMAN:  Perhaps 
I  had  better  read  the  Report  of  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  which  is  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"  Yesterday  Miss  Kelly,  who  lives  near  here, 
gave  an  excursion  to  the  Westport  Sunday 
School  children.  About  90  or  100  in  all  pro- 
ceeded to  the  strand  at  Oldhead,  near  Louis- 
burgh — the  children,  some  ladies,  anil  a  few 
genUemen — in  several  vehicles.  Some  of  the 
children  carried  small  Hags  to  mark  the  courito 
for  footraces  they  intended  having.  Several 
people  gathered  ia  a  threatening  manner  ut 
Oldhead  :  hut  though  they  used  very  brutal 
language,  they  were  prevented  from  doing 
violence  by  the  interference  of  Mr.  Wilbraham, 
J. P.,   of   Oldhead,  and  the    Rev.   W.  Joyce, 

?arish  priest  of  Louisburgb.  Stones  had  been 
uilt  on  the  road  in  readinesa  for  the  return 
of  the  party ;  but  owing  to  the  influence 
of  Mr.  Oamey,  of  Merrisfr.  they  were  removed. 
On  the  return  of  the  party  they  were  attached 
with  stones,  clods,  and  other  missiles,  at 
Lecanvy,  and  along  the  road  aa  far  as  Merrisk, 
where  the  attack  became  hottest,  and  a  youog 
lady,  Miss  L.  Powell,  daughter  of  the  agent  tu 
tbe  Marquees  o(  Sligo,  was  badly  hit  in  the 
face— so  badly  that  Dr.  Allman  does  not  pro- 
nounce her  out  of  danger.  Others  were  hit, 
even  little  children ;  but  no  one  else  was 
dajigerously  wotrnded.  From  what  was  told 
mo  to-day,  the  escape  of  the  party  from  many 
serious  wounds  is  marvellous.  Two  young  men 
and  a  boy  were  brought  before  me  to-day 
charged  with  stone-throwing,  and  I  remandod 
thnm  to  Westport  Petty  Sessions  on  Thursdny 
next  on  a  formal  information.  The  only  motive 
suggested  for  tbis  attack  is  that  this  Sunday 
School  children  excursion  was  an  '  Oraage 
walk,'  and  that  the  dags  mentioned  were  party 
flags." 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  name  of  the  Resident  Magistrate  ? 

Oolohel  KTNG-HARMAN  said,  the 
Resident  Magistrate  was  Mr.  Horne,  and 
the  Chief  Inspector  Mr.  Milling. 

RATINU    OF    MACHINERY    BILL- 
VALUATION  OF  MUNICIPAL 
WATERWORKS. 
Me.  J.  0.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  "Tt.™.t,„_  ;„  ,.».....,>_ 
ing  to  refer  the  que 
of  municipal  wate 
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Committee,  he  haa  taken  into  account 
the  fact,  that  a  Bill  in  Torerence  to  the 
rating  of  machiaer;  is  now  before  a 
Select  Committee  of  this  House,  and  that 
any  modification  of  the  syfltem  of  rating 
one  description  of  property  must  neces- 
sarily affect  all  other  property  subject  to 
the  same  rating  authority  ? 

ThbLOKD  ADVOCATE(Mr.  J.  H.A. 
Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's TJniyersitiea) :  In  consenting  to  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  Valuation  of 
Water  Works,  HerMajesty'sGorernment 
had  in  view  the  fact  that  a  cognate  ques- 
tion relating  to  valuation  of  machinery 
was  before  another  Select  Committee. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  any  modiGca- 
tion  of  the  ajatem  of  rating  one  class  of 
property  ^11  affect  other  property.  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  will  be  glad  to 
consider  any  practical  suggestion  my 
hon.  Friend  may  make  as  to  the  scope  of 
the  remit  of  the  Select  Committee. 

AI,ABKA  (NORTH  AMBRICA)-SEIZURB 
OP  A  BRITISH  SHIP. 

Mb.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Eirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
can  give  the  House  any  further  informa- 
tion as  to  the  reported  seizure  of  the 
British  steam  schooner  Annia  Btek  in 
Alaskan  waters,  especially  aa  to  the 
Bpecihe  charge  against  the  schooner,  and 
the  precise  locality  of  the  offence  and  of 
the  capture  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAKT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaubb  Febqubson}  Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  official  information 
has  yet  reached  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  the  reported  seizure  of  the 
vessel  in  question.  We  are  in  corre- 
spondence with  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Washington  in  regard  to  the  seizure 
in  Alaskan  waters  last  autumn  of  three 
British  schooners,  while  engaged  in  seal 
fishing,  bvauAmericanBevenue  cruiser, 
and  Sir  L.  West  has  been  directed  to 
ask  for  copies  of  the  judicial  records  in 
those  cases. 

POST    OFFICE  —  NEW     BUILDINGS 

(COLDBATH   FIELDS  PRISON). 

CAPTAMPBNTON(Finsbury,  Central) 

asked  the  Foat master  General,  Whether 

he  hu  yet  selected  the  site  for  the  new 

buildings,  in  conneotion  with  the  Post 

Office,  which  it  is  proposed  to  erect  on 

part  of  the  present  site  of  the  disused 

ifr.  /.  C.  BoUm 


Coldbath  Fields  Prison ;  and,  how  much 
of  the  ground  will  be  required  for  the 
purpose  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  Uoiveraity)  :  I  am 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  furnish  the  in- 
formation asked  for,  aa  the  whole  ques- 
tion is  still  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Perhapa 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  repeat 
his  Question  in  a  week. 

-SUPPLY    OF 

Mn.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
aaked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
To  whom  the  fees  forchairs  in  the  parks 
go  to ;  whether  anything  is  paid  for  the 
privilege  of  letting  these  chairs ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  many  persons,  not 
knowing  that  there  is  a  fee  to  occupy 
them,   sit  upon  them,    and    are    then 

Eounced  upon  for  a  fee ;  and,  whether 
e  will  consider  if  it  would  not  be  desir- 
able to  provide  chairs,  and  to  allow  the 
public  to  occupy  them  without  fees? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
PLrKKET)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
fees  for  the  chairs  in  the  Parks  go  to  the 
owners  of  the  chairs.  Nothing  ia  paid 
for  the  privilege  of  letting  the  chaira. 
We  do  supply  a  certain  number  of  addi- 
tional seats  in  the  Parks  every  year,  for 
which  money  ia  voted ;  but  to  provide 
chairs  gratuitously  to  the  extent  nov 
done  by  private  enterprise  in  tho  Parka 
would  cost  several  thousand  pounds,  and 
that  would  involve  Treasury  sanctioo, 
which  I  do  not  think  I  should  obtain  ? 

ADMIRALTV  — THE  JUBILEE  NAVAL 
REVIEW  OFF  SPrrHEAD— COLLISION 
OF  THE  "AJAX"  AND  "DEVASTA- 
TION." 

Me.  GOURLET  (Sunderiand)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  the  causa 
of  the  collision  between  the  Ajax  and 
Bevaitalion,  and  the  extent  of  damage  to 
each  vessel;  if  it  was  neceesary,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  Nariga- 
tion,  aa  reported  by  the  Press,  thattha 
latter  should  cross  the  bows  of  the  Aj'' 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  her  positian 
as  leader  of  the  second  line;  whether 
the  doors  of  the  bulkheads  and  anchor 
gear  of  both  vessels  were  examinad 
before  starting,  and  if  the  ships  oop- 
prising  the  Squadron  were  proceeding 
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in  grand  divisioDS;  if  so,  at  what  dis- 
tance apart ;  and,  if  the  Fleet  at  the 


forthoomiiifl-  Naval  Beriev  are  to  be 
maDceuTrea ;  if  so,  in  what  fonnation, 
and  the  dietance  at  which  ramming 
ships  are  to  steam  apart  from  ships  in 
their  front? 

Tire  FIRST  LOED  (Lord  Gkobok 
Hamilton)  (Hiddleses,  Ealing) :  The 
hlaek  Prinet  struck  the  Agineourt  on 
Wednesday,  but  no  damage  vas  done. 
The  ooUision  between  the  Ajax  and  the 
Deeatialion  was  more  serious.  It  oc- 
curred owing  to  the  i)n>iit(dtii>n  fouling 
the  Jjax  when  taking  up  her  position  at 
the  head  of  the  lins.  The  Report  of  the 
inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  oollisiou 
between  the  Ajax  and  Dtvattalion,  or  the 
eitent  of  their  damage,  has  not  yet  been 
received.  There  is  no  necessity  for  a 
ship,  when  performing  any  mantBUTrs,  to 
place  herself  within  colliding  distance  of 
another.  Safety  to  the  ship  is  the 
governing  principle  in  the  performance 
of  all  evolutioDs.  The  doors  of  bulk- 
heads are  kept  ready  for  closing  at  all 
times,  night  or  day,  at  sea  or  in  har- 
bour, and  the  anchor  gear  is  examined 
and  reported  upon  at  regular  established 
intervals.  The  Squadron  was  in  two 
divisions,  and  at  the  regulated  distance 
apart,  which  is  governed  by  the  number 
of  ships  in  the  line.  There  is  no  inten- 
tion of  manoeuvring  the  Fleet  at  the 
forthcoming  Naval  Keview. 

MBROUANT  SHIPPINO  ACrrS-PlLOTS' 
CERTIFICATES  TO  ALIENS  — "THK 
QUEEN  T.  TRINITY  HOUSE  COBPO- 
KATION." 

Uk.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
decision  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
in  the  case  of  "  The  Queen  v.  The  Trinity 
House  Corporation  ;  "  and,  whether,  by 
the  terms  of  that  decision,  the  Licensing 
Boards  may  refuse  to  grant  pilots'  cer- 
tiGcates  to  aliens? 

Thk  secretary  (Baron  HKNav 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived a  copy  of  the  judgment  referred 
to ;  but  they  understand  that  the  Court 
refused  a  mandamiu,  on  the  sround  that 
the  Pilotage  Authorities  had^a  discretion 
under  the  Act ;  and,  further,  that  there 
was  under  the  Act  an  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  from  the  decision  of 
those  Authorities. 


CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OP  HER    MAJESTY'S    REIGN -THE 
NAVAL    REVIEW    OFF    8PITHEAD— 
ALLOTMENT  OF  TICKETS. 
Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY   (Hereford) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  whole  of  the  tickets  for  the 
CrocodiU  have  been  allotted  to  Members 
of    Parliament  and   their  wivea;    and, 
whether  a  certain   number  of   tickets 
given  for  that  ship,  which  might  have 
been  allotted  to  the  officers  of  the  House 
according  to  the  usual  custom,  were  re- 
called by  the  Admiralty  ? 

Thb  first  LOED  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
whole  of  the  tickets  for  the  Croeadile, 
700  in  number,  were  sent  to  the  Speaker 
for  distribution.  No  Ctoeodih  tickets 
were  recalled  by  the  Admiralty.  On 
the  contrary,  on  their  learning  that  the 
distribution  of  the  700  tickets  etill  left 
some  of  the  officers  of  the  House  un- 
provided for,  30  additional  tickets  for 
the  Auittance,  which  ship  would  have 
the  same  facilities  as  the  CroeodiU,  wero 
sent  for  their  use.  It  might  he  stated 
that  whereas,  in  1867,  500  tickets  were 
provided  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
they  bad  on  this  occasion  been  provided 
with  730. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  HEIGN  —  THR 
NAVAL  REVIEW  OFF  SPITHBAD— 
NEWSPAPER  CORRESPONDENTS. 
Mb.  BATJUANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  (^Tor  Mr.  3.  W.  Lowtheb)  (Cum- 
berland, Penrith)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Admiralty  has  prohibited  news- 
paper correspondents  from  accompany- 
ing the  Fleet  during  its  evolutions  after 
its  departure  from  Spithead  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Naval  Review ;  if  so, 
whether,  considering  the  great  and 
growing  interest  taken  bv  the  public  in 
matters  affecting  the  efBcieucy  of  tho 
Navy,  the  Admiralty  will  re-consider  a 
decision  which  will  practically  deprive 
the  public  of  all  information  respecting 
the  evolutions ;  and,  whether  it  will  be 
possible  to  permit  newspaper  corespond- 
ents to  accompany  the  Fleet,  on  the 
condition  that  all  their  reports  should 
be  submitted  to  censorship  before  boing 
despatched  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LOED  (Lord  Geobqe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,   Ealing):   The 
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main  object  of  ths  operations  is  to  en- 
deavour to  represent,  under  the  con- 
ditions which  would  be  observed  in  time 
of  VEiT,  such  operations  in  connection 
with  the  atack  of  our  coaats,  commercial 
ports  and  commerce,  as  may  be  antici- 
pated, and  to  provide  as  effectually  as 
possible  for  their  protection.  It  must  be 
clear  that  ir  auy  really  valuable  experi- 
ence is  to  be  gained,  every  effort  must 
be  made  to  prevent  the  enemy  from 
being  able  to  ascertain  tbe  movements 
of  the  protecting  force,  and  also  the 
protecting  force  from  knowing  the  plans 
of  attack  of  the  enemy.  If  newspaper 
correspondents  were  to  be  permitted  to 
be  on  board  tbe  veesels  of  the  enemy's 
ships  as  well  as  those  of  tbe  protecting 
Bquadrons  secrecy  would  be  impossible, 
and  the  object  of  the  operations  entirely 
fruetrated.  The  Board,  therefore,  regret 
that  the  decision  arrived  at  not  to  per- 
mit newspaper  correspondents  to  be  on 
board  the  vessels  engaged  in  these  ope- 
rations cannot  be  re-considered  The 
nature  of  tbe  operations  vbicb  are  to  be 
carried  out  subsequent  to  tbe  Beview 
have  already  been  sent  to  the  Press  and 
publiebed;  but  it  is,  of  course,  impos- 
eible  to  enter  into  these  details. 

EGYPT— 8IH  HENEY  DEUMMOND 
WOLFF'S  MISSION. 

Mb.  BBYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  tbe 
Under  SecretaiT  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  present  to  tbe  House 
Papers  giving  the  later  history  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  MiBaioo,  and 
the  negotiations  regarding  the  Egyptian 
Convention,  from  Slat  May  down  to  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  departure 
from  Constantinople  on  15th  July? 

Thb  under  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  ^Sir  James  Ferodsson)  (Man- 
cbester,  N.E.) :  I  hope  to  lay  these 
Papers  on  the  Table  on  some  day  in 
next  week.  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  will  probably  reach  this  country 
on  Sunday. 

LAW  AKD  police  {METEOtOLIS}— Mfi. 

SAUNDEBS.  POLICE  MAUISTRATE. 

Mb.  FIOKEBSaiLL(Betbnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  hie 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  tbe  follow- 
ing  paragraph    in   yesterday's    Daily 

Lord  Otarge  Hamilton 
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"  A  reBpectably-dressed  man  applied  to  Mr. 

Saunden  for  a   BummoaB  agniniit    Constable 

WZ  K  for  aasaulting  him  by  atrikiDg  him  on 

Uie  nose. — Applicant  on  Sunday  night  wanted 

to  give  a  man  into  cultody.    The  officer  would 

take  the  man  ;  and  then  Constable  293  came 

up  and  atruck  him  on  the  faridge  of  the  nose. 

Mr.  Saanden:   Why  did  he  do  it?— Appli- 

nt ;— I  don't  know,  sir.— Mr.  Saimdors  :  Oh, 

meense,     I  don't  believe  a  conatahle  vould  do 

Buch  a  thing  without  proTocation.    Oo  away  ;  " 

and,  whether  be  will  communicate  with 
Mr.  Saunders,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
whether  tbe  facts  are  correctly  stated  ? 

-  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
communicated  with  Mr.  Saimders,  who 
informs  me  that,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
discretion,  he  refused  to  grant  a  sum- 
to  this  applicant,  because,  in  hie 
opinion,  tbe  answers  which  the  applicant 
gave  to  the  questions  put  to  him  were 
so  unsatisfactory  that  he  did  not  con- 
eider  the  application  a  genuine  one. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)  — 
MAKYLEBONE  POLICE  COUKT-CASE 
OP  MR.  WILLIAMS. 

Mb.  PIOKEESGILL  (Bsthnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  hie 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  decision 
of  tbe  Middlesex  Magistrates  on  Satur- 
day, quashing  tbe  conviction  of  Hr. 
Williams,  who,  along  with  sixotber  defen- 
dants, was  sentenced  by  Mr.  De  Eutzen, 
on  the  2Ttb  April,  at  the  Marylebone 
Police  Court,  to  six  months'  imprison- 
ment, with  bard  labour,  on  a  charge  of 
assaulting  the  police  in  tbe  exeeution  of 
their  duty;  whether  Mr.  De  Butzen 
then  stated  that  tbe  sentence  was— 

"  Wholly  inadequate  in  the  case  o(  Witliami, 
whom  he  dedanated  as  the  leader,  and  the  per- 
son moet  to  b^me  ; " 

whether  Mr.  Williams  on  Saturday 
called  witnesses  who  "  described  tbe 
police  as  having  been  very  rough 
indeed ; "  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
other  defendants,  or  several  of  them, 
were  prevented  from  appealing  by  their 
poverty  and  inability  to  obtain  bail, 
which  Mr.  De  Eutzen  refused  to  reduce ; 
and,  whether,  in  all  the  circnmstancea  of 
the  case,  he  will  at  once  order  the  release 
of  all  the  defendants  who  are  now  in 
prison  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.);  There 
waa  no  joint  charge  proceeded    with 
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doabtediy   severs,  the  case   might  not 
be  one  for  the  mercy  of  the  Orowa  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS :   That  matter  is 
well  worthy  of  oonBideration, 


before  Mr.  De  Butzen ;  but  only  separate 
charges  ugaiast  the  several  defeudanta 
for  asaaulting  different  police  constables 
in  the  eseoation  of  their  duty.  This 
courae  was  taken  on  the  responaibility  of 
the  prosecuting  counsel ;  and  it  gave  the 
defendants  the  advantage  of  being 
admissible  witnesses  in  all  the  cases 
ezcepttheonein  which  each  wascharged 
with  what  ho  himaelf  had  done.  The 
Middlesex  Quarter  Seasiona  quashed  the 
conviction  of  Williams  on  the  produc- 
tion of  fresh  evidence  which  had  not 
been  produced  before  Mr.  De  Butzen, 
and  which  raised  doubt  in  their  minds 
as  to  the  fact  of  the  assault  by  hint. 
This  decision  does  not,  so  far  as  I  know, 
throw  any  doubt  upon  the  propriety  of 
Mr.  Da  Eutzen's  decision  in  the  case  of 
the  other  defendants,  nor,  indeed,  in  the 
case  of  Williams,  upon  tiie  evidence  as 
it  stood  in  the  Police  Court.  The  usual 
I'ules  were  followed  in  the  matter  of  bail 
BB  to  the  other  defendants  who  did  not 
appeal.  I  <iannot,  therefore,  follow  the 
course  suggested  by  the  hoa.  Member  of 
at  once  ordering  their  release ;  but  I 
have  applied  to  the  Middlesex  Cbairman 
for  a  copy  of  the  evidence  before  him, 
with  a  view  to  seeing  whether  it  in  any 
way  affects  the  case  of  defendants  other 
than  Williams. 

Mr.  PIOKBESaiLL  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention 
had  been  specially  drawn  to  the  fact 
that,  in  passing  sentence,  Mr.  De 
Kutzen  stated  that  Williams  was  the 
leader  and  person  most  to  blame ;  and 
^vhether  the  meaning  of  the  quashing  of 
the  sentence  against  Williams  was  that 
the  Middlesex  Magistrates  did  not 
believe  the  testimony  of  the  police,  and 
yet  the  six  other  defendants  were  con* 
victedupon  the  uncorroborated  evidence 
of  the  police  7 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  believed  that  Mr. 
De  Butzen  did  uae  the  expreasion  quoted, 
or  words  to  that  effect ;  but,  according 
to  the  Beport  he  had  received,  the 
Middlesex  Quarter  Sessions  received 
fresh  evidence,  which  induced  them  to 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  evidence  on 
-which  Mr.  De  Butzen  founded  his  de- 
cision. 

Mh.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  whether,  eesing  that  the  dis- 
turbances with  which  the  prisoners  were 
eatd  to  have  been  connected  had  long 
ceased,   and   the   sentences    were    un- 


LAW    AND    POLICE     (METROPOLIS)— 

RESCUE  PROM  DROWNING— POLICE 

CONSTABLE  *83  J. 

Mb.  PICEEBSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.WO  aaked  the  Secreta^  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  r^iort  of 
a  case  beard  on  Tuesday  last  at  Worship 
Street  Police  Court,  in  the  courae  of 
which  Mr.  Bushby  highly  commended 
Police  Constable  483  J  for  his  successful 
efforts  to  rescue  a  woman  from  drown- 
ing ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  care  that 
the  gallantry  of  this  constable  shall  be 
suitably  acknowledged? 

The  8ECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  This  is 
one  of  many  similar  cases.  The  police 
constable  has  already  been  recommended 
for  a  reward,  which  will  be  granted  by 
the  Commissioners  in  the  usual  way. 
His  case  will  also  be  brought  before  the 
Humane  Society,  and  the  matter  pub- 
lished in  Police  Orders. 

WAR  OFFICE— ELECTION  FOR  THE 
BASINGSTOKE  DIVISION  OF  HANTS 
—PASSES. 

Mk.  .T.  EOWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  leave  was  given  on  Monday 
last  to  a  number  of  men  entitled  to  vote 
at  Aldershot,  in  the  election  far  the 
Basingstoke  Division  of  Hants;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  grant  a  Beturn  of  the  peases 
so  granted;  will  he  state  where  the  mea 
were  stationed ;  will  he  state  in  what 
manner,  and  at  whose  instance,  applica- 
tions were  made,  and  by  whose  authority 
they  were  granted ;  and,  whether  they 
are  granted  to  all  who  apply  for  them  ? 
The  SECEETAET  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stamhope)  (Lincolnshire,Horncastle) : 
The  usual  instruction  was  asnt  to  the 
General  commanding  requiring  him  to 
keep  in  camp  during  the  election  all 
soldiers  not  requiring  to  go  out  for  the 
purpose  of  voting,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  instruction  was  duly  acted  on.  If 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware  of  any  case 
in  which  facilities  for  voting  were  with- 
held I  shall  be  happy  to  have  it  inquired 
into. 
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hon.  GeDtleman  can  now  definitely  fis  a 
dav  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Bill? 

The    first    LORD    (Mr.    "W.    H. 

■iriH)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  After 
further  progress  haa  been  made  in  Bap- 
ply  and  the  Committee  on  the  Irith 
Land  Law  Bill  hns  been  finiabed,  I  hope 
to  be  in  a  position  to  fis  a  day  for  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Coal  Miaee  Be^fulation, 
Ac.  Bin,  and  to  go  on  until  it  is  con- 
cluded. It  will  not  bo  taken  neit 
weet. 


HARES     PRESERVATION    BILL-A 
"CLOSE  TIME." 

CowNEL  DAWNAT  (Yort,  N.B., 
Thirsk)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Bury,  Whether,  considering  the  anxiety 
of  all  classes,  especially  of  tenant  far- 
mers, for  the  eatabliahment  of  a  "  close 
time"  for  hares,  and  the  fact,  as  proved 
by  Petitions  from  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, that  there  is  an  almost  unanimous 
assent  to  the  measure  which  has  been 
introduced  this  Session,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  assist  in 
forwarding  a  similar  measure  next  Ses- 
sion ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
aware  of  the  favour  shown  by  many 
Members  who  represent  agricultural 
constituencies  towards  the  Close  Time 
for  Hares  Bill;  but  I  atn  afraid  itiaim* 
possible  far  the  Government  to  give  any 
pledges  as  regards  the  Bill  and  next 
Session. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  Will  the  Government 
establish  a  close  time  for  the  Irish 
tenants  ? 


Mb.  8.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Whether 
the  Government  will  give  facilities  to 
bring  forward  the  Legal  Proceedings 
Reports  Bill ;  and,  whether  they  wUl 
introduce  legislation  of  their  own  to 
deal  with  the  evil  of  publishing  demora- 
lising details  of  divorce  cases  f 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
highest  legal  authorities  see  no  objection 
to  the  Legal  Proceedings  Reports  Bill ; 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
an  opportunity  of  passing  the  Bill  into 
law  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session  ? 

BUSINESS     OP    THE    HODSB  —  COAL 
MINES,  &o.  REGULATION  BILL. 

Mb.    JACOBY    (Derbyshire,    Mid) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If,  in  consideration  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session,  and  the  unsatisfactory  pro 
gress  made  in  the  negotiations  upstai 
he  can  now  name  a  day  for  proceed] 
with    the  Coal   Mines,  fto.  Regulati 
BiUf 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
el iffe)  also  oeked.    Whether  the  ri^ht 


DUCHY  OP  LANCASTER— THE  CHAN. 
CELLOR  OF  THE  DUCHY. 

Mb.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  could  inform  the  House 
how  soon  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  (Lord  John  Manners)  was 
likely  to  be  able  to  resume  his  place  in 
the  House,  and  to  transact  the  buainesa 
of  his  Department? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  my  noble  Friend  is 
recovering  from  hia  severe  illness.  I 
am  sure  this  news  will  be  gratifying  to 
the  House.  My  noble  Friend  hopes  to 
be  in  his  place  in  the  course  of  a  week 
or  1 C  days. 

CELEBRATION  OP  THE  JUBILEE  TBAH 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN— PARDON 
OF  OFFENDERS-THB  ROYAL  NAVT. 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) (for  Mr.  OnNNiNaHAME  Orahax) 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Royal  pardon 
to    be  granted    in  celebration    of    the 
Jubilee  to  deserters  from  the  Army  will 
be  extended  to  deserters  f^m  the  Boyal 
Navy? 

Ths  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
not  uanai  for  questions  to  be  addressed 
to  Ministers  with  reference  to  the  ei- 
ercise  of  the  clemency  of  the  Crown.  I 
think  that  is  a  rule  which  the  Hou» 
generally  will  think  it  well  to  observe- 
I  am  unable,  with  reference  to  the 
question  now  put,  to  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  request  will  be  granted. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  pointed  out  that 
the  object  of  the  question  was  to  asoertaia 
whether  the  same  clemency  was  to  be 
extended  to  deserters  from  the  Navy  U 
had  been  accorded  to  deserters  from  the 
Army. 
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Mr.  W.  H.  SSTTTH  :  It  ia  hardly  fair 

to  say  that  the  earns  clemeacy  has  not 
been  extended  to  the  Navy  as  to  the 
Army.  Several  privileges  have  been 
granted  to  the  Navy,  hut  deserters  from 
it  have  not  received  the  Royal  pardon. 

Mil.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longhrd,  N.) 
Does  not  Her  Majesty  in  alt  these 
matters  act  upon  tho  advice  of  Her 
Ministers  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainty. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JDBILEE  YEAR 
OF   HER    MAJESTY'S    REIGN  —  AD- 
DKESS  OP  THE  GRAND  COUNCIL  OF 
THE  PRIMROSE  LEAGUE. 
Ma.  P.  STANHOPE  (Wedneabuiy) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  now  in   a   position  to 
furnish  a  precedent  for  the  recent  re- 
ception  of  an  Address  from  the  Orand 
Council  of  the  Primrose  League  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  If  the 
lion.  Gentleman  vilt  refer  to  The  Qatelte 
3f  the  16th  of  May,  1884,  he  will  find 
mention  of  a  very  large  number  of  ad- 
Iresees  from  Liberal  Associations,  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  expressing 
sorrow  tor  the  loss  of  the  Duke  of  Albany. 
Vnd  there  have  been  other  cases  of  a 
limilar  character. 

V,FRICA  (CENTRAL)-EXPEDITION  FOR 
THE   RELIEF   OF  EMIN   PASHA-RE- 
PORTED DEATH  OF  MR.  STANLEY. 
Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 

Valden) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 

lentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Colonies,  Whether  he  has  received  any 

oformation  with  regard  to  the  reported 

eath  of  Mr.  Stanley  ? 
Tne   SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 

Ibnrt  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  No, 
ir,    I  have  not  received  any    intelli- 

once. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL. 
Mr.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastle- 
pon-Tyne):  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
lOrd  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  ad- 
erea  to  the  intention,  announced  to  the 
[ouse  the  other  day  in  reply  to  the  hon . 
[ember  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton), 
fmaking  a  statement  to-night  regarding 
le  changes  which  the  Q-overnment  pro- 
ose  in  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill  when  he 
takes  the  Motion  for  going  into  Qom- 


The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smiih)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee  will  be 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but 
such  changes  as  they  are  are  changes 
entirely  within  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
It  will  save  the  time  of  the  House  if  wo 
proceed  to  consider  the  Bill  in  Committee 
and  upon  the  clauses  to  deal  with  the 
Amendments  as  they  arise. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOELET  :  A  statement 
has  been  made  out  of  doors  as  t-o  the 
proposed  changes  j  and  are  we  to  under- 
stand that  no  announcement  is  to  be 
made  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  will  deal  with  that  question  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  and  on  the 
Motion  that  you,  Sir,  do  leave  the  Chair, 
if  it  appears  necessary  to  the  House ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  a  private  meeting  of 
the  Members  of  a  Party  renders  it 
necessary  that  a  grave  and  serious  state- 
ment should  be  made  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is  not,  I  believe,  usual  for 
the  Members  of  ths  Opposition,  or  even 
for  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  to 
make  such  a  statement  himself  as  to  the 
course  of  policy  which  the  Opposition 
may  think  it  right  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  a  Bill. 

Mh.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  aware  that  on  the 
occasion  of  the  introduction  of  the  Home 
Bute  Bill  in  1886  there  was  a  meeting 
out  of  doors,  and  that  a  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ire]and(Sir  MichaelHicks- 
Beach),  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  as  a  protest  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  it  is 
quite  possible  that  he  may  have  done  so. 
I  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  if  any 
delay  hindered  our  progress.  The  course 
whidi  the  Government  desired  to  take  is 
one  intended  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
the  House  as  far  aa  possible,  and  to  save 
the  time  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemantakesexceptionto  that  course ; 
but  on  ths  Motion  that  you,  Sir,  leave 
theChair  we  shall  give  such  explanations 

are  necessary. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Itwouldhavo 
been  more  convenient,  and  more  in 
accordance  with  custom,  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  placed  their  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  sq  th4t  they  might  be 
considered. 
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SPAIN-ALLEGED  MURDER  OP  \  SEA. 
MAN    AT    BILBAO    BY    A    SPANISH 

BENTRT. 

Aduibal  field  (Sussex,  EastbouFne) 
asbed  the  tJoder  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affaira,  Whether  he  had  seea 
the  report  in  the  nenapapers  etating  that 
a  merchant  eeaman  had  been  delibe- 
rately shot  dead  by  a  Spanish  sentry  on 
the  quay  at  the  Fort  of  Bilbao  ;  and, 
vhethet  he  would  iac[uiro  into  the 
matter  and  demand  satisfaction  for  the 
outrage  and  compeasation  for  the  poor 
man's  family  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  JAMBa  Fergussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.),  in  reply,  said,  un- 
doubtedly euoh  an  occurrence  would  re- 
ceive inquiry.  A  Beport  would  be  ob- 
tained. Of  couree,  it  would  bo  quite 
premature  to  say  what  would  be  done 
until  the  result  of  the  inquiry  was  made 
known. 

IRISH  UAND  law  bill. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  why  the  Amendments  put  down 
to  this  Bill  had  not  been  numbered  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  as  was  done  in  the 
case  of  the  Oriminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

The  chief  SEOEETAET  for  IRE- 
LAND)(Mr.A.J.BALF0us)(Manche8ter, 
E.),  in  reply,  said,  that  so  far  the 
Amendments  did  not  equal  in  number 
tboee  put  down  in  the  case  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill. 

PRIVILEGE. 

PARLUMENT-PRIVILEGE— COM- 
PLATST  (DR.  TANNER).- RESOLUTION. 

Order  read  for  the  Attendance  of  Dr. 
Tanner,  and  Dr.  Tanner  being  in  hie 
place : — 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [18th  July], 


Memter  for  the 
Cork,  to  &I1  hononmble  Member  of  this  House, 
Dr.  TBim«r  be  saspandei]  from  the  Service  of 
the  Honse,  and  excladed  from  its  precincts  for 
a  UoDth."— (Jfr.  W-  a.  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  mumed. 


{COMMONS}     Complaint  {Dr,  Tinner).     Ifigi 

Db.  TANNEE(Cork,  Co.  Mid.);  Sir, 
in  the  first  place,  in  zisiog  to  make  my 
explanation  of  the  unfortunate  oBcunence 
which  took  place  on  last  Friday  evening, 
I  must  express  my  deep  regret  that  this 
House  has  been  put  to  such  inconveDi- 
ence  in  connection  with  this  matter.  I 
also  still  further  express  my  regret  that 
a  highly  estimable  ofGcer  of  this  House 
has  been  put  to  the  inconvenience  at  this 
season  of  the  year  of  undertaking  along 

1'ourney  of  about  1,000  miles  to  let  ni« 
:now  the  wish  of  this  House  that  I 
present  myself  here  this  afternoon.  I 
can  assuro  you,  Sir,  and  the  House  tbtt 
directly  I  became  aware  of  the  fact  tbat 
notice  was  to  be  taken  of  the  incident  on 
Friday,  and  that  it  was  to  be  brought 
before  the  House,    I   then    and  there 


sent  myself  before  the  House  i 
acquaint  them  with  my  versioa  of  whet 
occurred.  Now,  Sir,  I  understand  thot 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr.  Long; 
in  making  his  complaint  in  connectioD 
with  this  incident  said  that  he  committed 
his  recollection  of  it  to  writing,  and  witii 
the  permission  of  the  House,  as  I  hare 
done  the  same,  I  will  read  what  I  han 
written  as  my  recollection  of  the  occur- 
rence. On  Friday  evening,  Sir,  in  cod- 
neotioo  with  the  second  vote  for  the 
Motion  for  the  closure,  after  I  had  com- 

{lained  that  my  vote  was  not  recorded, 
considered  that  I  was  jeered  at  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  tt 
the  adjournment  which  then  took  plsM 
I  was  addressed  on  the  subject  of  the 
mistake  that  I  had  made  wbUe  walkiog 
down  the  floor  of  the  House  by  alfam- 
ber  of  the  Conservative  Party  under 
circumstances  which  annoyed  me  cob- 
sidarably.  I  had  never  spoken  to  tbe 
Qcntleman  in  my  life  and  I  did  not 
know  his  name.  When,  therefore,  I 
reached  the  Lobby,  I  was  again  accosted 
at  the  Post  Office  by  another  hon.  Ooo- 
tleman,  whom  I  aUo  did  sot  know,  in 
a  tone  and  manner  which  I  considered— 
however  it  may  have  been  intended- 
was  an  attempt  to  throw  ridicule  on  me 
on  the  part  of  Members  acting,  as  I  hid 
supposed,  in  concert,  I  heard  before 
this  Gentleman  accosted  me  the  tittering 
going  on  behind  me,  and  then  this  Gen- 
tlemaa,  the  hon.  Member  for  Deviwi, 
advanced  and  aaid  to  me  "Thatwu* 
nice  sell  you  got."  I  aaid  "  Who  an 
you  P  I  have  not  addressed  you.  Are  jo« 
a  Tory  ?  "    He  gave  a  sneering  laugh 
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Mb.  long  :  I  am  very  glad  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
suggested  that  the  bon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cerk  should  be  in  attendance.  I 
bare  but  very  few  words  to  add  to  those 
which  I  spoke  in  this  House  the  other 
day.  I  have  to  deny  absolutely  that  I 
used  tbe  word  "sell,"  or  any  other 
words  than  those  which  I  statsd  to  the 
House  when  I  addressed  it  on  Monday. 
With  reference  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork's  statement  that  the  iocident 
concluded  with  the  first  remark,  I  have 
only  to  repeat 

Dr.  TANNEB  :  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mb.  LONG:  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  ;  He  said  he  used 
no  further  expletives. 

Mb.  long  :  I  adhere  to  the  state- 
ment that  I  made  to  the  House  last 
Monday,  which  I  believe  now,  as  I  said 
then,  to  be  absolutely  and  literally  cor- 
rect. I  deny  the  statement  that  I  need 
the  word  '■  sell,"  or  that  by  word  or 
manner  I  gave  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  cause  for  offence ;  and  although  I 
regret  that  it  has  been  necessary  in 
this  Honse  or  anywhere  else  to  call  upon 
anybody  to  pledge  for  my  statement,  I 
am  compelled  to  ask  those  hon.  Oentle- 
meu  who  were  present  at  the  time,  two 
of  whom  heard  everything  that  passed 
from  the  beginning  to  tbe  end,  my  bon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  tbe  Brentford 
DiviBton  of  Middlesex  (Mr.  Bigwood), 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Dorset  {Mr. 
Bond),  and  tbe  hon.  Memberfor  the  Tyne- 
side  Division  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont).  I 
willask  them  tosaytotbeHousenhether 
or  no  my  account  of  what  took  place 
is  accurate.  I  have  nothing  beyond  that 
to  add  to  what  I  have  already  addressed 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  BIOWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) :  As  my  name  baa  been  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Qentleman  tbe  Mem- 
ber for  the  Devizes  Division,  I  think  it 
well  to  explain  to  tbe  House  what 
occurred  on  the  occasion  in  question  so 
far  as  I  am  aware.  I  passed,  imme- 
diately after  tbe  Division,  into  the 
Lobby,  and  was  standing  near  the  Post 
Office,  when  thehon.  Member  for  Devizes 
came  up,  passed  me,  and  spoke  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork.  I  had. 
therefore,  an  opportunity  of  hearing  all 
that  was  said,  and  I  certainly  do  not 
remember  tbe  use  of  the  word  ''aelt" 
in   conneotioa  with   the   coDversation. 

3  a 


and  said  "  Certainly."  I  rejoined 
"  I  wish  you  to  know  that  I  do  not 
want    to     be    addressed    by     any   of 

your  d d  lot."     I  deny,  Sir,  having 

u«ed  any  of  the  further  expletives  on  the 
occasion  in  questiou  Which  have  been 
attributed  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Donegal  was 
present  at  the  time,  and  can  also  state 
what  occurred.  It  is  true  that  I  spoke 
in  haste,  and  the  incident  would  never 
have  arisen  but  that  I  considered  that  I 
had  been  twice  importuned  on  a  subject 
with  regard  to  which  I  was  smarting 
from  annoyance  at  tbe  moment  by  hostile 
Members  whom  Ido  not  know,  and  who 
I  considered  ought  to  have  abstained 
from  addressing  iu  private  Members  of 
a  Party  whom  they  constantly  denounce 
in  public.  Sir,  I  regret  very  much  what 
has  occurred  for  my  own  sake  as  well  as 
on  account  of  the  House  ;  and  I  can  only 
say  that,  hut  for  the  fact  that  I  regarded 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr. 
Long)  and  his  Friends  as  aggressors, 
I  should  not  have  used  tbe  expression 
complained  of.  Finally,  it  remains  for 
me  to  withdraw  that  portion  of  my  lan- 
guage which  was  indecorous  and  im- 
proper, and  also  to  express  to  the  House 
my  regret  for  having  used  it. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  Tbe  bon.  Gentle- 
man will  withdraw. 

Dr.  Tahnbe  withdrew  accordingly. 

The  SECBETART  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loko) 
(Wills,  DeviMs)  :  I  am  aware,  Sir,  that 
I  can  only  now  address  the  House  by 
the  indulgence  of  tbe  House,  as  I  have 
already  spoken  in  the  debate.  But  I 
trust  I  shall  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  in  answer  to  tbe  explanation  just 
made  by  the  bon.  Member 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  I  submit  to  yon,  Sir,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  ought  in 
fairness  to  be  allowed  to  be  present  to 
bear  any  reiteration  of  tbe  charge  made 
against  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devises ;  otherwise  he  will  be  placed  at 
a  great  disadvantage. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  it  he  the  general 
wish  of  the  House,  I  see  no  objection  to 
the  bon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  being 
present. 

Dr.  TijnizB  waa,  with  the  aaeent  of  the 
House,  recalled,  and  resumed  bis  seat. 

VOJ*  COOXVn.    I.™"®  "KUM-l 
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The  GonverBation  as  reported  to  thi 
Houae  seems  to  be  particularly  accurate, 
and  Tvhy  I  knov  it  is  accurate  is  that 
the  language  atTected  me  at  the  time 
much  that  I  proceeded  to  write  down 
the  words  myself, 

Mr.  LABOUCHKRE  (Northampton): 
Why  did  you  write  it  down? 
Aa  hon.  Mkmbeb  :  It  is  a  plot. 
Mh.  BIQWOOD:  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  read  the  words  to 
me  I  looked  at  what  I  had  taken  down, 
and  I  found  that  they  corresponded 
exactly.  The  hen.  Member  for  Devizes 
has  been  particularly  accurate  in  the 
statement  givea  to  the  House;  but  he 
has  not  made,  perhaps,  so  much  as  he 
might  have  made  of  it.  He  has  not 
alluded  to  the  very  offensive  manner 
which  the  words  were  spoken.  I  may 
inform  the  House  that  the  impression  I 
had  when  the  conversation  commenced 
waa  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes 
was  officially  inquiring  into  the  mistake: 
for  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  those 
who  were  in  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  particularly  asked 
the  question  what  was  to  be  done  ;  and 
it  occurred  to  me — not  recognizing  for 
the  instant  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes 
— that  he  was  making  an  official  inquiry. 
That  must  remove  from  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  the  idea  that  there  was 
any  conversation  of  a  banterine  descrip- 
tion or  of  a  light  character.  The  con- 
versation waa  almost  word  for  word  such 
aa  has  been  stated,  and  I  must  say  that 
I  do  not  recollect  the  nse  of  any  such 
word  as  "  sell "  during  the  conversation. 
[An  hon,  Mehbeb  :  Read.]  I  have 
nothing  to  read.  Perhaps,  as  a  proof 
of  the  assertion  I  make,  I  may  say  that 
in  a  copy  of  The  Birmingham  Daily  Mail 
there  appears  a  statement  very  much  of 
the  same  character  as  that  I  make 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Supplied  by  you. 

Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman refers  to  what  a^ears  in  The 
Birmingham  Daily  Mail.  May  I  ask  him 
whether  he  is  not  himself  the  correspon- 
dent who  supplied  it  ? 

Mb.  BIGWOOD  :  Certainly  not.  I 
was  not  under  the  impression  that  those 
words  would  be  seen  in  print.  I  cer- 
tainly conveyed  to  a  gentleman  in  the 
outer  Lobby  the  fact  that  I  was  extremely 
indignant  at  what  I  had  heard,  and  that 
I  thought  it  waa  the  duty  of  some  per-  for  Pevizes,  said- 
Jfr.  Big  wood 


son  to  bring  forward   such  condoct  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.):  WiU 
the  hon.  Member  read  hie  notes? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mk.  BIGWOOD :  I  thought  for  the 
honour  of  this  House  that  language  of 
that  sort  onght  to  be  brought  forward, 
because,  being  spoken  in  the  preseoce 
of  strangers,  I  deemed  it  to  be  a  very 
grave  offence  against  the  dignity  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  Ab  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  mentioned  that  he  took 
a  note  of  the  conversation,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  should  be  asked  to  read  it. 

Mb.  BIGWOOD:  I  have  not  those 
notes  with  me. 

Mr.  bond  (Dorset,  £.)  :  Haviii| 
been  in  company  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devizes  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
I  most  distinctly  say  —  and  I  left  the 
House  with  him  and  waa  in  hia  compaoy 
during  the  whole  incident — that  the 
words  imputed  by  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Mid  Cork  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Deviz« 
were  not  used.  I  must  say,  further,  thst 
the  manner  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  was  such  as  could  not  have  caused 
the  slightest  irritation  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork.  His  manner  was  most 
GODrteous,aDdImayatBOBaythatthehon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  was  at  the  time, 
I  think,  reading  a  letter,  and  upon  beio^ 
addressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
vizes he  looked  up  witha  smiling  couate- 
nance.  When  he  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devizes  whether  he  waa  a  T017, 
I  thought  it  was  done  in  joke.  I  miut 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizu 
has  given  a  fair  and  impartial  atatement 
of  the  case,  and  all  I  can  add  is  that  I 
most  heartily  endorse  every  word  he  said. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) ;  I,  Sir,    I 

am  under  the  disadvantage  of  not  having 

on  the  spot  committed  to  writing  what 

took  place,  and  must,  therefore,  troat  to 

my  memory.    I  was  in  the  House  at  the 

time  when  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 

for  Mid  Cork  asked  the  Chairman  o^ 

Committees  with  regard   to  his  vote— 

What  was  to  be  done  ?  "    He  and  I 

walkedoutof thatdoortogether.  Behind 

us  I  distinctly  heard  tittering  and  iee^ 

ing,  as  if  hon.  Members  were  makiDg 

fun  for  themselves  at  the  expense  of  laj 

hon.  Friend.    In  the  centre  of  the  Lobby 

hon.  Gentleman,   I  think — for  my 

is  rather  impetfeot — the  Member 

■ '     ■'  What  is  this  nice 
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sell ;ou  have  got  into,  Dr.  Tannor?"  At 
thia  time  mj  Iidd.  Frieod  was  coneideT- 
ablj  chagrined  with  regard  to  his  vote, 
and  the  coDTereation  fae  bad  with  me  was 
as  to  hoiT  the  mistake  he  had  fallen  into 
could  be  remedied.  I  considered  that 
he  was  unnecessarily  worrying  himself 
in  the  matter ;  but  it  was  evident  to  any 
perBon  that  he  had  taken  it  very  seriously 
toheart.  Inthecentre  of  the  Lobby  the 
words  I  have  quoted  were  used,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  turned  round  and  said — 
"I  have  not  addressed  you;  I  do  not 
know  who  you  are.  Are  you  a  Tory  ? 
— perhaps  you  are  a  Tory,"  or  some- 
thing like  that.  There  was  a  laugh- 
ing reply  given  in  the  affirmative.  Of 
the  words  my  hon.  Friend  used  my 
recollection  is  quite  ae  distinct  as  that  of 
any  hon.  Member  who  lias  spoken.  The 
words  he  used  were— "I  wish  you  to 
know  that  I  do  not  desire  to  address  or 
to  be  addressed  by  you,  or  by  any  of  your 

d d  lot,"  or  d d  something,  or 

words  to  that  effect.  When  be  went 
away,  I  remonstrated  with  my  hon. 
Friend  on  the  heat  he  had  displayed, 
and  he  said — "  Why  ou  earth  do  not  they 
mind  theirowu  business?"  Thatiswhat 
I  can  bear  testimony  to,  and,  though 
not  having  committed  the  matter  to 
writing,  that  is  the  evidence  I  should 
give  3  I  were  placed  in  the  witness- 
box. 

Me.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  {Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) :  I  have  been  ap- 
pealed to  to  say  a  few  words.  In  the 
irst  place,  I  cannot  help  ezpreBsing  my 
regret,  which  I  think  must  be  shared  in 
generally,  that  my  hon.  Belative  (Kir, 
Cjong)  did  not  adhere  to  the  determioa- 
ioD  he  expressed  to  me  at  the  termina- 
ion  of  thie  unfortunate  incident,  and 
liat  was  to  let  the  matter  drop.  But, 
jir,  be  that  as  it  may,  having  been 
ippealed  to,  I  am  bound  to  speak,  and 
'  will  tell,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
ixaotly  what  occurred.  I  was  posting  a 
etter,  and  I  heard  a  considerable  noise, 
he  hon.  Uember  Jbr  Mid  Cork  using 
anguage  which  he  hae  himself  described. 
'.  turned  to  my  hon.  Belative,  and  I  said, 
'  Whatisthis?"  And  he  said,  "  There 
s  chaff  going  on."  I  will  not  be  certain 
hat  he  used  the  words  "going  on;" 
■ut  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  he  used 
he   word  "chaff,"  and  that  word  ap- 


lavin^  said  that,  I  do  not  think  that  1 


am  able  to  throw  any  more  light  on  the 
subject. 
Sib  JULIAN  G0LD9MID  (St.  Pan- 
as,  8.) :  I  think  it  is  time  the  Bouse 
should  ask  itself  whether  this  matter 
ought  not  now  to  close?     The   hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork   has,   I  think, 
apologized  to  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
vizes for  the  language  which  he  used, 
and  we  all  know  that  he  is  of  an  ez- 
table  nature. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
about  to  give  some  evidence  on  the 
actual  facts.  I  only  intervene  because 
I  think  it  proper  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  should  now  withdraw. 
Dr.  Tahneb  withdrew  accordingly. 
SiK  JULIAN  aOLDSMID  :  It  is  our 
experience  that  men  in  the  excitement 
of  the  moment  use  language  they  after- 
wards regret.  Over  and  over  again  it 
has  been  ruled  that  language  used  out- 
side the  House  ought  not  to  be  discussed 
in  this  House,  it  being  resolved  by  some 
hon.  Members,  as  I  was  told  ju^t  now, 
to  give  as  good  as  they  got,  as  the 
homely  phrase  is,  rather  than  to  trouble 
the  House.  1  think  I  have  a  right  to 
epeak,  as  I  have  been  addressed  by  the 
hon.  Uember  for  Mid  Cork  in  language 
which  I  considered  most  unsuitable. 
Knowing  something  of  the  excitable 
character  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  thought 
it  would  be  useless  and  unnecessary 
to  trouble  the  House  with  the  matter. 
Now,  Sir,  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  opposite,  whom 
everyone  knows  to  be  of  a  kindly  and 
courteous  disposition,  that  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  House  he  should  drop  this 
subject,  and  that  the  House  should  go 
to  ^e  next  Business.  This  would  be  far 
better  than  to  occupy  more  valuable  time 
in  discussing  an  incident  which  every  hon. 
Member  in  the  House  must  deplore.  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
the  use  of  strong  language  does  not  add 
to  the  force  of  one's  observations,  for  it 
shows  lack  of  temper  and  judgment.  In 
the  little  controversy  I  bad  with  the 
hon.  Uember  I  did  not  use  any  strong 
language  at  all,  and  yet  I  think  I  got 
the  best  of  it.  I  think  it  would  be  well 
if  hon.  Members  remembered  the  ex- 
citable temper  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  and  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  not  worth  while  to  bring  the 
hon.  Member's  language  in  the  Lobbies 
3  G  8 
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Mb.  "W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  wiU 
be  more  convenient  if  the  hon.  anl 
learned  Member  waita  until  I  bare  con- 
cluded, and  then  correctB  any  Btatement 


to  the  notice  of  the  House.  I  hope 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will 
DOW  allow  tbo  matter  to  drop. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weetminster) :  I  know,  Sir,  it  is  only 
by  the  indulgenoe  of  the  House,  as  I 
have  already  spoken,  that  I  can  be 
allowed  to  speak  again ;  but  I  r.'fi^ret 
that  I  am  not  able  to  take  the  i ' 
which  the  ban.  Baronet  (Sir  Ju 
Ooldsmid)  takes  upon  the  conditions 
which  should  exist  in  tbe  Lobby.  I 
understand  him  to  take  the  view  that 
strong  language — as  he  calls  it — may 
be  used  in  the  Lobby,  and  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  take  no  notice  of  it. 
Well,  I  am  afraid  that  if  that  view  were 
sanctioned  by  the  House  we  should  be 
exposed  to  incidents  that  would  thi 
great  discredit  on  this  House.  It 
obviously  impossible  that  this  House 
should  refuse  to  extend  its  jurisdiction 
to  language  spoken  and  acts  done  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House,  though  not 
in  the  House  itself.  If  so,  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  considered  themselves  insulted 
might  take  the  remedy  into  their  own 
hands,  and  we  might  have  very  dis- 
graceful scenes  within  tbe  precincts  of 
the  House.  Unless  the  House  is  pre- 
pared to  recognize  a  principle  which  it 
has  never  yet  sanctioned,  the  House 
most  insure  that  order  and  decency  are 
maintained  in  tbe  Lobby  as  well  as  in 
the  House.  I  have  listened  with  care 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork.  He  has  called  in  question 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr.  Long), 
although  that  statement  is  sustained 
and  corroborated  by  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Brentford  (Mr.  Bigwood]  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Dorset  (Mr. 
Bond).  The  attributing  of  falsehood  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  thus  cor- 
roborated, is  an  aggravation  of  the 
original  offence. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.).: 
I  wish,  as  a  point  of  Order,  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether,  with  regard  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea),  who  corroborated 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  it  is  in  Order  to  speak  of  that 
OS  an  imputation  of  f^sebood?  The 
statement 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  No  point  of  Order 
has  arisen.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  only  drawing  an  utference. 
Sir  Julian  Qoldimid 


I  may  make.  I  consider  that  an  impu- 
tation of  falsehood  has  been  east  upon 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  De»iiw, 
and  that  is  an  aggravation  of  the  offesce. 
But  there  is  one  other  point  to  which  I 
am  anxious  to  draw  tbe  attention  of  the 
House.  No  explanation  whatever  haa 
been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  of  the  failui-e  to  attend  in  hia 

{ilace  on  Monday.  He  received  th« 
etter  giving  notice  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  hon._  Member  for  Deviiw 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  hii 
conduct  on  Friday  afternoon.  He  re- 
turned the  letter  to  the  bon.  Gentleoiaii 
opened,  showing  that  he  had  received 
and  read  it.  He  left  this  House  and 
went  away  from  the  precincts  of  tliiJ 
House  altogether,  and  conveyed  to  tbe 
House  no  explanation  of  any  kind,  and 
the  House  received  no  explanation, 
except  that  which  was  tendered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  on  his  own  motion,  without  in- 
structions as  to  the  cause  of  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork.  I 
think  the  House  must  mark  its  viewof 
tbe  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member,  wbo 
failed  to  regard  the  rules  and  cuetoa^ 
of  this  House,  and  set  at  nought  reguli- 
tious  which  are  laid  down  for  the  good 
order  of  this  House.  I  say  so  withoat 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  where  sn; 
hon.  Member  sits  in  this  House.  But 
circumstances  within  the  knowledge  of 
this  House — I  will  not  repeat  what  hw 
been  said  by  the  hoc.  Member  for  St 
Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)— but  I 
say  circumstances  within  the  knowledge 
of  this  House  render  it  in  my  jndgoient 
necessary  and  expedient  that  the  Houk 
should,  as  regards  any  Member,  auert 
its  authority,  and  make  it  diatincilj 
clear  that  it  intends  that  decency  and 
order  shall  be  maintained  not  only  i" 
debate,  but  in  the  House  itself  utef 
debate,  and  within  the  precincts  of  tit' 
House.  If  the  House  does  not  Bswr* 
that  authority,  and  make  it  clear  tbaC  a 
severe  censure  and  punishment  abal! 
follow  upon  any  breach  of  that  order, 
then  I  apprehend  that  some  of  tbow 
disorders  which  we  unfortunately  bs'i 
seen  during  tbe  present  Session  maybt 
repeated  with  very  serious  consequanMS 
to  tbe  dignity  of  the  House.    I  taoA 
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therefore,  persist  with  the  Motion  I  bare 
made,  though— BO  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned— if  the  House  is  at  opinion  that 
one  month  ia  an  unduly  long  period  ot 
Biupeneion,  I  am  willing  to  amend 
the  UotioD  in  that  particular  and 
shorten  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
In  justice  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  I  should  say  it  was 
at  my  sugftestion  he  omitted  any  refer- 
ence in  his  statement  as  to  the  letter. 
He  consulted  me  about  it ;  he  had  it  in 
his  explanation;  and   I  blame  myself 
for  his  taking  it  out.    It  was  an  error  of 
judgment — but  it  was  mine;   and  the 
reason  I  advised  him  to  omit  it  was  be- 
OBoae  I  considered  it  to  be  a  subsidiary 
incident  to  what  I  supposed  to  be  the 
fpravamen   of    the    charge.      My    hon. 
Friend's  explanation  was  this — and  I 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Deviaes  (Mr.  Long)  I  do  not  wish 
for  a  moment  to  convey  any  additional 
circumstances    of    aggraration    to    the 
other  side.    The  explanation  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  this — that  he  coDsidered  the 
sending  of  this  letter  to  be  a  portion  of 
the  offence  which,  in  his  opinion — [  Orit* 
of  "  Oh,  oh !  "  and  interruplioni'] — well, 
now,  hon.  Gentlemen  surely  know  that 
there  are  two  sides  to  every  question, 
and  my  hon.  Friend  considered  he  was 
not  the  aggressor.     He   said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was  the  aggressor, 
and  his  explanation  ot  the  sending  back 
of  the  letter  was  that  it  was  a  further 
attempt  to  keep  up    what    has    been 
termed    by  the  hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  the  Tyneeids  Division  of 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
OS  this  "chaS" — this  "  ofieosive  chaff." 
That  was  the  explanation  which  my  hon. 
Friend  gave  to  me,  and  I  said,  after  all, 
that  was  not  the  grievance  of  which  the 
House  complained  —  the  grievance  of 
which  the  House  complained  was  that 
theie  offensive  words  should  be  used  in 
the  Lobby,  and  it  is  that  I  said  with 
which  your  statement   must  deal  and 
nothing  else.    When  my  hon.  Friend 
oonaulted    me,  he    consulted,  perhaps, 
a  bod  adviser.    If  he  has  made  a  mis- 
take I  am  entirely  to  blame  for  it,  and 
there  is  no  reason  whatever  why  the 
bUme  should  be  shared   by  the  hon. 
Qentleman.    I  considered  it  wascoutro- 
Tersial,  and  would  add  fuel  to  the  fire, 
by  saying  he  considered  the  letter  ad- 
dressed to  him  was  an  additional  cir- 


cumstance of  aggravation,  and  so  I  ad- 
vised that  that  portion  of  his  explana- 
tionshouldbeomitted.  Andnow,  having 
said  that  much,  may  I  be  allowed  to  say 
one  or  two  words  on  the  general  merits 
of  the  question  ?  Is  it  to  be  said  that 
because  a  statement  made  by  an  hon. 
Qentleman  opposite,  and  corroborated  by 
two  of  his  Friends,  and  where  on  this 
side  a  counter  and  rebutting  state- 
ment  is  made,  corroborated  by  one  of 
our  Friends,  and  certainly  not  uncor- 
roborated by  the  relative  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  is  it  to  be  said  that 
this  House,  which  has  important  affairs 
of  the  Empire  to  attend  to,  and  just 
now  has  the  grievances  of  500,000  Irish 
tenants  to  give  its  attention  to,  is  going 
to  continue  to  occupy  its  time  with  this 
trumpery  and  miserable  case?  There  is 
only  one  precedent  for  words  spoken  in 
the  Lobby  having  been  noticed  by  the 
Honse — that  of  Dr.  Kenealy  and  the 
late  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan,  and  that  was  a 
case  in  which  Mr.  Sullivan  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  words 
which  had  been  used  towards  him  by 
Dr.  Kenealy,  who  oslled  him,  I  think, 

"  a  d d  liar."  Now,  these  words  had 

arisen  in  reference  to  a  debate  in  this 
House,  and  for  that  the  explanation  and 
apology  of  Dr.  Kenealy  were  accepted, 
he  being  an  English  Member ;  and  now 
are  you  going  to  say  that  in  a  matter  on 
which  doubt  has  been  cast  that  this 
Houseisgoingtotake— [Cr«'Mo/'"No!"3 
I  do  not  say  doubt  in  an  offensive  sense, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  the  least  im- 
putation on  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. But  in  a  Oourt  of  Justice  do  not 
witnesses  take  different  views  of  a  case  ? 
And  that  is  what  has  occurred  in  this 
instance.     My  hon.  Friend  admits   the 

use  of  the  expression  "  d d."     The 

hon.  Gentleman  opposite  thinks  it  was 
used  more  than  once,  and  I  put  it  to  the 
House,  is  it  a  desirable  thing  that  the 
House  should  engage  in  such  a  frivo- 
lous case  in  a  species  of  investigation, 
when  doubt  has  been  cast  upon  the 
matter,  when  we  are  not  unanimous,  and 
when  we  are  all  anxious  to  suppress 
disorder  in  all  parts  of  die  House  ? 
rOtM  of  "  No,  no ! "]  I  challenge  the 
non.  Gentleman  opposite  tosay,  whatever 
my  action  tn  this  House  has  been,  that 
I  have  ever  given  the  least  offence  out- 
side it,  or  have  ever  addressed  any  hon. 
Gentleman  whom  I  did  not  know.  We 
Irish    Members    occupy    admittedly  A 
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peculiar  position.  We  have  bden 
nounoed  outside  the  House,  and  some 
of  us  in  it ;  and  I  aa.j  if  there  is  this 
attempt  to  cironmscribe  ua,  and  diatin- 
guiah  between  the  Irish  and  English 
Members,  I  aay  it  is  an  unfortunate 
thing.  I  will  put  it  no  further — that 
this  cijnversation  should  have  been  ini- 
tiated,  I  will-not  bb;  by  the  aggressor, 
but,  at  any  rate,  by  the  complainant  in 
the  case.  I  think  the  hon.  Oentleman 
himself  will  be  the  first  to  admit  that. 
I  have  an  Amendment  down,  which  I  do 
not  desire  to  move,  so  as  to  prolong  the 
discussion ;  but  I  will  move  it  formally. 
I  do  not  do  80  with  any  desire  to  prolong 
this  controversy ;  but  we  know  very  well 
that  while  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
repress  disorder  outside  the  House — we 
know  very  well  that  Mr.  Speaker  is  a 
fair  arbiter,  and  my  Amendment  oomes 
to  this — that  any  hon.  Gentleman  having 
addressed  himself  to  Mr.  Speaker  wit£ 
regard  to  offensive  words  which  might 
have  been  used  towards  him,  and  the 
hon.  Member  so  offending  having  made 
an  ample  apology  then  and  there,  the 
House  will  be  prepared  to  take  imme- 
diate and  stringent  action.  That  is  an 
Amendment  ^ich  the  Government 
might  accept  as  being  a  fitting  close 
to  this  deplorable  incident.  We  do  not 
desire  for  one  moment  to  at  all  labour 
this  point.  We  desire  that  this  matter 
should  be  brought  to  a  close,  and  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  what  has 
taken  place  will  be  a  lesson  to  all  Parties, 
both  English  and  Irish,  Liberal  and 
Tory,  and  will  cause  them  to  keep,  I 
will  not  say  the  demeanour  that  has 
been  maintained  in  the  House,  but  to 
avoid  all  causes  of  offence.  I  can  only 
say  this— our  position  in  this  House,  and 
in  this  country,  is  peculiar  enough  and 
Tinfortunate  enough  without  adding  any 
additional  circumstance  of  aggravation 
to  it ;  end  I  think,  after  the  explanation 
entered  into  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
it  would  be  an  unfair  thing,  and  that 
the  English  public  will  regard  it  as  an 
unfair  Uiing,  that  this  House  should, 
against  an  Irish  Member,  take  punitive 
and  unusual  steps  absolutely  unprece- 
dented and  never  once  taken  before.  I 
have  referred  to  precedent  in  this  Amend- 
ment, and  we  know  that  Mr.  Speaker 
has  accommodated  differences  between 
private  Members  where  allegations  were 
made  involving  a  complaint  of  language 
being  used  of  an  equally  offensive  cha- 
Ur.  T.  M.  Siaig 


racter  as  that  complained  of.  I  rut 
myself  upon  that  precedent.  We  ill 
feel  in  these  delicate  matters  that  we  can 
appeal  fully  and  fairly  to  Mr.  Speaker ; 
and  certainly,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  so,  whenever  we  have  had  ocoaaion 
in  private  to  appeal  to  him,  he  has 
always  met  us  in  the  spirit  which  any- 
one occupying  his  great  and  emineat 
position  should  do.  We  recogoize  that, 
and  my  Amendment  recognizes  it ;  and 
I  trust,  in  asking  leave  to  move  it,  I  am 
not  adding  any  element  to  the  contro- 
versy. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
concluded  by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  be  made  to 
the  Question, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  wori 
"That,"  to  the  end  of  the  QaeBtion,  in  otiin 
to  add  the  words  "this  House  is  of  opiDioa 
that,  aa  the  worda  compUioed  of  by  Sir.  W. 
Long  were  not  Bpokea  within  the  Uoose,  aod 
resulted  from  a  coaversatioa  initiated  by  hiai, 
the  better  course  for  the  hODoantble  Gentleoiu 
aggrioved  would  haveheen  to  have  first  claimed 
the  good  offices  of  Mr.  Speaker,  in  accerdaiKf 
with  precedent ;  but  tbat  tbia  Hooso  is  prepimL 
should  the  private  iuterveution  of  Ur.  Spetkir 
prove  ineffeotiial,  to  repreal  all  disorders  in  th 
Lobbieaasia  the  Houw  itseU,"— (Jfr.  T.  X. 
Healy,) 
— instead  thereof. 


Question  i 
proposed  to  a 
Question," 


oposed,  "  That  the  wordi 
'  left  out  sland  part  of  the 


8m  JOHN  H.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford 
Univereity):  Ido  not  desire  to  prolong  thii 
Gontroversy,  but  I  must  proteat  agaioit 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  that  there  is  anj 
doubt  about  the  present  question.  No 
doubt  exists  that  the  hon.  Member  (or 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  used  langiii|« 
which  was  an  insult  to  an  hon.  Membtr 
in  the  Lobby  of  this  House.  If  the 
language  he  used  had  been  nsed  in  thii 
House,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  would  hm 
intervened  to  restore  order,  andthehon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  would  probabl.' 
have  apologized  in  his  place.  The  im- 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  was  informed 
that  the  matter,  having  occurred  oatn^^ 
the  House,  would  be  bronght  before  tbi 
House  the  next  time  it  met,  on  Mondtj- 
The  hon.  Member  has  given  no  ezplau- 
tion  why  he  did  not  attend  on  that  dij' 
Indeed,  we  learn  it  was  by  the  edviceo' 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  LongfoH 
tbat  that  explanation  was  not  given. 
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Ms,  T.  M.  HBALY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton]  stated  on  Monday  that  the  rea- 
son vhy  the  bou.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
bad  to  absent  himself  was  that  be  was 
one  of  the  signatories  to  a  notice  calling 
a  convention  for  the  county  of  Cork,  and 
that  he  was  obliged  to  attend. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBHAT :  The  bon, 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  did  not  repeat 
that  statement  himself,  nor  did  be  send 
any  irritten  answer  to  the  letter  of  my 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bevizaa 
(Mr.  Long).  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  bad  asked  the  bon.  Member 
for  Devizes  to  postpone  the  matter  until 
he  could  attend  there  might  have  been 
grounds  for  appealing  to  the  generosity 
and  indulgence  of  the  House ;  but  the 
hoD.  Meuiber  for  Mid  Cork  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.  He  left  my  hon.  Friend  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House,  aud 
BO  force  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  to  submit  a  Motion 
on  the  subject.  This  House  cannot 
afford  to  pass  over  the  matter.  We 
should  have  been  glad  to  do  it  if  tho 
hon.  Member  had  told  ub  be  would  take 
the  first  opportunity  of  offering  a  full 
and  frank  apology  for  the  language 
used. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  He  bas  done 
that. 

SirJOHNE.  MOWBEAY:  Both  for 
the  language  used  and  for  hie  demeanour 
towards  the  hon.  Member.  When  a 
matter  of  this  kind  is  brought  before  the 
House,  as  this  bas  been,  the  House  must 
have  regard  to  its  own  dignity.  It  is 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Speaker  to  main- 
tain the  dignity  of  our  proceedings 
unless  the  House  shows  itself  jealous  of 
its  own  dignity  and  maintains  its  own 
character.  I  think  the  House  would  be 
to  blame  if  it  passed  over  this  matter ; 
and,  therefore,  I  hope  the  House  will 
support  the  Motion  of  its  Leader,  and 
show  in  some  signal  way  its  sense  of  the 
misconduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork. 

Me.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
I   shall  detain  the   House  only  for  a 
moment.     I  wish  to  add  a  word  to  what 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy).     I  thi  "     "        ' 
wbich  has  bee 
ciroumstances 
the  oircumstan 
Member  for  Mi 


I  feel,  Sir,  when  yon  remember  the 
peculiar  circumstances  connected  with 
myself,  that  I  may  make  an  appeal  that 
may  have  some  weight  with  tiie  House 
and  the  Government  if  I  ask  that  the 
Motion  may  not  be  pressed. 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
I  wish  to  say  one  word  as  to  the  words 
which  were  imputed  to  me  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford on  Friday  last.  On  the  last  occa- 
sion  

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Order,  order!  It  is 

ipossible  to  go  back  to  March  last,  and 
to  a  case  which  has  no  relevance  what- 
ever to  the  present  subject. 

MR.W.E.GLADSTONE(Edinbu^b, 
Mid  Lothian) :  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  UniTeraity  of 
Oxford  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  appears  to 
think  that  a  punishment  ought  to  be  in- 
flicted upon  thehon. Member  forMid  Cork, 
not  on  account  of  the  principal  offence, 
for  which  be  has  apologized,  but  on  ao- 
count  of  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
after  the  first  offence  to  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Devizes.  [PriM  of"  No !  "  and 
"  Yea !  "]  That  is,  as  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  proposes  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  should 
be  punished,  not  for  the  original  offence, 
but  on  account  of  his  conduct  in  the 
matter  of  the  letter  which  the  bon. 
Member  for  Devizes  had  addressed  to 
him.  That,  at  all  events,  is  my  construc- 
tion of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


explain.  I  do  not  know  what  construc- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  put 
upon  my  words ;  but  that  is  not  the 
meaning  wbich  I  intended  to  convey.  I 
said  tho  bon.  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford had  stated  that  there  had  been  a 
mistake  and  a  misunderstanding.  I 
said  there  was  no  mistake  and  no  mis- 
understanding. There  is  no  mistake 
about  the  insulting  language,  the  use 
of  which  in  the  Xiabby  has  been  ad- 
mitted to-night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  himself.  But  the  letter  is 
only  an  incident  in  the  transaction.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  had  ap- 
peared in  bis  place  on  Monday,  and  bad 
then  apologized  promptly  for  the  lan- 
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Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  con- 
struction I  put  on  tho  language  of  tlie 
right  bon.  Gentleman  is  the  construction 
I  thought  most  favourable  to  his  under- 
standing and  bis  judgment.  But  that 
constructioD  he  now  repudiates.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  thinks  that  that 
porlion  of  tho  proceedings  which  relates 
to  the  letter  and  to  the  non-appearance 
of  the  hon.  Member  in  the  House  of 
Commons  constitute  the  grounds  on 
which  we  ought  to  censure  the  hon. 
Member.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
cannot  but  be  awars  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  has  apologized. 
He  has  used  language  expressing  his 
regret.  \_Criea  of  "No,  no!"]  Is 
there  the  smallest  doubt  as  to  that  fact  ? 
If  not,  I  should  desire  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  should  be  re- 
called and  requested  again  to  read  that 
portion  of  his  statement  in  which  he,  as 
I  understood,  unequivocally  and  uncon- 
ditionally expressed  his  regret  for  the 
improper  longuage  which  he  had  used, 
and  the  grave  offence  which  he  had 
committed.  Andtherighthon.  Member 
for  the  Universityof  Oxford  said  if  he  had 
apologized  on  Monday  the  apology  might 
have  been  then  accepted ;  but  he  did 
not  appear  on  Monday ;  he  has  apolo- 
gized on  Thursday,  and,  therefore,  hia 
apology  is  not  to  be  accepted.  This 
raises  an  important  question  which  I  wish 
to  state  and  to  argue  without  prejudice. 
What  I  put  to  the  House  is  this — that 
the  oBence,  if  there  was  one,  was,  it 
appears  to  me,  very  difficult  to  represent 
as  an  offence  against  the  House.  Am  I 
to  be  told  that  if  any  hon.  Qentlaman 
gives  me  notice  that  he  will  bring  my 
conduct  at  a  certain  date  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  I  commit  a  punishable 
offence  against  the  House  if  I  take  uc 
notice  of  it  ?  I  may  commit  an  error  in 
many  ways  ;  I  may  commit  an  error  io 
policy  ;  I  may  commit  an  error  in  judg- 
ment; I  may  commit  an  error  in  cour- 
tesy. I  should  have  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  did  certainly  commit 
an  error  in  all  these  points  of  view  if  I 
had  not  to  take  into  consideration  two 
matters  that  have  come  before  us.  One 
is  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
appears  to  have  considered  that  be  had 
a  grave  public  duty  to  discharge  else- 
where, wnich  would  prevent  his  attend- 
ance in  this  House;  and,  secondly,  he 
had  a  strong  belief,  which  must  be 
sidercd  an  important  factor  in  his  ^ 


of  the  case,  that  he  was  originally  &a 
cigKrieved  and  wronged  party.  He  con- 
ceived that  the  proceedmg  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  was  a  distinct 
wrong — he  has  not  used  the  word  inmilt 
— upon  himself.  Tho  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  called  witnesses  into  court,  and 
one  of  these  witnesses  has  told  us  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizea  himself 
said  there  was  "chaff  going  on."  In 
that  chaff  there  cannot  be  the  smallest 
doubt  who  was  the  Gentleman  to  begin ; 
there  is  no  doubt  about  that.  I  do  not 
hesitate  for  one  moment  to  believe  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  nothing  dis- 
courteous in  his  chaff;  but  he  himself 
described  it  as  chaff,  and  surely  he  must 
feel  that  to  address  a  Member  who  was 
escited  and  annoyed  on  account  of  an 
occurrence  which  had  taken  place  in  a 
tone  which  he  himself  has  described  as 
chaff  was  not  a  prudent  or  discreet 
proceeding.  It  seems  to  have  created 
in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  an  untrue  impression  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  intended — and  he 
was  backed  by  others  in  the  opinion 
— to  do  something  offensive  to  him- 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  sending  back 
of  the  letter  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  mstter  of  courtesy  between  the  two 
Gentlemen ;  but  I  cannot  understand 
how  that  is  to  be  treated  as  an  offence 
punishable  by  this  House.  Althongh  I 
admit  thst  in  prudence  and  policy  and 
courtesy  the  hon.  Member  should  attend 
to  a  notice  of  that  kind,  yet  I  must  say 
that  if  he  does  not  attend  I  cannot 
understand  how  his  non- attendance  id 
reply  to  the  notice  of  a  private  Member  i 
on  a  method  which  the  House  has  never  j 
entertained,  and  on  which  it  haa  laid 
down  no  distinct  and  positive  rule,  b  to 
be  constituted  an  offence  punishable  by 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Geatleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  introduced,  I  must  aay,  > 
moat  unfortunate  and  ill-advised  ele- 
ment into  this  case.  The  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  said  that  by  the  contradic- 
tion given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
vizes there  was  an  imputation  cast  upon 
that  hoD.  Gentleman's  word. 

Me.  SEXTON :  Of  falsehood. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  An 
Imputation  of  falsehood.  Is  that  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemto 
one-sided  or  two-sided  ?  Does  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  by  hii 
assertion    and   re-assertion    of    evoi7 
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word— whioh  lie  is  quite  entitled,  in  m; 
opinion,  to  do,  in  (^edience  to  bia  own 
recollectioa  and   conscience — cast   anj 
imputation  of  falwhood  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  ?    la  the  imputa- 
tioD  of  falsehood  on  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Hid  Cork  to  be  treated  aa  on  a  foot- 
ing with  the  imputation  of  falsehood  on 
an  English  Uember?    The  right  hon. 
Oentlemaii  the  Leader  of  the  House 
appears  to  think  that  the  imputation  of 
falsehood  upon  a  particular  Irish  Mem- 
ber is  one  thin);,  and  an  imputation  of 
falsehood  on  an  English  Uember  another 
thing.     I  must  say  that  a  more  unfortu- 
nate element  could  not  have  been  intro- 
duced into  a  case  of  this  kind.     How  do 
I  deal  with  this  question  of  imputation 
of  falsehood  ?     In  the  plainest  and  most 
nnequJTOcal  manner.    There  is  no  impu- 
tation of  falsehood  one  way  or  the  other. 
When  contradictory  statements  are  made 
by  hon.  Uembera  in  this  House  in  their 
places  in   the    House — unless    it    sees 
grave  cause  for  formal  inquiry  under 
drcnmatances  of  a  peculiar  nature— I 
bold  that  our  duty  is   to  explain  the 
whole  contradiction  by  the  involuntary 
method  of  comparison  between  the  two 
sides,  and  for  imputations  of  falsehood 
there    is  no  place  whatever.     Anyone 
who  introduces   that  element  into  the 
discussion  commits  a  grave  and  serious 
indiscretion.     How  does  the  case  stand? 
I  stated    myself   that,  presuming    the 
facts  remained  unexplained,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  letter  being  returned  and  the 
offence  not  being  purged  would  be  an 
aggravation  of  ute   offence,     I  cannot 
conceive  that  the  question,  as  it   has 
been  placed  before  us,  constitutes  an 
important  portion  of  the  subject-matter 
before  the  House,  which  is,  whether  a 
punishable  offence  has  been  committed 
against  the  House,   and    not  whether 
sound  judgment,  or  even  right  feeling, 
has  been  consulted  in  the  personal  rela- 
tions and  personal  proceedings  of  one 
Kember  towards  another  Member.    On 
the  imputation  of  falsehood,  in  my  opi- 
nion, there  is  no  question  to  be  enter- 
tained at  all ;  and  I  ask  the  House  to 
support  me  in   that  view.     If,  indeed, 
there  be  such  things  as  imputation  of 
falsehood  to  be  recognized  as  facts,  then, 
in  myopinion,  there  should  be  a  thorough 
sifting  of  the  matter.     The  only  other 
course  is  to  decline  to  recognize   such 
imputations.     I  say  I  believe  absolutely 
in  the  perfect  good  faith  of  the  hon. 


Member  for  Devizes,  and  in  the  per- 
feet  good  faith  of  other  etaten^ents 
made  by  different  Members  in  various 
quarters  of  tbo  House.  How  does 
this  case  stand?  A  point  has  been 
raised  about  the  Lobby  of  the  House. 
Well,  Sir,  I  myself  think  that  you  in 
your  wisdom  wilt  some  day  consider 
whether  this  question  of  the  Lobby  and 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  there  requires  any  further  exami- 
nation or  consideration  ;  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  any  decision  you  come  to  on 
the  subject  will  be  accepted  with  per- 
fect confidence  and  satisfaction  by  the 
House.  There  is  one  precedent,  that  of 
a  gentleman  now,  I  believe,  dead,  who 
had,  undoubtedly,  committed  a  very 
gross  offence.      But  that  offence    was 

Surged  by  an  apology.  The  hon-.  Mem- 
er  for  Mid  Cork  has  apologized.  [6'rwt 
o/"No,  no'."]  Sir,  ia  there  the  emallest 
doubt  of  that  fact  ?  If  there  is,  I  beg  to 
ask  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  C^rk 
be  recalled.  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt  of 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  apologized  for  his  offence.  [I7ri>« 
o/"No.  no!"]  As  these  hon.  Qentle- 
men  call  no,  I  ask  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  be  asked  to  again  read 
that  portion  of  his  speech  containing  his 
apology. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  it  wiU  in  any 
way  tend  to  finish  this  very  painful  con- 
troversy, I  should  be  very  glad,  if  neces- 
sary, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hid 
Cork  should  return  to  state  the  actual 
terms  of  the  apology  he  made. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  words  are 
here.  The  hon.  Member  has  left  his 
papers  behind  him.     The   words  are 


I  should  not  h&Te  used  the  exprosaion  c 
plained  of.  Finnlly,  it  now  remaioB  for  mo  lo 
withdraw  that  portion  of  the  language  which 
wu  indeconnis  and  improper,  and  also  to 
eipreoB   my  rrgrot  to  the  UouM  for  haviog 

Mb.W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  That  fact 
stands  beyond  dispute.  Sir,  I  feel  with 
you  and  with  a  large  portion  of  the 
House  a  great  desire  that  this  matter 
should  draw  to  a  close.  When  an  hon. 
Member  has  withdrawn  offensive  words 
complained  of,  and  has  expreesed  his 
regret  and  made  his  apology  to  the 
House  for  having  used  them,  it  is  the 
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prinoiple  and  the  practice  of  the  HouBe 
to  coneider  that  the  hen.  Member,  I  vill 
not  sajr  ipso  facto  ia  absolved,  but  is  en- 
titled in  prudence  and  policy  to  the  in- 
dttlg^CDce  of  the  House,  and  to  pass  from 
the  matter  without  further  considera- 
tion. I  look  upon  that  principle  and 
fractice  as  one  of  the  utmost  value ;  and 
hope  it  will  never  be  departed  from. 
If  it  ia  departed  from,  I  would  rather  it 
were  departed  from  in  the  case  of  any 
other  Member  than  in  the  case  of  any 
hoD.  Member  who  aits  on  that  Bench.  I 
would  entreat  the  House  to  reflect  upon 
setting  a  precedent  for  the  first  time. 
[Ur.  Db  Lible  :  No !  end  eriei  of 
"Name  him!  "1 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  rise  to  Order.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  oall  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Leiceatsrshire  ^Ht.  De  Lisle)  baa  been 
guilty  of  disoraerly  interruptipn.  I  do 
ask  you,  Bir,  to  direct  the  hon.  Member 
not  to  atand  in  the  Gangway,  but  to  take 
his  seat. 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  If  I  notice  disorderly 
interruptions  from  any  hon.  Member  it 
shall  certainly  be  repressed  to  the  utmost 
of  my  power.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
resumed. 

Me.  W.E.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  very 
sorry  that  such  an  interruption  should 
have  occurred  for  a  moment,  because  of 
the  extreme  gravity  of  the  matter  with 
which  we  are  endeavouring  to  deal,  I 
trust  the  House  will  not  overset  one  of  its 
most  wise,  salutary,  and  necessary  Rules, 
and  establish  an  unfortunate  precedent 
that  after  such  an  espresaion  of  regret 
for  such  language,  and  after  such  sub- 
mission to  the  House  by  apology  for  the 
offence,  the  offence  is  still  to  be  regarded 
as  uupurged  and  puniahmeut  is  to  be 
inflicted  by  the  House. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BroHARD  WaBBTER)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
Not  oae  word  shall  fall  from  me  which 
will,  I  hope,  affect  the  minds  of  hoD. 
Gentlemen  who  think  that  a  lenient 
view  should  be  taken  of  this  matter. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  is  im- 
possible to  allow  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  to  pass 
without  observing  that  it  is  directly  con- 
trary to  the  speech  which  he  addressed 
to  the  House  on  Tuesday.  I  made  a 
statement  to  the  House  on  that  ocoasioD, 
which  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  did  me 
the  honour  to  say  was  a  moderate  state- 
Mr.  W.  E.  Giadttent 


ment  of  facts ;  and  he  used  language 
which  I  distinctly  recollect,  and  which  I 
have  since  verified,  to  the  effect  that 
if  there  was  not  a  sufficient  and  proper 
explanation  of  the  fact  that  the  h«n. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  had  not  attended 
or  sent  any  communication  either  to  his 
Friends 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  pardon  for  one 
moment.  I  wish  to  remind  the  House 
that  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  learnt  of  Monday's  proceed- 
ings he  sent  me  a  telegram,  which 
I  read  at  the  dose  of  that  day's  Sitting. 

8m  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  waa  not 
following  what  I  aaid.  I  am  stating 
that  prior  to  Monday — as  therirfit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  ZjOthian 
pointed  out — the  hon.  Member  for  Hid 
Cork  had  sent  no  communication  either 
to  his  Friends  or  by  letter,  or  even  by 
telegraph,  requesting  that  the  matter 
might  be  postponed.  On  Monday  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast,  making 
tbe  best  defence  that  he  could  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork,  threw  doubt 
upon  the  possibility  of  the  letter  hevins 
reached  that  hon.  Member. 

Me.  sexton  :  No. 

SirRICHARD  WEBSTER  T  I  am  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes  bow  the  letter 
was  addressed,  and  how  it  was  delivered, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizea  stated 
at  the  Table  that  he  had  handed  it  to  s 
messenger,  who  had  come  back  to  him 
after  giving  it  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork.  I  hope  the  House  will 
understand  how  this  matter  stands.  Oa 
the  corner  of  the  envelope  sent  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizea  were  the 
words,  "  W.  H,  Long,"  tndicatiDg  that 
the  communication,  addressed  to  "  G.  K- 
Tanner,  Esq.,"  came  from  a  gentleman 
whose  name  was  Long.  Instead  of  the 
letter  being  sent  back  unopened,  it  M 
opened,  and  opened,  aa  we  know,  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork,  and  is  then 
returned,  in  the  open  envelope,  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes  by  the  saroe 
messeuger.  Now,  I  do  appeal  to  the 
House  that  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  saya  or  suggests  thst 
this  matter  bad  been  properly  ei* 
plained 

Mk.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  nevei 
said  BO.  I  said  distinctly  it  was  not 
properly  explained,  but  pointed  out  that 
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it  was  a  queelion  between  Members, 
and  not  one  tbat  it  was  possible  to  make 
the  Bubject  of  a  punishable  offence. 

Sib  HIOHARD  WEBSTEE  :  I  must 
afaia  romind  the  House  that  on  Tues- 
day last  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  used  theae  words — 

"  I  must  9AJ  thAt  ddIbu  the  circumstnncea 
^Utsd  by  the  Attorney  General  can  be  met  \>y 
some  adeqoate  explanation,  they  form  a  very 
BerioQB  aggravation  of  the  offence." 
Now,  what  does  the  atatement  of  the 
hon.  and  learnfld  Membsr  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  amount 
to  ?  It  was  not  that  there  was  any  ex- 
planation or  even  excuse  given  to  the 
House  for  not  replying  to  a  perfectly 
civil  letter,  stating  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's conduct  would  be  brought  before 
the  House,  bat  rather  that  the  sending 
of  the  letter  was  in  the  nature  of  an 
insult,  or  as  something  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  vas  entitled  to 
look  upon  as  an  act  of  aggravation  of 
which  the  hon. Member  for  Devizes  ought 
nut  to  have  been  guilty. 

Ms.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  said  it  was 
looked  upon  as  a  continuation  of  the 
chaff. 

SiK  RIOHAED  WEBSTER:  That 
doee  not  come  from  the  paper  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork,  because  the  word 
"chaff  "  had  not  been  mentioned  when 
the  hon.  Member  read  the  paper  to  the 
House.  Noi^,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  has  dealt  with  the  qnee- 
tion  of  falsehood  in  a  way  which  the 
House  cannot  regard  as  satisfactory. 
We  heard  the  categorical  statement 
mode  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Devizes,  and  heard  the  explanation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork.  A 
great  part  of  the  offensive  language  has 
not  been  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Member 
tor  Mid  Cork  at  all.  There  has  been  no 
denial  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  no 
withdrawal  of  one  part  of  the  language. 
Mr.  W.  E.  aLADSTONB :  Yes. 
Sm  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I  beg 
therigbthon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  lam 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House.  This 
particular  part  —  I  An  hon.  Mbubbb 
Which  part  ?  ]  I  will  read  it.  What  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes  said  passed 
Tvaa  this— 

"  I  said—'  Did  not  Kmethiag  go  wrong  with 
yOD   in   ths  Divirion,  Dr.  Tanner:  what  waa 
It  f '     Hii  aoBwer  waa—'  You  are  one  of  the 
Torie«,  aint yon  ?  '     My  reply  waa.  '  Tea,  ca 
tainl}'.'     To  that  he  teplied,  ■  Ttieo,  T  wiah 
God  you  would  not  apeak  to  me.     I  hftve  told 


To  which  I  replied,  '  I  beg  your  pardon,  I  was 
not  aware  tbat  you  did  not  wisb  to  be  apoken 
to  ; '  to  which  he  replied,  '  Well,  I  wiah  yon 
would  keep  your  d— — d  toDgae  in  your  lipi, 

and  not  moke  a  d d  foot  of  yonrtetf.'  " 

I  say  that  ought  to  be  denied  categori- 
cally. It  is  not  sufficient  to  take  one 
sentence  and  say  with  regard  to  it—"  I 
did  use  the  expression,  and  so  far  as  that 
offensive  expression  is  conoened  I  ^vith- 
draw  it." 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  He  did  not  say  that. 

8iK  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
House  caanot  get  rid  of  this  charge  of 
falsehood,  or,  rather,  suggestion  of  false- 
hood. If  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
wishes  to  make  any  further  explanation, 
no  doubt  the  House  will  hear  him ;  but 
as  the  case  now  stands  we  are  in  the 
unfortunate  position  that  three  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  have  heard  this 
grossly  offensive  language,  and  there  is 
not,  even  from  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea),  a  contradiction  or 
denial  of  it. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  I  en- 
tirely deny  that  the  hon.  Member  used 
such  an  expression  as  that  "I  wish  to 

Qod  you  d d  Tories  would  notspeak 

to  me."  It  would  have  been  impossible 
for  him  to  have  used  those  words  with- 
out my  having  heard  them. 

Sm  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  think 
the  House  will  reconcile  as  best  it  can 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uid  Cork,  the  partial  admission  he  has 
made,  and  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Donegal.  I  hare  but 
one  word  more  to  say.  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  recognize  that  there  is  any  dis- 
tinction between  the  Lobby  and  the 
House  in  this  matter.  The  only  dis- 
tinction  is  this — in  the  House  Mr. 
Speaker  at  once  takes  notice  of  a  thing 
of  this  kind,  whilst  when  it  occurs  in  the 
Lobby  it  has  to  be  brought  to  his  notice. 
When  within  a  few  feet  of  this  House 
language  is  used  which  one  Qentlemaa 
would  not  use  to  another,  I  hope  the 
House  will  take  notice  of  it,  and  deal 
with  it  property.  I  moat  say  that  it  is 
not  possible  to  deal  with  this  matter  aa 
a  light  or  trivial  incident.  I  do  not 
think  that  apologies  are  sufficient  with 
regard  to  conduct  of  this  kind,  because, 
if  such  conduct  is  to  be  purged  by 
apology,  there  is  not  much  reason  why 
serious  notice  ahould  be  taken  of  it.    I 


>v  Google 


1655     Farliamtnt—PriviUga—    JCOMMONS}      Conplaint  {Dr.  taniur):    1646 


fear  the  House  must  regard  the  matter 
aa  bavtDg  been  aggravated  by  the  neg- 
lect to  send  aa  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friead'e  notice ;  and  I  think  the  judg- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  on  Moo- 
day  last,  was  entitled  to  more  weight 
than  the  judgment  be  hae  now  giren  ub. 
At  any  rate,  the  House  must  look  at  the 
whole  facts,  and  will  have  to  judge  whe- 
ther the  explanation  given  by  the  boa. 
Member  ia  satisfactory  and  sufBcient, 
and  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  I 
leave  the  whole  case. 

The  MAEflUESs  of  HAJITINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bosaendale] :  I  desire  to 
say  only  one  or  two  words  in  this  very 
painful  oontroveray.  It  ia  greatly  to  be 
regretted  that  it  seems  to  be  impossible 
we  should  come  to  an  unanimous  or  even 
a  nearly  nnaaimous  decision  ;  but  as  it 
is  likely  the  question  will  come  to  some- 
thing  approaching  a  Party  Division,  I 
think  it  ia  due  that  I  should  say  one  or 
two  words  in  explanation  of  the  courae 
which  I  propose  myself  to  take.  I  am 
fully  aware  that  in  the  opinion  of  a  very 
large  number  of  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  the  offence  against  the  order  and 
decency  of  the  House  and  its  precincts 
was  ao  grave  that  it  was  a  moot  or  doubt- 
ful point  whether  it  would  be  poasible 
that  the  offence  could  be  puiged  by  any 
apology,  however  ample  or  complete.  I 
must  admit  that  there  is  a  good  deal  to 
bo  said  in  support  of  that  view.  It  is 
not  a  question  between  Member  and 
Member.  It  is  a  question  of  the  order 
and  decency  of  the  House — in  which  we 
have  to  transact  our  business — and  its 
preoinots.  If  the  offence,  which  is  to  a 
great  extent  admitted,  had  been  com' 
mitted  by  any  stranger,  those  who  art 
entrusted  with  the  guardianship  of  the 
precincts  of  the  House  would  have 
known  how  to  deal  with  it,  and  certainly 
it  is  not  one  that  would  have  been  con- 
doned by  an  apology,  however  ample. 
And  it  does  seem  to  me  somewhat  doubt- 
ful whether  the  House  ought  to  he  more 
lax  in  the  way  in  which  it  deals  with 
offences  against  its  order  committed  by 
hon.  Members  themselves  than  the 
guardians  of  the  precincts  would  be  in 
the  caee  of  a  stranger;  but  it  is  a  very 
doubtful  question  whether,  if  this  offence 
had  been  apologized  for  amply  and 
frankly,  the  House  would  have  thought 
it  neoeasaiy  to  act.  I  am  bound,  how- 
ever to  eay — after  listening  carefully  to 
Sir  Richard  Wthtter 


what  baa  taken  placs — that  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  statement  ginm 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Di. 
Tanner)  does  amount  to  that  full  and 
frank  and  satisfactory  ezplanatian, 
withdrawal,  and  apology  which  the 
House  has  a  right  to  expect.  Thatstate- 
ment  appeared  to  me  to  be  in  part  s 
denial,  in  part  a  justification,  and  ia 
part  a  very  partial  withdrawal  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  language.  And  in  the  way 
in  which  that  explanation  struck  me,  it 
appears  to  me  it  is  not  one  which  can  be 
considered  as  satisfactory  to  the  Honse, 
or  which  the  House  ought  to  accept. 
Unfortunately,  we  have  had  lately  a 
good  deal  of  experience  in  these  matten. 
It  has  frequently  been  neoeasary  for  the 
Speaker  to  call  attention  to  breaches  of 
Order  in  the  House  itself.  We  hsve 
heard  over  and  over  again  a  Member 
riae  in  hia  place  and,  in  obedience  to 
your  order.  Sir,  withdraw  the  ezpree- 
sion  which  has  been  taken  notice  of.  He 
has  done  it  sometimes  with,  sometimet 
without,  an  expression  of  re^et,  and 
the  offence  has  been  committed  again 
almost  immediately.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposittoii 
(Mr.  W.  B.  Oladetone)  says  we  ought 
not  to  act  BO  as  to  create  a  new  prece- 
dent. I  am  airaid  the  state  of  order  and 
discipline  in  this  House  ia  such  that  itii 
quite  poeaible  there  may  be  an  abaelate 
neceaaity  that  a  new  precedent — some 
more  stringent  condition  than  hu 
hitherto  been  adopted  —  should  ba 
adopted  by  the  House  in  order  to  mark 
ita  sense  of  the  injury  which  ia  being 
from  time  to  time  inflicted  on  the  order 
of  the  House  by  these  inoidenta.  less- 
not  altogether  reconcile  the  view  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  th« 
Opposition  takea  to-night  as  to  the  inci- 
dent of  returning  the  letter  with  the 
'  view  which  he  took  the  other  night.  1> 
appears  to  me  that  if  an  hon-  Memba 
has  received  formal  notice  from  anotbei 
hon.  Member  that  hia  conduct  is  gwng 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  discussion  in 
the  House,  it  is  due,  not  to  that  hon. 
Member  as  a  personal  matter,  but  to  the 
House,  that  either  he  should  attend  in 
person  or  write  an  explanation  to  th> 
Speaker,  or  commission  one  of  bis  f  riendt 
to  explain  the  circumstance  a.  It  ia  eri' 
dent  that  the  manner  in  which  thelettei 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  hi 
Devizes  was  received  was  eithw  ^ 
studied  indignity  to  the  House,  or  i» 
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it  showed  that  tho  hoc.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  thought  the  incident  of  no  import- 
aace  whatever,  and  not  woith  hia  while 
to  take  any  notice  of  it  or  make  any 
explanation.  L  agree  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  that  it  did  constitute  a  serious 
aggravation  of  the  oflfence,  and  that  it 
sUould  not  have  been  thought  necessary 
by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork,  or 
hia  adviser  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
to  tender  an  explanation  of  that  incident 
on  the  present  occasion  eeems  to  me  to 
show  that  neither  of  them  appreciate 
even  now  tbe  real  gravity  of  the  offence 
which  lias  been  oommitted  against  this 
IIouBe.  For  these  reasons,  though  I 
regret  extremely  thatit  should  be  neces- 
sary on  the  part  of  the  House  to  do 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  penal  cha- 
racter against  the  hon.  Member,  for 
whatever  constituency  in  the  country  he 
may  sit,  I  cannot  forbear,  if  this  question 
is  pressed  to  a  Division,  voting  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAIlOOURT(Derby); 
I  do  not  think  anyone  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  dispute  what  has  been  said 
by  the  Attorney  General  or  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  forBossendale  as  to 
the  gravity  of  the  offence.  Neither  do  I 
for  a  moment  draw  any  distinction 
between  action  in  this  House  and  action 
in  the  Lobby.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that 
bon.  Qenttemeu  ought  to  treat  one 
another  with  that  courtesy  and  propriety 
in  the  Lobby  which  they  should  ob- 
serve in  the  House.  But  the  question 
is,  this  offence  having  been  admitted  to 
be  a  grave  one,  how  ought  the  House  to 
deal  with  it?  How  has  it  dealt  with 
such  matters  in  past  times?  I  think 
everyone  will  agree  that  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  mistake  that  we  should 
demand  in  this  particular  instance  to 
deal  with  the  matter  in  a  different 
TDanner  from  that  in  which  it  has  been 
dealt  with  in  respect  of  English  Mem- 
bers in  past  times.  My  noble  Friend 
has,  for  the  first  time,  eaid  that  tbis  is 
to  be  s  Party  Division.  That  explains 
a  good  deal,  I  think. 

The  MAKQUKHa  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  said  that  I  was  afraid  it  appeared 
likely  to  become  a  Party  Division. 

8m  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT  :  It  is 
very  likely  to  become  a  Party  Division, 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  hon.  Meniber  for  the  Devizes 
pivision  told  his  hon.  Belative  that  the 
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whole  thing  was  a  piece  of  chaff,  and 
another  hon.  Qontleman  wrote  down 
what  occurred  and  communicated  it  at 
once  to  the  Press. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  :  It  is  not  the  case 
that  I  communicated  tbis  matter  to  the 
Press.  I  met  a  gentleman  in  the  outer 
Lobby.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
hon.  Members  that  the  Sitting  of  the 
House  was  at  an  end  ;  and  I  simply  told 
this  gentleman  the  occurrence,  but  not 
with  the  view  of  publication. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  The 
bon.  Member  must  be  a  person  of  little 
experience  if  he  meets  a  gentleman  in 
the  outer  Lobby  and  communicates  to 
him  incidents  of  this  character,  and  does 
not  discover  that  he  is  the  reporter  of 
Tha  Birmingkam  Daily  Mail.  In  the 
innocence  of  hia  heart,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  not  intending  to 
appeal  to  the  House  or  to  the  Speaker, 
this  communication  was  made  to  71i» 
Birmingham  Dailif  Mail,  and  hence  the 
whole  affair.  The  Attorney  General  has 
pointed  out  that  there  are  two  things 
which,  in  our  own  minds,  we  ought  to 
keep  distinct— the  original  offence,  and 
what  is  called  the  gravity  of  the  offence. 
As  to  the  ort)rinal  offence,  no  one  will 
palliate  it.  The  language  was  perfectly 
indefensible.  The  Attorney  General  has 
endeavoured  to  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween what  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Oork  said  and  what  he  has  denied ;  and 
he  says  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
apologized  for  the  whole,  but  only  for  a 
part.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman overlooks  the  fact  that  a  man 
cannot  apologize  for  that  which  he  saya 
he  never  spoke.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  denies  that  he  said  more  than 
faehadapologizedfor;  and  toeay  that  that 
is  an  imputation  of  falsehood  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  or  the  other  bon. 
Gentleman  is  a  monstrous  assertion. 
Who  has  ever  known  a  quarrel  between 
two  persons,  each  person  giving  the 
same  account  of  the  incident  which 
occurred  ?  It  may  well  be  that  the  two 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  different  recollec- 
tions of  what  occurred  ;  but  I  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  had 
expressed  his  deep  regret  and  had  apolo- 
gized for  all  he  said.  The  question  now 
IB — "Will  the  Government — for  they 
are  the  prosecutors  in  this  affair — accept 
that  apology  ?  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Oxford  Tlni- 
Tersity  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  has  said 
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that  if  the  hon.  Membor  tor  Mid  Cork 
had  come  forward  and  made  hia  apology 
on  Monday,  he  thought  the  House  might 
have  dealt  with  him  generously.  But 
let  \a  come  to  what  is  called  the  aggra- 
vation of  the  offence.  The  aggravation 
oonsisted  in  returning  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  DsTizee  without  an 
answer.  The  explanation  of  that  cir- 
oumatanoe  is  giren  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork,  who  says  that  he  believed 
that  that  was  a  continuation  of  the  chaff. 
Toa  hare  not  given  an  opportunity  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  himself 
to  give  s  reason  why  be  returned  the 
letter,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Longford  did  not  read  what  he  would 
have  said ;  but  the  fact  remains  that  the 
hoD.  Member  coueidered  it  to  he  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  chaff  which  he  under- 
stood had  begun. 

Mb.  LONG:  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  I  have  not 
felt  justified  hitherto  in  taking  notice  of 
the  statement  of  my  hon.  ^iead  and 
relative  opposite  j  but  as  the  whole  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  is 
based  on  the  assumption  that  tnis  word 
"  chaff"  was  used,  aud  as  I  have  a  dis- 
tinct recollection  of  what  took  place,  I 
beg  to  say  that  the  word  "  chaff"  was 
never  used  by  me. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BBATIMONT  :  With  your 
permission,  Sir,  and  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  repeat  that  I  distinctly 
recollect  hearing  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Eelative  use  the  word  "  chaff." 

SiE  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT:  Which 
accuses  the  other  of  falsehood  now! 
[MtnuUrial  criei  of  "  Oh,  oh  ■  "]  Oh. 
yes,  against  an  Irish  Member  it 
falsehood ;  but  against  an  Engl 
Member  (the  remainder  of  the  sentence 
was  lost  in  the  loud  interruptions  from 
the  Ministerial  side).  Will  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  charge  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  with  having 
brought  a  charge  of  falsehood  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes?  Will 
he  say  the  same  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyneside  ?  Let  us  test  the  spirit  of 
justice  and  impartiality  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  does  not  know  and 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyneside  are 
both  of  them  speaking  conscientiously  as 
to  what  they  believe  took  place?  Oi 
course  they  are.  Then  why  should  an- 
other Member  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way he  treated  differently  ?  It  is  unfair, 
it  is  unjuat,  it  is  improper,  and  does  not 
Sir  Will%«n  Mureourt 
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comport  with  the  dignity  of  the  Eonta 
in  ttia  treatment  of  such  a  question. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  naa  lud 
that  he  does  not  recollect  using  th< 
word  "sell."  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea)  states  th« 
contrary;  but  no  imputation  of  fslH- 
hood  is  laid  upon  him  at  all.  Every- 
one knows  that  Then  heated  disou- 
eions  of  this  kind  take  place  men  <io 
not  recollect  exactly  what  they  havt 
said ;  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  to 
havesaidthat  "aa  far  aalrecoUect  the  im- 
proper language  which  I  used  I  withdrai 
it  and  apologize."  Let  us  see  bow  the 
House  has  previously  treated  matters  ef 
this  description.  The  case  has  been  men- 
tioned of  Dr.  Kenealy.  What  happened 
on  that  occasion  ?  Dr.  Kenealy  in  the 
Lobby  called  Mr.  Sullivan  a  liar.  Mr. 
Sullivan  brought  the  matter  before  tb« 
House.  Dr.  Kenealy  did  not  apologiie. 
did  not  withdraw ;  he  justified  the  uu 
of  the  word  on  the  ground  of  the  provo- 
cation he  had  received.     He  said — 

"  I  now  [)laoe  myeelt  in  the  hands  o(  fl< 
Home,  and  if  the  House  thicks  I  have  iew 
wrong;  1  will  apologize  to  it ;  bat,  at  the  nne 
time,  I  appeal  to  the  hoo.  Membon  of  tUi 
HouBo,  who  are  men  of  hocoar,  to  conAder  Ui<) 
matter  without  referoQce  to  the  prejudice  whidi 
the  hon.  Member  sought  to  raiie  agoioal  nx 
io  a  speech  ....  anpTovoked  by  me ;  and  1 
appeal  to  them  whether,  under  the  ciccom- 
atiuices,  I  waa  not  justified  in  using  the  t>- 
presMon?"— (3  Samard,  [133]  Bo3.) 

What  was  the  course  taken  thea  ?  Did 
the  Government  of  that  day  come  for- 
ward and  say, "  Suspend  Dr.  Kenealy?" 
Not  at  all.  Mr.  W.  E.  Foreter  madei 
Motion  in  the  nature  of  an  Inatniction 
to  the  Speaker — 

"  That  the  hononrable  Member  for  Stoke  be 
ordered  to  withdraw  the  offensive  ezprewot 
addreisfld  by  him,  ia  the  Lobby.to  the  Woor- 
ablo  Member  for  Louth,  and  to  apologise  te  ll<< 
Hoose  tor  haviog  used  it." — {Ibid.  9SS.) 
The  Motion  was  agreed  to.  Why  did 
y^  not  make  that  Motion  on  UondiJ'^ 
Whyareyonto  deal  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  differently  from  tti< 
way  in  which  the  Government  of  the  daf 
dealt  with  Dr.  Kenealy  ?  That  BenJu- 
tion  was  moved,  and  then  Dr.  KenW/ 
came  forward,  and  said  he  withdrew tii< 
expression  that  he  had  used  in  the  Lobbf 
and  apologized  to  the  House  for  usinj 
it.  That  is  what  the  hon.  Member  to' 
Mid  Cork  has  done.  What  is  the  menu* 
ing  of  this  Party  and  vindictive  Motion ' 
It  ie  not  to  vindtoate  the  dignity  of  ^ 
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Souse.     ["Yes!"]    Well,  but  I  have 
■hown  you  how  the  House  viadicated  its 
dignity  in  the  case  of   Dr.   Keuealy. 
Whj  have  you  departed  from  the  oouree 
'which  your  Fredeeeasors  in  this  House 
have  taken,  and  why  have  you  done  it 
at  this  moment  ?  Throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land  the  question  will 
be  asked  why,  when  you  have  a  prece- 
dent to  guide  you,  you  bare  deliberately 
departed  from   it?     In  that  case    the 
House  considered  it  sufficient  to  call 
upon  a  man  to  withdraw  the  ofFensire 
expression  and  apologize  for  it ;  but  you 
say  no  apology  and  no  withdrawal  shall 
satisfy  us.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  posi- 
tion now  taken  by  the  Government  ia 
very  difficult  to  justify.    The  Attorney 
General  referred  to  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the   Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
said  on  Monday.    My  right  hon.  Friend, 
when  he  spolce  on  Monday  about  the 
aggravation  of  the  letter,  had  neverheard 
what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes.      I  do  not  impute  anything  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes.   I  respect 
him  too  much  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind.   It  might  have  been,  had  the  hou. 
Ifember  consulted  the  Speaker,  that  the 
Speaker  would    have    told  him,   as  I 
believe  be  baa  told  others,  that  it  is  not 
for  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  bring 
these  matters  on.    It  mig^ht  hare  been 
prevented    and  avoided  had  the  hou. 
Memher  for  Devizes  followed  his  first 
instinct  and  not  brought  it  on.   I  do  not 
wish  to  eioose  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member    for     Mid    Cork ;     I    think 
that  with   reference   to    the    letter   it 
was  most  unwise,  most  improper,  most 
discourteous.       But     the     question     is 
whether   you    are    not   to    follow  the 
rule  that  a  full  apology— ["Oh!"]  Tou 
are  determined   to    accept  no  apology. 
The  hen.  Member  who  cried  "Oh!" 
koows  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  came  on  his  knees  you  would  give 
exactly  the  same  vote ;    and  you   are 
determined  that  under  all  circumstances 
this  Motion  shall  be  pressed  to  its  fullest 
extent.    All  I  can  say  is  that  I  think  it 
is  a  most  unfortunate  proceeding.     It 
will  be  taken  agaiust  every  precedent  of 
the  House  of  Commons.    There  is  no 
instaDcn  in  which  when  a  man  has  mads 
an  apology,  after  he  has  been  ordered 
by  the  House  to  make  an  apology,  the 
matter  has  been  pressed  so  aa  to  drive 
him  out  of  the  House.    We  must  guess 
for  ourselves  why  the  precedents  are  to 


be  thrown  over,  and  why  this  parttonlar 
moment  is  selected  for  repudiating  the 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
can  only  say  that  I  deeply  regret  it.  I 
shall  give  my  vote  certainly  not  as  a 
Party  vote.  I  shall  give  it  as  a  vote  in 
support  of  the  old  traditions  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  against  the 
revolutionary  and  vindictive  spirit  which 
has  prompted  thia  Motion. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  (Bedford):  If 
the  House  will  allow  me,  I  should  like 
to  make  an  effort  to  put  an  end  to  this 
discussion.  No  hon.  Member  who  has 
sat  BO  long  as  I  bare  done  in  this  House 
would  suppose  that  I  should  stand  up 
for  a  moment  in  support  of  disorderly 
language  used  either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  Lobby.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion 
that  such  language  ought  to  be  re- 
pressed, and  repressed  it  must  be.  But 
what  I  want  to  ask  the  House  is  this — 
Has  not  this  incident  gone  far  enough  ? 
Has  not  the  House  marked  its  sense  of 
this  language  sufficiently  ?  If  this  inci- 
dent had  occurred  in  the  House  the 
ruling  of  the  Speaker  as  to  the  suffi- 
ciency or  otherwise  of  the  apology  made 
would  have  been  absolute  and  final. 
This  matter  occurred  within  a  very  few 
feet  of  the  House,  and  what  I  desire  to 
do,  if  I  may  be  permitted,  is,  with  great 
respect  for  the  Chair,  to  ask  you.  Sir, 
whether  in  your  opinion,  after  the  apo- 
logy, the  affair  has  not  gone  far  enough; 
and  whether  the  offence,  treated  as  it 
must  be  aa  an  offence  against  the  House, 
haa  not  already  been  sufficiently  marked, 
and  whether  Uie  apology — the  full  apo- 
logy—made  by  the  non.  Memberjfor  Mid 
Cork,  has  not  been  euffiotent  for  the 
occasion  ?  I  very  much  deprecate  the 
idea  that  after  an  apology  has  once  been 
made  it  is  not  to  be  accepted.  I  wish 
also  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  very  dangerous  precedent  which  may 
be  established.  I  do  not  mean  that  of 
not  accepting  an  apology ;  but  what 
strikes  me  as  the  very  much  graver 
danger  of  not  seeking — earnestly  seek- 
ing— the  advice  and  decision  of  theChair 
in  a  matter  of  this  sort,  instead  of  treat- 
ing it  as  a  question  to  be  debated  in  tlio 
House.  I  am  sure  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  must  be  aware  that 
sometimes  language  —  I  hope  not  of 
a  gross  character,  but  attU  of  a  vio- 
lent character— is  used  outside  of  the 
House.  Often  the  aggrieved  party  haa 
sought  the  intervention  of  the  Chair, 
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and  that  iaterrsution  has  been  found 
Bofficient.  The  time  of  the  House  ought 
not  to  be  taken  up  by  matters  of  &is 
kind  if  it  can  bo  avoided ;  and  if  they 
are  to  be  debated  at  lengtb  I  am  afraid 
that  wo  ahall  have  more  than  one  pain- 
ful incident  of  this  description.  With 
these  few  words  I  should  like  to  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether  you  feel  justified  in 
adrising  the  House  in  this  very  difficult 
matter,  as  to  whether,  after  the  apology, 
the  caae,  in  your  opinion,  has  not  gone 
far  enough  for  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
and  whether  the  expression  of  the  sense 
of  the  House  as  to  the  language  used 
has  not  been  sufficient  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  places  mo  in  a  somewhat 
difficult  position,  lest  I  should  seem 
to  feature  to  intervene  between  the 
House  and  the  decision  which  would 
have  otherwise  been  come  to  by  its  vote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  this 
matter  might  have  been  settled  in  the 
ordinary  way.  Now,  I  shall  bo  perfectly 
frank  with  the  House,  and  tell  the 
House  precisely  what  passed  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  came  to  mo  late  on  Friday  night 
and  represented  that  an  insult  had  been 
offered  to  him  in  the  Lobby.  He  stated 
that  there  were  two  or  three  other  Qen- 
tlemen  who  heard  what  passed,  and 
could  bear  witness  to  it,  adding  that  he 
was  greatly  hurt  by  what  had  occurred, 
and  that  he  placed  himself  entirely  in 
my  hands.  There  have  been  repeated 
oomplaints  made  to  me  by  Members  of 
this  House  in  the  course  of  the  Session 
of  language  used  in  the  Lobbies  which 
I  have  thought  to  be  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  and  character  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  deeply  pained, 
and  I  told  him  that  I  thongnt  that  he 
was  justified  in  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  House ;  that  I  thought  it  was 
not  for  me,  in  a  case  of  that  sort,  to 
intervene;  and  that  the  House  should 
decide  for  itself  if  he  thought  proper  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House. 
That  is  the  history  of  the  matter  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  has  asked 
me  whether  I  think  that  a  sufficient 
apology  has  been  tendered  to  the  House. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
allow  me,  in  these  circumstances,  with- 
out prejudicing  its  proceedings,  to  state 
my  view.  ["Hear,  hear! "J  It  seems 
Mr.  Whitbread  ' 


to  be  desired  by  a  large  portion  of  tlu 
House  that  I  should  do  so.  rC4<«r«.] 
I  frankly  own  that  if  an  appeal  of  thil 
kind  had  been  made  to  me  some  tim* 
ago  I  should  have  expressed  the  opiuos 
that  the  incident  should  tarmiDate.  I 
consider  that  the  inddent  may  tsmiioats 
without  the  least  imputation  reattog  on 
the  honour  of  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Devizes  (Mr.  Long),  or  on  the  bouonr  of 
thehon.Memberfor  West  Donegal  (Mr. 
O'Hea),  or  on  the  honour  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  so 
far  as  regards  what  they  have  said  here 
to-night  as  to  what  passed  during  tL« 
transaction  in  the  Lobby,  There  can  be 
no  doubt  as  to  their  honour  and  consciea- 
tiousness  in  stating  whatever  they  have 
stated  to  the  House  to-night  on  this 
painful  matter.  But  unquestionably  the 
House,  as  it  seems  to  me.  is  unanimoni 
on  one  thing,  and  that  is  in  the  opinion 
that  offensive  and  un-Parliamentart 
language  has  been  used — that  nn-Far- 
liamentary  and  offensive  language  used 
in  the  Lobby  is  an  offence  a^^ost  this 
House — as  much  an  offence,  I  nugM 
almost  say,  as  if  it  were  actually  used  in 
the  House  itself.  But,  on  the  other 
band,  I  consider  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  baa  made  an  apolog; 
which  covers  all  the  offensive  and  un- 
parliamentary expressions  which  ban 
been  used.  He  says  that  he  regrets 
them  ;  he  says  that  he  apologizes  to  the 
House  for  having  used  them.  I  kno« 
very  well  that  there  are  many  offence* 
committed  against  this  House  which  tbs 
House  may  justly  deem  not  to  be  nufi' 
oienttymetand  atoned  for  by  an  apolog;. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must,  with  ul 
respect  to  the  House,  point  out  that  tb« 
incidents  of  this  evening  have  been  ot  > 
very  marked  and  a  very  solemn  (i«- 
racter.  The  House  has  distinctly  stig- 
matized the  use  of  such  eipressioDS  in 
the  House  or  out  of  the  House;  lb* 
whole  transaction  is  before  the  oouDdf 
in  the  most  public  and  formal  maanet; 
and  with  the  record  of  this  evening* 
proceedings  before  the  Honse  and  befon 
the  country,  it  is  not  likely  that  uf 
offence  of  the  same  nature  will  be  lightlj 
committed.  I  hardly  know  whether  I 
have  transgressed  the  boundsof  mydalj 
to  the  House  in  what  I  have  said;  bnti 
would  respectfully  urge  the  House,  aftu 
the  formal,  distinct,  and  unreaemi 
apology,  aslregard it, thatthat apology 
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should  be  accepted  by  the  Houee,  and 
tliat  the  House  should  no  longer  pursue 
this  question. 

Thk  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand. 
Westminster) :  I  ma;  be  alloved  now  to 
say,  after  the  very  complete  expression 
of  the  views  whicb  you  hold,  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  to  the  incident  which  has 
been  under  the  discussiou  of  the  House, 
there  is  only  one  course  to  pursue,  and 
that  ii  to  ask  permisSLoa  to  withdraw  the 
Motion.  I  hope  the  House  will  under- 
stand that  in  taking  the  course  whioh  I 
have  taken,  and  which  appeared  to  me 
to  be  incumbent  upon  me  to  take,  I  felt 
that  that  course  was  necessary  to  main- 
tain, OB  far  Bs  possible,  the  decorum  of 
the  pT0ceedin(;H  of  this  House  and  main- 
tain order  within  its  precincts.  I  had  no 
other  view  and  no  other  object.  The 
course  which  I  adopted  on  Monday,  Sir, 
was  with  your  advice,  and  under  the 
circumstances,  I  am  glad  now  to  accept 
the  advice  you  have  tendered  to  the 
House  i  and  I  hope,  Sir,  that  the  very 
strong  language  with  which  you  have 
characterized  the  offensive  words  used 
will  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
use  of  such  language,  or  the  repetition 
of  such  disorderly  conduot,  in  any  part 
of  the  House. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  withdraw 
his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teithdrawn. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  J)A  Y. 


IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL  [Lord,.] 

[Bill  308.] 

(Mr.  A.  J.  Sal/eur.) 

COUUITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.   H ALDAN  E    (Haddington),   in 
rising  to  move — 

"  That  it  be  an  iDstruclion  to  the  Committee 
that  tbey  bftve  power  to  provlds  for  the  redQc- 
lion  of  family  charges  oo  Irith  land," 
laid,  he  made  the  Motion  from  no  hostile 
jr  Party  point  of  view,  or  in  any  con- 
.roveraial  soirit.    At  the  same  time,  be 
lid  not 
with  the 
nent  wil 
>ae   of  I 


House,  without  hesitation,  came  to  the 
conclueion  that  the  difficulties  with 
which  the  Oovemmeot  had  to  cope  conld 
only  be  met  by  a  very  large  measure  of 
Home  Rule,  to  be  followed  by  a  large 
measure  of  land  legislation ;  and  nothing 
he  had  heard  since  then  had,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  modified  that  opinion 
be  then  formed.  He  made  the  appeal 
to  the  Qovemment  simply  an  the  ground 
that  it  was  required,  injustice  to  a  large 
section  of  the  Irish  landlords,  who  found 
themselves  in  an  extremely  difficult 
position.  No  doubt,  there  were  a  great 
many  Irish  landlords  who  were  deserving 
of  no  sympathy ;  but  there  were  others 
who  were  honestly  striving  to  do  their 
duty  under  circumstances  of  the  utmost 
difficulty,  and  who,  owing  to  the  fall  in 
prices  and  the  legislation  which  had  been 
found  to  be  necessary,  were  in  the  posi- 
tion of  being  ground  between  the  upper 
and  nether  milletones.  It  was  an  behalf 
of  these  men  that  he  spoke— men  who, 
from  no  fault  of  their  own,  were  pre- 
vented from  doing  justice  to  tbemselvea. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  speaking  the 
other  day,  adverted  to  the  difficulties 
attending  this  subject,  and  hs  asked  the 
question — "  Are  you  prepared  to  extend 
this  kind  of  relief  to  England  and  Soot- 
land?"  He  (Mr.  Haldane)  would 
answer  that  question  frankly  and  dis- 
tinctly in  the  affirmative.  He  thought 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
House  should  before  very  long  take  up 
the  question  of  bow  family  charges  or 
enoumbrancea  in  Scotland  and  England 
were  to  be  dealt  with,  where  those  family 
ohargea  were  becoming  oppressive,  and 
the  poeition  which  landlords  oocupied 
owing  to  the  foil  in  the  prices  of  produce. 
But  there  were  special  circumstances  in 
the  case  of  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  his  speech  a  few  days  before  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  had  ad- 
verted to  the  history  of  the  present  Irish 
Land  question,  finding  its  beginning  in 
1881.  He  (Mr.Haldane)  would  go  back 
further  than  that,  beginning  at  1848, 
when  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act  was 
passed.  That  Act  invited  the  landlords 
to  sell  the  tenants'  improvements.  Then 
oame  the  Act  of  1860,  and  put  on  the 
footine  of  pure  contract  what  never 
The 
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nimilar  cuetomary  Telationahip  would 
Iiave  been  fully  recogoized  in  Ireland 
but  for  the  sjetem  of  abaenteeism.  In 
1860,  the  refusal  to  look  this  fact 
in  the  face  culminated.  It  was  only 
in  1860,  in  the  iniquitous  Bill  passed 
in  that  year,  that  the  present  power 
of  eviction  was  conferred  on  the  Irish 
landlord— a  power  possessed  in  no  other 
country  at  Common  Law.  The  Acts  of 
1870  and  1B8I  had  swept  the  bulk  of 
this  away,  and  the  situation  of  the 
Irish  landlord  had  become  a  very  diffi- 
cult one.  On  the  one  side  he  was  hem- 
med in  by  this  new  legislation.  On  the 
other  side  he  bad  the  charges  and 
mortgages  created  on  the  footing  of  the 
continuance  of  the  old  bad  state  of 
things.  To  remedy  this,  as  regardi 
charges,  and,  indeed,  as  far  as  they 
could,  tho  legislature  must  interfere.  And 
tbey  would  be  justified  in  making  any 
interference  which  was  called  for  by  the 
existing  state  of  things,  on  the  ground 
that,  in  doing  so,  they  should  not  be 
interfering  with  contracts  or  bargains, 
but  should  simply  be  carrying  out  what 
was  the  intention  of  those  who  created 
thesechargesor  encumbrances.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  landlord  was  wholly  dif- 
ferent to  the  English  or  Scottish  landlord. 
He  (Mr.  Haldane^  represented  a  county 
in  Scotland  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  a  large  landowner ;  and 
□o  one  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  no  one  had  more  fully 
recognized  the  fact  that  landlords  oould 
not  deal  with  their  tenants  in  that 
country  as  though  it  was  their  duty  and 
their  right  to  exact  their  full  pound  of 
flesh.  No  one  had  more  fully  recog- 
nized the  fact  that  the  position  of  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant  was  more  the 
position  of  a  partnership ;  that  the  rent 
was  an  economic  rent;  and  was  paid 
according  to  the  fertility  of  the  soil,  and 
the  special  circumstance  under  which 
the  crop  was  produced.  Bat  the  case  of 
Ireland  was  different.  There  was  land 
in  Ireland  which  was  absolutely  in- 
capable of  paying  any  economic  rent, 
and  the  result  of  that  state  of  things 
was,  that  rent  had  been  paid  not  out  of 
produce,  not  as  economic  rent,  but  as 
a  ransome  rent.  He  expressed  a  wish 
that  hon.  Uembers  would  give  their  at- 
tention to  the  land  Acts  of  1H70  and 

1881,  when 

OoLONiL  WAKING  {Down,  N.) :   I 
rise  to  Order.    I  entirely  coBonr  with 
Mr.  Saldan« 


the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member ;  bat 
he  is  talking  upon  other  subjects,  and 
attacking  the  Irish  landlords  on  a  side 

Mr.  speaker  r  The  subject  of  Irish 
land  is  the  subject  before  the  House, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  me  to 
be  speaking  relevantly  to  it. 

Mb.  HALDANE  said,   he  was  pro- 

fosing  to  show  that  the  position  of  the 
rish  landlord  nnder  the  legislation  ot 
1870  and  1881  was  an  altogether  anom- 
alous and  exceptional  position  as  con- 
trasted with  the  position  of  the  landlord 
in  this  country.  In  Ireland  there  were 
encumbrances  and  charges  existing  to  a 
much  larger  extent  than  was  the  case 
iu  this  country.  He  was  acquainted 
with  a  case  in  which  there  were  two 
jointures  and  three  sets  of  charges  be- 
side other  encumbrances,  and  owing  to 
the  fall  in  prices  the  gentleman  to 
whom  the  estate  belonged  had  no  in- 
terest in  it ;  he  might  yery  well  say,  in 
the  words  of  the  old  street  song — 
"  I  care  for  nobod;,  no.  not  I, 
And  Dtibody  caret  for  me." 
He  had  no  interest  whatever  in  his 
tenants ;  and  yet  he  occupied  the  position 
of  an  Irish  landlord ;  proceedings  were 
taken  in  bis  name,  roceivers  acted  in  his 
name,  and  harsh  measures  were  adopted 
in  his  name,  all  the  interests  of  charges 
and  mortgagees.  It  was  with  cases  of 
that  kind  that  he  wished  to  deal.  A 
mortgagee  had  a  double  set  of  rights; 
there  was  a  debt,  and  there  was  also 
the  security;  and  if  you  dealt  with  the 
mortgage,  you  must  deal,  not  merely 
with  the  security,  but  also  with  tbe 
personal  debt,  or  else  your  legislation 
would  be  penal  as  against  those  vba 
took  security.  The  intention  of  the 
Instruction  he  was  moving  was  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  of  Lord  Cowper'i 
Commission  asfaras possible.  Hedidnot 
touch  the  question  of  mortgages  in  his 
clauses ;  for  mortgages  involved  a  p«'' 
Bonaldebt,  and  if  so,  he  did  not  knov  dov 
they  were  to  deal  with  them  and  not  defd 
with  tradesmen's  or  other  ordinaiT 
debts.  They  would  only  be.punishinK 
the  persons  who  lent  money  on  mort- 
gages for  their  prudence  in  taking^ 
security.  But  he  did  deal  with  f^iilf 
charges.  He  quite  recognized  that  ft 
man  might  give  a  jointure  to  hia  widow 
with  the  intention  that  it  should  remain 
intact,  even  though  theheirin  possessioa 
of  the  land  might  have  his  rents  reduced  ; 
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and  the  011I7  way  in  Trhtali  the  diSlcultj' 
could  be  met  waa  by  giving  a  discre- 
tioaarjr  pover  to  a  tribunal,  wliioh  hepro 
]>osedsDould  be  the  Land  Oourt,  giving 
them  power  to  reduce  a  jointure  or 
lump  Bum  charge  to  an  extent  not 
exceeding  half  the  proportion  of  what, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Oourt,  had  been 
the  fall  ia  the  annual  value  of  the  land. 
The  situation  waa  eiceedinglj  diffioult, 
and  he  thought  the  best  way  of  meet- 
ing it  was  to  give  such  a  disoretionary 
poirer.  He  would  provide  that,  in 
ezerciaing  the  power,  the  Court  should 
have  no  regard  to  any  fall  in  value  due 
to  negligent  or  improper  management. 
He  would  further  provide  that  the  die- 
ctetion  was  not  to  apply  to  honi  Jidt 
charges  for  valuable  coo ai deration.  He 
made  these  propositions  in  no  sense  of 
hostility  to  the  Bill ;  but  in  order  to  do 
justice  and  to  got  rid  of  impossible  re- 
lations between  landlords  aod  tenants. 
He  had  drafted  clauses  to  carry  out  the 
Instruction,  and  he  moved  it  in  such  a 
wny  that  it  could  be  accepted  by  tbe 
0overiiment  without  the  slightest  dis- 
turbance to  the  Bill  or  to  any  future 
scheme  of  purchase.  He  would  conclude 
by  moving  tbe  Instruction  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice, 

GEKEaAL  GOLDSWOETHY  (Ham- 
mersmith), in  seconding  the  Motion, 
said,  that  landowners  were  the  only  per- 
sons who,  so  far  as  law  went,  had  been 
made  to  suffer  from  the  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  land,  for  recent  legislation 
had  thrown  all  the  burdens  arising  from 
agricultural  depression  upon  that  class. 
Owing  fa>  the  fall  in  prices  and  rents, 
many  landowners  received  less  than 
those  who  had  charges  on  their  property. 
It  was  not  et^uitable  that  those  who  had 
family  charges  should  get  the  whole  of 
their  charges,  while  the  unfortunate 
landlord  was  deprived  of  a  portion  of 
even  the  judical  rent,  reducing  that  rent 
to  an  amount  perhaps  even  less  than  the 
total  of  the  family  charges.  He  hoped 
that  the  question  would  be  considered 
without  reference  to  Party  polities. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  iDStructioD  to  the  Committee 


Me.  PAENBLL  (Cork) :  It  appears 
•o  me  that  of  all  the  classes  who  are  in- 
created  in  land  in  Ireland   the  class 


against  whose  interests  this  Instruction 
is  directed  is  not  one  of  the  least  meri- 
torious. I  do  not  understand  how  the 
holders  of  these  family  charges  can  be 
compared  to  the  owners  of  the  land 
themselves,  when  it  is  considered  that 
after  these  charges  were  originally  put 
on,  if  the  value  of  the  land  had  risen, 
the  value  of  these  charges  would  not 
have  also  increased;  but  that  the  in- 
creased rent  would  have  gone  into 
the  landlords'  pockets.  Therefore,  the 
owners  of  land  would  be  in  an  entirely 
different  position.  If  tbe  value  of  land 
had  never  increased,  rents  would  still 
come  to  the  landlords;  but  increased 
amounts  would  not  come  lo  their  sisters 
and  younger  brothers,  who  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  these  family  charges. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  case  of  sisters  and 
younger  brothers,  and  others  who  are 
similarly  interested  in  land,  ia  entirely 
different  from  the  case  of  the  landlords. 
The  landowners  have,  it  is  true,  been 
hit  by  the  fall  in  prices ;  but  if  prices 
had  risen,  they  would  have  benefited 
proportionately.  Then,  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten,  these  family  charges  are  venr 
small,  mere  pittances,  in  fact,  which 
would  not  bear  reduction,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  great  cruelty  to  reduce  them. 
I  cannot  see  how,  on  any  ground  of 
justice  or  expediency,  it  can  he  argued 
that  the  depreciation  in  rents  owing  to 
the  fall  in  prices  should  be  borne  out  of 
the  pockets  of  sisters  and  younger 
brothers,  when,  on  the  other  hand,  tnoy 
would  obtain  no  benefit  from  a  rise  in 
prices.  Such  a  proceeding  would  be 
most  unjust,  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  sanction  it. 

The  CHIEF  SEOEBTAEY  poe  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BALFonR)  (Man- 
chester, E.]  said,  that  as  he  understood 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  if  acted  on,  it  came 
to  this — you  ought  never,  under  any 
circumstances,  to  reduce  the  family 
charges  on  land,  because  the  payments 
to  the  younger  children  would  not  be  in- 
creased if  the  value  of  the  land  increased. 
But,  if  that  argument  was  worth  any- 
thing, would  it  not  affect  the  case  of 
leases,  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  deal  ?  The  case  of  a  land- 
lord who  had  given  a  lease  was  exactly 
parallel  to  the  cases  which  the  Motion 
had  in  view.  The  landlord  who  gave  a 
long  lease  did  not,  if  the  land  rose  in 
value,  get  any  increase  of  rent;  if,  there- 
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fore,  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Uomber 
faqj.d  good,  he  ought  not  to  get  a  lesa 
rent  if  the  land  decreaaed  in  value.  He 
entirely  accepted  tlie  Btatement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  U!eml>er  who  moved 
the  Instruction  (Mr.  Haldane).  that  he 
moved  it  iu  no  hostile  apirit.  He  would 
ffo  further,  and  say  that  the  case  laid 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  wae  one  deserving  very  ae- 
rioua  conaideration  from  everyone  coa- 
cemed  with  Iriah  land  legialation.  Per- 
haps the  speech  he  made  in  iatroduciDg 
the  Bill  gave  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman some  encouragement  to  bring 
forward  this  Inatruction ;    because   he 

Eointed  out  how  bard  the  oaae  of  the 
rish  landlord  was.  Since  the  debta 
owing  to  him  were  reduced,  the  debta 
which  he  himself  owed  to  others  were 
enacted  to  the  last  farthing.  He  was 
Borry  that  the  Government,  however 
much  they  sympathized  with  the  view 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  could 
not  accept  his  Amendment.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  In  his  Amend- 
ment, carefully  abstained  from  touching 
the  qaeation  of  mortgages,  being  per- 
fectly aware  on  what  delicate  ground  he 
was  treading.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  argument  against  touching 
mortgages  was  rather  of  a  theoretic 
than  of  a  substantial  kind.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  said  that  mort- 
gages had  a  double  legal  security,  and 
Uiat  therefore  there  would  be  a  double 
injustice  in  attacking  them.  That  was 
an  objection  which  appealed  more  to 
the  legal  than  the  lay  mind.  For  his 
own  part,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  would 
canfeaa  that  he  should  regard  with  the 
utmost  misgiving  anything  said  by  any 
responsible  Member  of  the  House  which 
should  encourage  the  idea  that  that 
House  was  prepared  to  tamper  with 
mortgages,  not  because  they  were  tech- 
nically secured  in  a  double  manner,  but 
because  it  was  impossible  to  do  a 
greater  injniy,  not  to  those  who  lent 
money,  but  to  those  who  borrowed,  than 
to  throw  question  on  the  character  of 
the  security;  because,  once  the  security 
was  challenged,  the  lenders  would  eee 
that  their  heat  course  was  to  require  that 
the  money  they  lent  should  be  instantly 
repaid.  If  a  notion  of  that  kind  got 
abroad  a  greater  disaster  would  fall 
upon  the  Irish  landlords  than  any  they 
had  yet  Buffered,  or  upon  those  who 
had  lent  the  money.  But  the  distinc- 
J/r.  A.  J.  Balfour 
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tion  between  mortgages  and  familj 
charges  was  sometimes  of  a  character 
difficult  to  make  clear.  For  example, 
take  the  oaee  of  two  childrea  to  whom 
the  father  desired  to  give  the  aanw 
portion — say,  £1,000.  In  the  one  ca« 
the  portion  was  left  a  char^  on  tha 
estate ;  in  the  other,  the  money  was 
borrowed  upon  mortgage.  It  was  simply 
by  accident  that  two  different  kinds  of 
machinery  were  employed  ;  and  yet, 
under  the  hon.  Member's  proposed 
clause,  the  portion  of  one  child  woolil 
he  cut  down,  while  that  of  the  other 
would  be  left  intact.  Take,  ag^in. 
the  case  of  a  younger  son  whose  £1,000 
was  left  as  a  charge  upon  the  estate,  and 
who  went  to  some  outside  person  and 
said — "  What  will  you  give  me  for  tha 
rent-charge  upon  my  father's  estate?" 
He  might  get  the  fall  value  of  the  rent- 
charge,  and,  having  been  disposed  of  for 
a  valuable  consideration,  it  woold  not 
betouchedby  the  Instruction.  But  if  (be 
younger  eon  decided  that  he  would  leave 
his  portion  as  a  family  charge,  then  he 
would  find  himself  mulcted,  acoording  to 
the  Instruction,  if  by  the  action  of  the 
Land  Commiasion  the  rent  bad  beeo 
cut  down.  But  that  was  not  all.  If  the 
clause  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Oea- 
tleman  proposed  to  move  in  Committee 
were  carried,  all  settlements  on  the 
estate,  of  whatever  kind,  would  stand  on 
the  same  legal  footing.  If  the  grand- 
father left  the  property  subject  to  a  cer- 
tain set  of  charges,  and  his  successor 
left  it  subject  to  a  second  set  of  charges, 
the  children  of  the  Grst  and  of  the  seoond 
generation  would  stand  on  the  same 
footing,  though  the  former  bad  at  pre- 
sent, and  ought  to  retain,  a  priority  of 
charge. 

Mb.  HALDANE  said,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  clause  gave  the  Coarl 
discretionary  power  to  reduce,  barisg 
regard  to  the  whole  circumstances. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  mnst 
point  out  that,  notwithstanding  that, 
the  intention  of  the  person  who  made 
the  settlement  would  not  come  in.  At 
all  events  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  admit  that  hie  solution  wu 
fraught  with  difficulty,  and  that  itthrsr 
on  the  Land  Court  the  reaponsibiiity  of 
a  epeciea  of  discrimination  which  had 
probably  never  been  thrown  upon  an; 
Court  before.  Thenthe  hon.  ana  learned 
Gentleman's  clause  was  about  a 
and  a-half  in  extent]  it  dealt  wil 
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extremely  difficult  and  complicated 
<]^ueBtioD,  and  might  excite  ^reat  alarm 
in  the  most  timid  of  all  daases — the 
oapitalieta  who  lent  money.  Above  all, 
it  could  not  poBsibly  be  passed  without 
a  very  large  expenditure  of  public  time 
^rhioh  could  ill  be  spared.  For  those 
reasons  the  Qoremment  did  not  find 
themselves  in  a  position  to  accept  the 
Inetruotion.  They  fully  admitted  the 
hardship  of  the  case ;  and  if,  without 
oauaing  greater  injury  to  the  persons 
intended  to  be  relieved,  any  means  of 
relieTing  them  could  be  suggested  at  a 
future  time,  the  Qovemment  would  be 
happy  to  give  it  their  favourable  con- 
sideration. At  that  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  trusted  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  Division. 

8£RWILLIAMHAR00trRT(Derby) 
aaid,  he  had  the  happiness  for  once, 
which  he  did  not  often  enjoy,  of  entirely 
agreeing  with  what  the  right  bon.  Geu- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  said  on  the  present  occasion.  In 
the  first  place,  be  agreed  with  the  right 
ban.  Gentleman,  that  nothing  could  be 
more  destructive  to  the  landlords  than 
to  meddle  with  mortgages ;  for  that 
would  mean  that  nobody  would  ever 
trust  them  with  money  again.  Who 
ever  heard  of  mortgages  being  reduced 
after  a  great  war,  when  times  were  hard, 
because  they  had  been  made  under 
different  conditions?  Mortgages  and 
family  charges  stood  upon  exactly  the 
earns  footing.  People  imagined  that  a 
family  charge  was  a  voluntary  settle- 
ment. It  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Family  charges  arose  out  of  marriage 
■etdements,  and  any  lawyer  would  say 
that  marriage  was  a  valuable  considera- 
tion. If  you  tampered  with  mortgages, 
no  one  would  lend  money  to  an  Irish 
landlord;  if  you  tampered  with  settle- 
ments no  one  would  marry  him.  He 
defied  any  lawyer  to  distinguish  in  prin- 
ciple between  a  family  settlement  and  a 
valuable  consideration  for  money. 

Ma.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  said,  he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  Qovemment. 
through  the  right  hon.  0«ntleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  did  not  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  proposal  of  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Haldane) ; 
because  unleaa  something  was  don 
the  direction  suggested  be  feared  that 
the  Irish  landlords  would  be  very  cruelly 
treated  iodeed.    The  reduction  of  rent 


given  recently  by  the  Land  Court 
amounted  fo  about  35  per  cent ;  and,  in 
all  probability,  by  the  time  that  this 
Bill  iasued  from  the  House  of  Commons 
a  principle  would  be  laid  down  leading 
to  a  reduction  all  ronod  of  at  least  35  or 
40  per  cent  on  the  old  scale  of  rents. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  said 
the  other  day,  that  if  the  whole  of  the 
land  of  Ireland  were  put  up  for  sale, 
there  would  not  be  sufficient  to  pay  the 
mortgages  on  it.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman had,  therefore,  prepared  himself 
for  the  total  bankruptcy  of  the  entire 
landlord  class  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  8. 
Smith)  was  not  among  those  who  thought 
very  highly  of  Irish  landlords.  By 
their  extravagance  and  fooltshneas  in 
the  past,  many  of  them  had  got  into 
their  present  lamentable  position ;  but 
he  did  not  think  they  were  all  equally 
culpable.  Many  of  them  had  suffered 
from  the  faults  of  their  forefathers ; 
and  it  was  rather  hard  that  the  entire 
ilass  should  be  ruined  by  legislation 
nitiated  in  that  House,  which  took  no 
account  of  the  painful  poution  in  which 
they  were  left  by  the  acts  of  their  pre- 
decessors. Hon.  Hembers,  who  had 
studied  the  evidence  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, would  know  that  the  reason 
why  many  cruel  evictions  had  been 
carried  out  in  Ireland  was  because  the 
mortgagee  had  been  pressing  for  hie 
pound  of  flesh.  The  unhappy  landlord, 
under  the  circumstances,  had  been  com* 
pelled  to  evict.  In  nine  cases  out  of 
ten,  it  was  the  money-lender  who  evicted, 
while  the  landlord  had  to  bear  all  the 
odium  of  the  situation.  He  did  not 
^ree  with  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  that  the  land- 
lord would  be  the  greatest  loser  by  any 
legislation  that  tampered  with  mort- 
gages. What  the  landlord  wanted  was 
an  immediate  settlement  of  these  claims, 
and  if  the  House  should  consider  it  juat 
to  apportion  those  claims  in  some  de- 
gree to  the  present  rent,  the  landlord 
would  be  a  gainer  and  not  a  loser.  He 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  quite  saw  the  difficulty 
raised  by  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but  what 
he  said  was  that  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  Ireland,  everything  was  exceptional. 
They  were  turning  everything  upside 
down  in  that  country,  and  they  could 
not  help  themselves.  They  must  pro- 
tect the  tenant  by  means  of  judicial 
rents;  but,   at   the   same    time,    they 
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Bbould  protect  the  landlord  againet 
those  heavy  and  unjust  claims  which 
were  now  made  apon  him. 

Mb.  QEDOE  (Stockport)  said,  that 
he  would  have  supported  the  Amend' 
ment  in  an  earlier  period  of  the  Seesioa, 
Bhj,  if  it  were  the  month  of  Uay,  in- 
stead of  being  as  it  was  nearly  the  end 
of  JuIt  ;  but  if  the;  attempted  to  deal 
with  the  Bubjeot  now  in  oonneotion  with 
this  Bill,  they  would  be  kept  there  until 
the  middle  of  October.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  there  was  perfect  justice 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Haldane),  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Qovernment  would  give  some 
intimation  of  their  intention — if  not  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session  to  cairj  it 
out — to  give  it,  at  any  rate,  their  earnest 
consideration.  There  was  a  wide  dis- 
tiDction  between  settlements  and  joint- 
ures, even  including  settlements  made 
on  marriage,  and  mortgages ;  and  as 
they  had  interfered  with  the  rights  of 
the  owners  of  the  land  and  the  returns 
upon  the  land  of  those  owners,  thoy 
ought  to  deal,  not  with  one  particular 
person  who  happened  to  be  the  nominal 
owner,  but  also  with  those  who  were 
practically  the  joint  owoera,  and  give 
them  their  fair  shares  in  proportion. 
B^  thus  distributing  the  results  of  the 
injustice  done  to  landowners  by  the 
Land  Act  of  1882,  among  all  these  who 
were  interested  in  the  land,  they  would 
diminish  the  injustice,  and,  so  far  as 
was  possible,  do  justice.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  right  bon.  Member  for 
Derby  that  marriage  settlements  stood 
on  a  different  footing  from  voluntary 
settlements  made  by  will  or  otherwise. 
That  was  the  view  not  of  a  statesman, 
but  of  a  lawyer,  carried  away  by  the 
legal  Inotion  that  marriagewae  a  valuable 
consideration.  Mortgages  were  alto- 
gether different,  for,  although  it  might 
be  fair  as  regards  the  mortgagees  to 
make  them  bear  part  of  the  loss,  yet,  in 
the  long  run,  experience  showed,  as  in  the 
ease  of  the  usury  laws,  that  interference 
with  the  rights  of  the  leader  did  not 
benefit  the  borrower.  The  Land  Act  of 
1882  had  made  it  moat  difficult  to  borrow 
money  on  a  mortgage  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  to  include  mortgagee  in  the  pro- 
posed arrangement  womd  make  it  im- 
possible to  do  so.  But  if  a  landowner 
could  not  borrow,  away  would  go  all 
hope  of  his  spending  money  on  the  im- 
provement of  bia  estate.  He  hoped 
3Ir.  S.  Smith 


that  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  woiU 
take  the  principle  of  the  Amendmeat 
into  consideration,  with  a  vieir  of  thtov- 
ing  on  others,  aa  well  aa  oa  the  land- 
lords, the  loss  that  had  arisen  owing  to 
the  fall  in  the  value  of  Irish  land. 

Ma.JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W.)  said,  that  the  argnmeiit* 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Datbj 
had  by  no  means  convinced  him.     Bm 
he  would  admit  that  it  waa  a  verj  im- 
portant matter,  requiring  the  coosidera- 
tion  of  the  Ch>vernmBnt ;  and,  after  what 
had  taken  place,  he  suppoaed  hia  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mi.  Haldaae)  would 
withdraw   his    Amendment.     He    felt, 
however,    that     the    argameot    of    the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  the  anb- 
ject  of  time  was  conclusive.     There  was 
no  doubt  as  to  the  compUcalioa  of  the 
matter,  or  as  to  the  enormous  interent 
concerned  in  the  Amendmeot ;  and  no 
dealing  with  the  question  could  be  per- 
mitted which  was  not  the  subject  of  the 
fullest  consideration  both  by  the  Houw 
andby  theGovemment.  There  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  clear  distinotioQ  between 
the  case  of  mortgages  and  family  settle- 
ments, although  in  a  country  like  Ire- 
land,  where  Parliament   had    already 
interfered  so  much,   there  could  be  bo 
very  grave  objection — indeed,  it  might 
be   very   possible   that  they  might    be 
compelled—to   interfere  a   little   more. 
For  instance,  one  had  been  accustomed 
to  look  on  rent  settled  by  a  Court  aa  a 
prior  and  secured  claim  ;  yet  they  were 
going    by    this   Bill    to    interpose   an 
equitable  jurisdiction   before   the   rent 
oould  be  obtained  by  the  landlord.     It 
might  also  be  necessary  to  interpose  tfae 
equitable  jurisdiction  of  a  Court  before 
even  the  mortgagee  should  be  able  te 
exercise  his  rights.     He  thought  that, 
even  in  the  case  of  mortgages,  whioh 
lawyers  regarded  as   so   very  sacred, 
something  could  be  done ;  but  la  r^ard 
to  family  charges  the   case  waa    still 
stronger.    A  mortgage  was  the  actual 
transfer  of  the  legal  ownerehip  for  a 
money   consideration;   whereas   family 
charges  were  usually  the  result  of  volun- 
tary settlements.    If  those  who  created 
those  charges  could  revise  them,  they 
would  now  desire  to  revise  them  in  the 
interests  of  the  landlord,    and   againit 
the  charge-owner.     The  case  had  noir 
arisen  for  revising  those  charges.    He 
would  admit  it  was  impossible  to  ptg- 
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ceed  with  the  matter  further  that  Sea- 
Bion.  He  vould,  therefore,  suggest  that 
the  QorernmeQt  might,  during  the  Ile- 
oesa,  appoint  b  small  Speoial  Commis- 
sion to  Gonsidar  the  subject,  having  aole 
regard  to  the  case  of  Ireland,  andharing 
regard  to  the  case  of  mortgages  and 
other  charges,  to  see  whether  the  diffi- 
culties which  stand  in  the  way  of  an 
equitable  settlement  could  not  be  over- 

Ub.  a.  J.  BA.LFOUB  said,  the  sug- 
gestiou  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
would  receive  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. They  would,  probably,  in- 
stitute some  form  of  inquiry ;  but  whe- 
ther by  Commission  or  Committee,  and 
by  which  House  of  the  Legislature, 
would  be  a  matter  for  further  considera- 
tion. 

Ur.  KALDANK,  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  said,  that  his 
only  reason  for  bringing  it  forward  at 
that  time  was  that  it  seemed  to  him  the 
case  of  the  Irish  landlords  was  an  urgent 
one  which  must  be  dealt  with  at  onoe. 
Unless  something  was  done  they  would 
be  squeezed  out  of  life,  not  merely  under 
existing  circumstances,  but  by  the  fur- 
ther legislation  which  was  contemplated. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tvithdraton. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J^r.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Ma.  ILLING WORTH  (Bradford,  W.) 
aaid,  the  Opposition  were  placed  at  an 
unfair  disadvantage  compared  with  Con- 
.  eervative  Membera.     The  supporters  of 
the  Qovemment  who  had  attended  the 
meetings  at  the  Carlton   Club    knew 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were.     On  the  secondreadingoftheBill 
there  was  a  universal  feeling  that  what 
they  were  then  discussing  was  a  bogus 
Bill,  and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
House   would  not  be  justified  in   pro- 
ceeding further  in  the  direction  of  going 
into  CoWoittee  without  attempting  to 
obtain  from  the  Government  some  infor- 
mation and  the  necessarv  esnlanations. 
in  order  to  know 
f eatarea  of  the  1 
ment  intended  t 
maintained  that,  i 
of  Public  Busines; 
the  measure  itsel 


and  reasonable  that  the  Government 
should  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
changes  to  be  introduced.  If  Lord 
Salisbury's  language  was  not  misunder- 
stood, it  was  intended  to  radically  alter 
the  measure.  If  the  Government  re- 
fused to  put  the  House  in  possession  of 
what  they  meant  to  do,  on  them  would 
be  the  responsibility  of  whsther  delay 
and  confusion  might  occur  at  subse- 
quent stages  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
The  Government  had  not  even  taken  the 
usual  step  of  putting  their  Amendments 
on  the  Paper.  Was  it  to  be  assumed 
that  their  Amendments  were  of  less  im- 
portance than  those  of  private  Members  ? 
The  Government  having  yielded  to  an 
inSuenoe  which  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  withstand,  surely  there  was  no 
reason  why  delicacy  should  prevent  them 
making  a  clean  breast  of  their  altered 
attitude  in  regard  to  this  Bill  In  order 
to  protest  against  the  silence  of  Minis- 
ters on  the  point,  he  would  move  the 
adjourument  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S,),  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  it  was  essen- 
tial, in  the  interests  of  their  ooastituenta 
and  of  the  House,  that  they  should  know 
what  was  intended.  Since  the  second 
reading  had  been  agreed  to,  there  had 
been  a  aemi-oScial  announcement  of 
great  alterations  in  the  Bill,  which  were 
described  by  Lord  Salisbury  as  minor 
changes.  The  knowledge  of  those  minor 
changes  should  not,  at  all  evente,  be 
meted  out  in  instalments.  How  did  they 
stand  with  regard  to  the  saving  of  time? 
There  were  56  pages  of  Amendments. 
How  many  of  those  might  be  modified 
or  sivept  away  if  the  Government  would 
only  declare  their  intentions  ?  The  de- 
bate should  be  adjourned  until  the  Go- 
vernment would  make  up  their  minds. 
The  question,  for  instance,  of  revising 
the  judicial  rent  and  the  question  of  the 
Baukruptcy  Clauses  were  vital,  and  the 
public  interest  required  that  they  ahould 
know  what  the  changes  were  which  the 
Government  propos^  to  make  in  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
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ciples — ConBsrvative  priaciples  wludi 
you  have  BurreDderea,  becauae  it  is 
necesBaiy  to  have  the  aupport  of  tbs 
Liberal  nnionista  to  defend  the  TTdIob? 
The  Chauoellor  of  the  £xoheqiier  said 
he  would  never  make  any  concession  tn 
win  votes.  We  want  to  know  what  ii 
the  barg;aiD  made  since?  "We  kno* 
what  the  Bill  was  on  Friday  night  last: 


to  do.  The  House  of  Commona  has 
never  been  treated  in  such  a  manner  as 
this  before.  The  Government  have  gone 
a  long  way  in  their  treatment  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  such  a  thing 
as  this  has  never  been  heard  of.  What 
is  the  meaning  of  the  second  reading  of 
aBillf  It  is  that  the  general  provieiona 
of  the  Bill  shall  be  discussed  as  a  whole 
on  the  second  reading.  Then  the  stage 
of  moving  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair 
is  proceeded  with ;  and  the  meaning  of 
those  preliminary  proceedings  is,  that 
there  shall  be  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  general  aspect  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  bearing  of  one  clause  on  an- 
other. We  know  very  well  that  many 
of  those  clauses  may  depend  extremely 
on  their  relations  one  with  another.  We 
know,  in  our  experience  of  the  last  Bill, 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  de- 
sired to  explain  the  effect  of  one  clause 
on  another,  but  was  not  allowed  to  do 
so.  Is  this  the  Bill  we  read  a  second 
time?  We  know  perfectly  well  that  it 
is  not.  It  is  all  nonsense  for  you  to  talk 
about  the  meeting  at  the  Carlton  Club 
being  a  private  meeting.  If  so,  why 
did  you  send  accounts  of  it  by  the  news- 
papers to  all  the  world  ?  You  are  afraid 
of  a  Dissolution,  and  you  must  buy  votes 
from  the  Liberal  Unionists.  And  then 
you  dare  not  say  what  is  the  price  you 
have  p«d  for  the  votes.  You  are  trying 
to  conceal  it.  The  Qovernmant  are  the 
bravest  men  in  the  world  until  the  mo- 
ment of  Gght.  They  nailed  their  colours 
to  the  mast,  and  then  in  a  moment  of 
danger  they  put  their  tail  between  their 
lefra  and  ran  away.  [  MinUteriai  ehfvrt.'] 
Yes;  you  have  run  away  to-night.  It  is 
most  extraordinary  to  me  that  we  are 
not  to  be  allowed  to  know  the  changes 
which  are  to  be  made  in  this  Bill.  Why 
is  that?  We  know  perfectly  well  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  means 
by  greater  stability,  and  what  he  thinks 
of  j  udicial  rents.  Last  Friday  he  swore 
that  he  never,  never  would  alter  his 
mind  or  make  any  concesaions  on  the 
subject  of  the  revision  of  judicial  rents. 
Let  the  Qovernment  tell  us  whether 
they  adhere  to  the  stability  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  we  shall 
know  where  we  are,  and  we  shall  be 
satisfied.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balbour:  Will 
you  be  satisfied  ?]  We  shall  then  know 
where  we  are.  We  want  to  know  what 
are  these  terms  you  disapprove  of,  am! 
which  are  contrary  to  Conservative  prin- 
8.r  William  Itareeurt 


but  we  want  tu  know  what  it  is  no« 
We  want  to  know  something  about  that 
miraculous   conversion  of  last  Sunday, 
and  of  the  effect  it  has  had  on  the  mind 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exobeqaer? 
Tell  us  what  are  now  your  opinions  with 
reference    to    leases,    the    Bankruptcy 
Clauses,  and  to  judicial  rents  and  other 
points  ou  which  he  was  never  to  giti 
way?     These  are  matters  which  affect 
hundreds  and  thouaauds  of  men  in  Ire- 
land.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Qeatlemui 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  I  tear  is  to  be  cnshieredfor 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Ifr. 
T.  W.   Eussell)  as  leader  of  the  Ulster 
Unionists,  who  does  not  like  the  conces- 
sions it  is  said  you  have  made.     Yes; 
that  hon.  Member  is  paraded    as  the 
lawgiver  of  the  Oovemment.     Well,  wt 
know  what  the  views  of  the  hon.  Hem- 
ber  for  South  Tyrone  are  on  this  Bill. 
We  know  also  what  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  BandoIphOhurchill)are; 
and  we  know  as  well  what  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) are,  and  we  should  like  to  knov 
how  far  these  views  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Government.     I  am  not  going  to 
say  anything  about  surrender.     ConBe^ 
vative  surrender  is  a  thing  of  which 
there  are  many  examples  in  history,  tot 
instance.  It  has  been  illustrated  by  the 
pen  of  the  present  Prime  Minister.     I  do 
not  suggest  there  baa  been  any  aurrender 
to  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington,  or  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemto 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.    H 
is  not  to  them  the  surrender  is  made, 
hut  to  the   electors  of    Spalding    and 
Coventry.     These  are  the  real  politicil 
Leaders  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfr 
quer.      We  are  anxious  to  know  whit 
the  exact  nature  of  the  surrender  ii- 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  in 
extremely  valiant  man  till  be  sees  he  a 
going  to  be  beaten,  and  then,  with  that 
discretion  which  is  the  better  part  d 
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valour,   he  nmi  away.     His  coarage, 
like  that  of  Bob  Acres,  oozea  out  at  his 
finders.      The   right   fa  on.    Qentlemaa 
'would    not  buy  votes  by   giving  any 
pledges,  but  when  heseoH  that  he  is  very 
likely  to  be  beaten,  he  now  says — ''It 
vill  never  do  to  be  beaten,  bo  lot  us  buy 
votes    at    the    market  price."    I  only 
vrant  to  know,  in  that  case,  what  the 
market    price  is.     We  were   told  that 
these  desperate  Liberal  Unionists  mif^bt 
bring    about  a  Dissolution — a  terrible 
thought.       A.     Dissolution,    conscience 
makes  cowards  of  us  all.      [i/ini>ltrial 
ironieat  cAfert.]     Oh,    no,    we  are  not 
cowards.     We  are  fighting  for  our  prin- 
ciples,   and   you  hare  dropped  yours. 
You  are  afraid  that  ifyou  were  defeated 
you  might  have  to  dissolve  Parliament. 
Bo  you  are  positively  going  to  recommend 
to  the  House  a  scheme  which  on  the  face 
of  it  your  principles  disapprove,  and  you 
are  doing  tbat  in  order  that  you  may 
buy  a  majority,  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting  tbe  country  from  pronouncing 
their  condemnation  of  your  policy.     If 
you  want  to  see  a  picture  of  humiliation 
look  at  the  Treasury  Bench.    Look  at 
the  men  who  would  not  buy  vote^,  and 
look  at  the  transactions  of  last  Sunday. 
They  absolutely  avow  that   they    have 
accepted   opinions  which   they  dielike, 
which  they  disapprove,  and  the  Liberal 
Gbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  goes  to  the 
Oarlton  Club  in  order  to  explain  why  ho 
has  been  made  the  Jonah  of  his  Parly. 
He  has  spent  the  last  three  days  and 
three  nights  in  the  Carlton  Club  to  ex- 
plain to  the  Conservative  Party  why  it  is 
he  has  thrown  overboard  all  thoseprin- 
oiples  which  he  proclaimed  in  this  House 
the  other  night,  and  which  he  went  over 
to  the  Alexandra  Palace  on  Saturday  to 
declare  he  never  would  abandon.     Tbat 
is  a  specimen  of  the  species  of  the  sta* 
bility  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much. 
It  does  not  suit  your  purpose  before  we 
go  into  Committee  to  explain  tbe  recent 
transactions.     Tet  you  expect  us  to  go 
into  Committee  on  your  Hill  without  an 
explanation  of  its  whole  character.     Is 
the  House  of  Commons  going  to  stand 
that  ?    The  other  nigbt  the  first  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  told  us  that  tho  proper 
ocoasioD  to  explain  matters  would  be  on 
going  into    Committee,  and  ever  since 
then  he  has  been  trying  to  get  out  of 
that  declaration.      It    would    be    the 
umplest  thing  in  the  world  for  you  to  say 
frsnklj  that  you  have  reconsidered  these 


matters  since  tbe  seoond  reading,  and 
have  seen  reason  to  change  your  minds. 
You  need  not  state  your  reasons  if  you 
like ;  we  know  them  well  enough.  We 
do  not  ask  you  to  confess  tbe  reasons  of 
the  bargainyou  have  made,  we  only  want 
you  to  state  the  conclusions  at  which  you 
have  arrived.  We  will  allow  you  that 
peace  with  which  you  desire  to  receive 
the  surrender,  but  come  forward  and 
tell  us  what  your  Bill  is  going  to  be,  so 
that  we  may  discuss  it,  as  we  have  a 
right  before  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair. 
Sir,  if  there  is  any  sense  of  self-respect 
or  any  regard  for  its  own  dignity  loft  to 
tbe  House,  I  hope  it  will  not  alio*  itself 
to  be  treated  in  this  manner— a  manner 
in  which  it  has  never  been  treated 
beforeby  any  responsible  Qovemment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  nho  has  just  sat  down 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  has  alleged  that 
we  are  afraid  to  state  our  opinions  at 
present,  and  he  emphasized  that  aaser- 
tion  by  informing  us  that  our  consciences 
made  cowards  of  us  all.  I  know  not 
whether  the  right  hon.  Qentlemanhas 
ever  in  his  life  suffered  from  terror;  but 
if  he  ever  has,  I  doubt  whether  the 
cause  of  his  fear  was  the  same  as  that 
which  he  attributes  to  us,  for  whatever 
else  may  have  made  him  afraid,  it  tan 
hardly  have  been  his  conscience.  Ho 
wishes  the  House  to  refuse  to  con- 
sider a  Bill  in  Committee  until  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  baa  declared 
exactly  what  its  intentions  are  in  re- 
gard to  every  specific  point  of  detail 
connected  with  the  measure.  Tbat  has 
never  been  insisted  on  before.  I  recol- 
lect the  case  of  a  Bill  of  even  greater 
importance  than  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House;  I  can  recollect  when  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  brought 
in  his  Bill  of  last  year  for  establishing 
Home  Bule.  He  was  afraid  of  defeat 
on  tbat  Bill.  Consciooce  made  him  a 
coward  on  that  occasion.  [The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  here  entered  the  House.] 
I  repeat  that  tho  right  hon.  Qentleman 
brought  in  his  Home  Sale  Bill  last  year, 
and  on  that  occasion,  to  quote  the  words 
of  the  Member  for  Derby,  conscience 
made  him  a  coward,  and  he  indicated 
to  the  House  that  they  were  not  to 
consider  themselves  bound  by  the  dotiils 
of  his  proposal ;  but  that  they  were 
to  vote  for  a  bare  abstract  principle, 
and   tiiat   they  were   to  trust  to  the 
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diecueBion  in  Committee  for  determining 
what  the  Bpecifio  details  of  that  measure 
■were  to  be.  Well.  I  do  not  now  offer 
to  the  House  a  bare  abstract  principle. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  has  apparentlv  concluded, 
from  a.  garbled  report  whicnhehasaeen 
of  a  private  meeting,  that  certain 
changes  whicb,  in  his  opinion,  en- 
tirely alter  the  character  of  this  Bill  are 
to  be  introducedinto  the  measure.  Allu- 
sion was  made  at  Question  time  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Ur.  JohnMorley) 
to  a  meeting  of  the  Liberal  Party  preced- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Home  Kuie 
Bill.  At  that  meeting,  reporters  were  ad- 
mitted, and  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Uid  Lothian  acknow- 
ledged that  he  was  reported  with  sub- 
stantial accuracy.  That  distinguishes 
broadly  the  meeting  at  the  Carlton  from 
the  Liberal  meeting.  The  meeting  at  the 
Carlton  was  a  private  one,  aad  the  re- 
port which  appeared  in  the  papers  was 
a  breach  of  conBdence.  It  was  evident 
that  the  report  was  made  from  memory, 
and  by  a  gentleman  with  very  con- 
fused and  imperfect  memory.  Well, 
on  the  strength  of  those  reports,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  comes  down  and 
says — "You  are  bound  to  make  a  public 
statement  of  what  you  are  going  to  do 
with  regard  to  this  Bill."  We  entirely 
deny  the  obligation.  It  is  monstrous  to 
suggest  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Itf ember  for  Derby  says  the  changes 
will  make  it  a  new  BUI.  I  entirely  re- 
pudiate such  a  contention.  The  Bill  will 
not  be  a  new  Bill.  The  course  the  Go- 
vernment are  taking  is  a  course  that 
every  Government  takes  when  dealing 
with  a  large  and  difficult  measure.  We 
have  laid  the  Bill  before  the  Hoi 
We  have  explained  its  objects,  and  we 
have  taken  advantage  of  all  the  criti- 
cisms heard  in  the  House,  especially  by 
those  who  have  not  indicated  that  they 
are  wholly  hostile  to  every  provision  of 
the  Bill.  We  have  not,  it  is  true,  con- 
sulted those  who,  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon^  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  are  entirely  opposed  to  it. 

Me.  DILLON:   Who  said  so  as  re- 
gards myself? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUfi :    Why,  you 
yourself. 

J/r.  A.  J.  Bal/our     . 


Mr.  DILLON:  I  only  indicated  three 

four  clauses  as  capable  of  amendment 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  hon. Mem- 
ber said  that  Clause  1,  profoundly  modi- 
fied, might  be  accepted,  and  dismissed 
the  wh(ne  remaining  portion  ut  the  Bill 
with  contempt. 

Mk.  DILLON:  Withtheexooptionof 
Clause  1, 1  rejected  the  rest  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  A-  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  my 
contention ;  the  hon.  Memberdieapproves 
of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs 
spoke  for  an  hour  and  a-half  without 
uttering  a  single  word  of  approval  for 
any  clause,  or  even  sub-section  of  the 
Bill.  Such  hostility  is  uncompromising. 
When  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
talks  about  change  of  front  and  running 
away,  I  would  beg  him  to  recall  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs. 
After  making  the  speech,  he  had  not 
the  courage  to  divide  on  bis  Mo- 
tion. ["  Oh,  oh  ?  "]  The  Bill  which 
the  Government  intend  to  pass  is,  in  the 
main,  the  same  as  we  had  introduced, 
and  we  will  shortly  state  the  Amend- 
ments agreed  to.  How  is  it  possible 
for  the  Government  to  anticipate  the 
changes  which  it  may  be  thought  de- 
sirable to  introduce  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  assents  to  that. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Hear, 
hear !     I  never  dissented. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  heard  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that,  as  a  result  of  the  criticisms  nhioh 
it  has  already  received,  it  has  been 
decided  to  introduce  certain  changes. 
Other  changes  must  depend  on  the 
course  of  the  discussion  in  Committee, 
and  on  the  amount  of  time  which  re- 
mains for  the  discussion  in  Committee. 

TuE  SPEAKEE :  It  will  not  be  m 
Order  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
go  any  further,  as  the  Motion  before  the 
House  is  one  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  Then,  if  ne- 
cessary, I  shall  make  what  observa- 
tions I  have  to  make  at  the  proper 
time,  afler  the  Motion  is  withdravn. 
Meanwhile,  the  lively  strictures  of  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  are  wholly  misplaced.  We  us 
not  presenting  a  mere  diell  of  a  Bill  to 
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3e  filled  in  ia  Committee.  The  measure 
ivhioh  ^re  hope  will  be  pBoaed  vill  be  the 
xioaBure  we  introduiwa  to  the  Hoaee, 
and  to  the  seoond  reading  of  which  it 
haa   already  assented. 

Mr.  "W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  LfOthian):  Sir,  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  prolong  this  discussion.  Mj 
object  is  to  bring  it  to  a  close.  The 
matter  from  our  point  of  view  ia  a  very 

{lain  one.     In  the  course  of  the  debate, 
iodioated  in  the  plainest  terms  that 
the   most  ooDtrorersial  matter  entirely 
turned  upon  the  admission  or  non-ad- 
miseion  of  the  judicial  rents  to  revision. 
That  has  been  our  position.     We  have 
now  heard  thedeclarations  of  tbeOovern- 
ment.     We  have  also  heard  the  Chan- 
oeUor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  strongest 
terms,  announcing  the  loftiest  principles 
and  motives  and  opposing  utterly  any 
Buoh  provision.     We  have  further  read 
in  the  papers  an  account  of  a  meeting 
whioh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Obief  Seoretary  says  vaa  a  private  meet- 
ing; butit  iathefirsttimeinmy  ezperi- 
eooe  of  half- a- century  that  I  have  found 
a  Minister  bold  enough  to  say  that  an 
aggregate  meeting  of  a  Party  in  both 
Houses  at  a  Public  Office  was  a  private 
meeting.    At  our  meeting,  whioh  was 
not  of  both  Houses,  we  had  one  reporter, 
knowing  the  mischief  of  having  inaccu- 
rate reports  spread  abroad.  We  had  that 
oneofEoial  reporter,  therefore,  and  we  are 
told  that  that  made  it  a  public  meeting, 
whereas  this  was  a  private  meeting.    I 
utterly  dissent  from  the  doctrine  that  a 
meeting  of  a  Party  which  is  in  power 
and  rules  the  two  Houees  is  a  private 
meeting.    But,  whatever  it  is,  and  whe- 
ther it  was  private  or  not,  we  have  a 
right  to  be  informed  of  the  upshot  of 
that  meeting  before  we  are  called  upon 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  dealing  with 
the  details  of  this  Bill.    I  do  not  want 
to  create  any  diEBculty.    Are  we  to  have 
the   Government  Amendments   on    the 
Paper  to-morrow  morning,  or  Saturday 
morning,  so  that  we  may  debate  them 
on  the  Speaker  leaving  the   Chair  on 
Monday  ? 

Uk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Speaker 
will  leave  the  Chair  tonight. 

Ma.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The 
Speaker  will  leave  the  Chair  to-night ! 
We  sre  told  to  value  freedom  of  discus- 
sion. We  are  also  told  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  whatever  other  people 
do,  value    freedom  of    discussioD,  and 


that,  in  introducing  this  Bill,  they  had 
regard  to  principles  of  hononr,  which 
would  not  Eulow  them  to  touch  judicial 
rente.  That  was  their  declaration  on 
which  they  founded  the  Bill  and  intro- 
duced it  to  the  House.  Lord  Salisbury 
eaid,  last  year,  that  if  these  rents  were 
interfered  with  the  public  must  pay. 
Well,  what  is  it  that  appears  in  the 
different  newspapers  with  regard  to  this 
meeting,  supplied,  apparently,  by  their 
own  friends  who  were  at  the  meeting  ? 
Is  it  not  a  reasonable  request,  when  we 
understand,  from  the  whole  of  those 
reports,  that  judicial  rants  are  to  be 
revised,  and  that  a  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  is  to  be  revised,  that 
we  should  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
ouasing  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  rise  to 
Order,  Sir.  I  was  about,  a  few  minutes 
ago,  to  state  the  substance  of  the 
changes  propoaed  to  be  made,  when  you 
stopped  me  doing  so.  I  want  to  know 
if  the  right  ban.  Gentleman  is  in  Order 
in  entering  upon  a  discusaJon  of  a  mat- 
ter which  I  was  not  allowed  to  touch  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  was  not 
discussing  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  No  disoussion  on 
that  matter  can  take  place  until  after 
the  Motion  for    Adjournment   is  with- 

Mb.'w.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  was 
not  going  to  discuss  it.  What  I  was 
going  to  say  is,  that  if  we  are  to  credit 
these  reports,  a  fundamental  change  ia 
going  to  be  made  in  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  and  the  demand  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  we  shall  not  be  allowed  to 
discuss  these  changes  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  I  say  that  ao  outrageous 
a  demand  was  never  before  made,  and 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  has  sur- 
rendered all  its  liberties  and  thrust  them 
prostrate  at  the  feet  of  the  Government, 
will  not,  I  feel  sure,  accede  to  that  de- 
mand. I  think  my  proposal  is  a  mode- 
rate one.  Will  the  Bill  leave  the 
judicial  rents  intact,  or  will  it  introduce 
a  change  f  If  ve  are  told  that  judicial 
rents  are  to  remain  intact,  and  the 
Amendments  are  Amendments  of  detail, 
we  shall  raise  no  difficulty;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  what  has 
gone  forth  uncontradicted  to  the  world, 
and  he  knows  what  the  pith  and  sub- 
stance and  essenoB  of  the  matter  in  dis- 
Jute  is.  Every  one  of  these  reports 
nrnished  by  his  own  friends   declares 
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tb&t  a  If  reat  change  is  about  to  be  made. 
They  all  agree  in  that— that  there  ia  t 
be  a  fundamental  change  io  the  Bilt,  i 
the  esaential  principle  of  the  Bill.  |Mi 
A.  J.  Balfour  dissented.]  Hhe  right 
boo.  Gentleman  is  a  bolder  man  at  as- 
sertion than  anyone  I  have  ever  known; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  even  he  will 
venture  to  deny  that  these  reports  repre- 
sent to  us  that  a  substantial,  essential 
change  Is  about  to  be  made  in  what  we 
regarded  as  the  essential  principle  of 
the  Bill.  Well,  I  say  that  if  that  it 
going  to  be  done,  it  is  a  fair  demand, 
and  we  make  it,  and  I  trust  we  shall 
pereist  in  it,  that  we  shall  have  power  to 
debate  all  these  changes,  if  we  see  cause, 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  If  the 
Amendments  are  put  on  the  Table, 
we  shall  endeavour  to  judge  them  fairly ; 
and  if  they  ate  Amendments  of  detail, 
we  shall,  I  think,  make  no  objection ; 
but  if  they  involve  a  change  of  pria- 
ciple,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  for  au 
opportunity  of  diecussiog  them  before 
the  Speaker  leaves  the  Chair.  Tou 
might  as  well  deprive  the  House  of 
the  power  of  discussion  on  the  inti 
duction  or  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  as  attempt  to  deny  that,  when  the 
Oovernment  introduces  what  a  large 
portion  of  the  House  believes  to  be 
essential  changes,  wo  are  entitled  to  dia- 


trom  the  Leader  of  the  House,  whether 
he  can  show  to  me  a  single  case  in  which 
the  contrary  proceeding  has  ever  been 
followed  ?  I  defy  him  to  do  so.  My 
affirmation  is  that  there  never  has  been 
an  instance,  to  my  knowledge,  when  a 
Government  has  introduced  into  a  Bill 
what  was  deemed  by  a  large  minority  of 
the  House  to  be  au  essential  change  in 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  in  the  interval 
between  the  second  reading  and  the 
Committee,  that  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing that  essential  change  has  been 
refused.  That  ia  my  proposition,  and  if 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  will  let  us 
know  that  he  will  give  us  that  oppor- 
tunity, in  my  opinion  he  will  gain  a 
good  deal  of  time,  and  will  be  able  to 
forward  the  Buainess  of  the  Session. 
But  if  an  attempt  ia  to  made,  after  all 
the  violent  acts  we  have  had  in  the  pre- 
sent year— under  high  sanction,  I  ad- 
mit— to  commit  this  violent  act  without 
the  smallest  teaaon,  thete  will  be,  in  my 
opinion,  evident  and  palpable  lose  of 
J/r.  jr.  E.  Gladrimt 


public  time.  I  enter  my  protest  against 
such  a  course,  and  I  hope  it  is  not  going 
to  take  place,  and  I  merely  request  that 
we  may  be  favoured  with  an  aasuraoce 
that  if,  on  reviewing  the  Amendmenta  of 
the  Government,  a  fundamental  cbanga 
is,  in  our-  opinion,  introduced  into  the 
Bill,  we  may  have  an  opportanity  of 
commenting  on  the  change  before  the 
Speaker  leaves  the  Chair. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) ;  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, after  having  consented  last  Thurs- 
day evening  to  the  second  reading  with- 
out a  Division,  in  the  express  hope  that 
certain  changes  which  have  been  indi- 
cated might  be  introduced,  now  says 
unless  these  changes  are  stated  in  de- 
tail and  the  Amendments  with  reMrd  to 
them  are  placed  upon  the  Paper  He  will 
advise  his  Friends  to  refuae  you.  Sir, 
permission  to  leave  the  Chair. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  What  I 
stated  was  this.  It  waa  understood  that 
the  Government  intended  to  introduce  a 
number  of  changes  into  this  Bill.  If 
these  changes  appear  to  the  minority  of 
the  House  to  involve  essential  altera- 
tions in  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  I  ask 
the  Government  that  we  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  discusaing  thoee 
easential  changes  before  the  Speaker 
leaveathe  Chair. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  aeeka  to  lay  stress  upon 
the  possibility  of  changes  or  Amend- 
ments which  the  Government  may  think 
it  right  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  and  he 
makes  a  claim,  on  the  port  of  theOpJto- 
sitioD,  to  consider  whether  these  Amend- 
ments or  clauses  shall  be  deemed  by  the 
Oppoaitton  to  be  essential  changes  in  the 
Bill,  and  he  demands  that  the  House 
shall  not  proceed  wilh  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee  until  the  Oppo- 
sition have  had  the  opportunity  of  form* 
ing  tbeit  own  judgment  as  to  whether 
these  Amendments  are  essential  changes 
or  not.  I  think  that  is  a  demand — what- 
ever the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  experi- 
ence may  be,  and  it  is  certainly  greater 
than  my  own— which  is  much  greater 
than  haa  ever  been  made  by  any  Oppo- 
sition before.  It  ia  for  us  to  say  whether 
the  changea  are  easential  changes  or  not. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  about  to  proceed 
to  indicate  roughly  and  generally  the 
main  changes,  such  as  they  were,  wbiob 
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the  Government  thought  it  right  to 
introduce  into  the  meaaure.  But  he  was 
stopped  b7  you,  Sir,  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  be  out  ofOrder  to  indicate  those 
changes.  The  result  is  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Bradford  (Ur.  lUing- 
worth)  has  himself  prevented  my  right 
hoo.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  from 
making  any  statement  whatever  as  to 
the  changes  which  the  Government  were 
making. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  :  I  kept  my 
seat  in  order  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman an  opportunity  to  proceed,  and 
there  was  an  evident  intention  that  you, 
Sir,  should  leave  the  Ohair  without  any 
explanation. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  dealing 
with  the  actual  facte.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Bradford  moved  that  the 
debate  should  be  now  adjourned,  and 
the  fact  is,  that  the  mouth  of  my  right 
Bon.  Friend  is  shut.  He  cannot  now 
give  to  the  House  even  a  general  idea  of 
such  changes  as  we  may  think  it  right  to 
introduce  into  the  measure.  Therefore, 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford  has 
the  great  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  he 
has  put  it  out  of  our  power  to  give  the 
House  the  information  it  desires  by 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
I  can  say,  however,  that  we  are  prepared 
to  put  our  Amendments  on  the  Paper  to- 
morrow, and  the  House  can  proceed  with 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee on  Monday ;  but  I  deny  that  il  is 
at  all  fitting  or  right  that  the  measure 
should  be  delayed  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  simply  because  right  hon.  and 
hon. Gentlemen  opposite  wish  to  consider 
these  Amendments,  which  are  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  carry  out  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  do  not  depart  in  the  slightest 
degree  from  that  principle,  and  which 
follow  necessarily,  from  the  statement 
which  has  been  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  to  meet  in  pnrt  the  views  of 
Qentlemen  who  have  expreesed  their 
desire  that  the  Bill  should  pass  in  order 
that  a  preliminary  debate  should  be 
raised  on  these  changes.  I  can  only 
answer  to  the  statement  made  on  the 
other  side  that  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Opposition  to  delay  or  to  frustrate  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  upon  them  must 
rest  the  responsibility.  The  Government 
are  prepiu^  to  proceed  with  the 
measure ;  we  are  prepared  to  give  full 
infoTUf^tjoD  to  the  House,  in  ample  time 
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for  the  consideration  of  any  of  the 
.Amendments,  and  there  will  be  full 
opportunity  for  deliberation  concerning 
them.  Then,  If  the  Opposition  shall 
think  it  consistent  with  their  duty,  con- 
sistent with  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  consistent  with  the  interests  of  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  to  interpose 
delay  and  in  any  way  to  frustrate  the 
Bill,  it  will  not  be  for  the  Gtovernment  to 
bear  the  blame,  but  it  will  fall  on  hou. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  has  begun  rather  early  to 
charge  us  with  a  desire  to  delay  or  to 
frustrate  the  Bill.  It  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  bimeelf 
who  is  answerable.  If  on  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  this 
statement  as  to  the  changes  in  the  Bill 
which  he  now  promises  he  will  make, 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  would  not  have  made 
this  Motion,  and  ws  should  have  been  at 
the  point  we  have  now  arrived  at,  an  hour 
ago.  Therefore,  it  is  the  Government 
who  are  responsible  for  the  delay  that 
has  taken  place.  I  do  not  want  to  pro- 
long controversy ;  but,  so  far  as  precedent 
is  coucerned,  I  should  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  is  as  good  an  authority  aa  the 
House  possesses.  But  there  is  one  case, 
that  of  the  Education  Act,  1B70,  when 
great  changes  were  expected  between  the 
second  reading  of  Mr.  Forster's  Bill  and 
the  Speaker's  leaving  the  Chair.  What 
happened  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  him- 
self, as  Head  of  the  Government,  ex- 
plained before  the  House  went  into 
Committee  what  the  nature  of  these  im- 
portant and  vital  changes  was.  Now 
this  Bill  is  probably  not  so  important  as 
the  Bill  of  1870.  I  do  not  want  to 
wrangle  about  the  Carlton  Club.  Every- 
one knows  that  the  Goverument  have 
resolved — I  am  glad  they  have  resolved 
— to  accept  important  changes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian — I  think  in  his  speech  on 
Thursday  night— recommended  the  Go- 
vernment to  keep  as  long  as  they  could 
an  open  mind,  and  as  far  as  possible  to 

five  a  free  reception  to  the  ideas  which 
ad  been  developed  by  the  noble  Ijord 
the  Member  for  South  Foddington  (Lord 
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BaniJolpb  Ohurcbill),  and  the  ngbt  boo. 
Qeatleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir> 
mingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain), 
and  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Stifling  Burghs  (Mr.  Ottmp- 
b  ell-Banner  man),  and  to  make  consider- 
able modifications  in  the  Bill.  I 
understand  that  if  the  Motion  is 
withdrawn  the  right  hoa.  Qentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  would,  on  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  ex- 
plain the  Bubstaaoe  of  the  chaiigea  the 
Goremmeut  propose  to  make  in  Com- 
mittee. If  that  were  bo,  I  would  re- 
commend that  the  Motion  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  ILLINQWORTH  said,  that  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
about  to  give  the  explanation  that  was 
Touchsafed  to  the  Carlton  Club  he  would 
have  no  objection  to  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALK}UR  said,  that,  as 
ho  had  already  indicated  to  the  House, 
he  would  be  perfectly  ready  to  give  a 
general  account  of  the  Amendmenta  the 
Government  meant  to  put  down  on  the 
Paper ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  be  under- 
stood that,  if  ho  did  that,  in  return  the 
Speaker  would  be  allowed  to  leave  the 
Chair  that  night. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  said,  the 
House  would  be  better  able  to  judge 
what  it  should  do  when  it  had  heard 
what  the  Amendmenta  were. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  declined  to  be  a  party 
to  any  pledge  ;  and  he  protested  against 
the  inaccurate  statement  of  the  events 
of  that  evening  that  bad  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  The  delay  which  had 
occurred  in  the  declaration  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  was  entirely 
due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Obief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  was 
not  in  his  place  when  an  opportunity 
occurred  of  which  he  might  have  availed 
himself. 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  spoken  of  the 
Amendments  the  Government  were  going 
to  put  on  the  Paper ;  but  there  wore 
many  Amendments  put  down  by  the 
Friends  of  the  Government;  and  the 
House  wanted  to  know  which  of  the 
many  Liberal  Unionist  Amendmenta  the 
Government  were  going  to  accept  in 
Mr,  John  MorUy 


addition  to  those  tbey  would  put  upon  the 
Paper.  Theyoughttoknowwhattneright 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary's 
statement  was  before  they  agreed  to  any 
conditions.  Surely  the  country  would 
now  perceive  what  utter  muddlers  the 
Government  were.  From  their  muddliog 
mode  of  conducting  BusinesB  they  bad 
become  the  greatest  obstructors  that  had 
ever  been  known  in  the  House.  What 
were  their  feelings  when  they  looked 
back  on  the  proceedinge  of  the  earlier 
part  of  this  Bveniug  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  speaking  strictly 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House. 

Ma.  LABOUCSERE  said,  he  quite 
acknowledged  it.  He  was  illustrating 
the  matter.  He  did  his  beet  to  find 
excuses  for  the  Government,  and  the 
only  excuse  that  could  be  ibuad  for 
them  was  that  very  possibly  the  terms 
of  the  bargmn  were  not  yet  settled, 
and  that  the  Government  were  still 
discuasing  the  matter  with  tbeir 
Liberal  Unionist  Friends.  If  that  was 
the  case  let  the  Government  say  so 
frankly,  and  postpone  the  matter  for 
two  or  three  days.  They  had  had  to 
make  a  surrender ;  they  had  hauled 
down  their  flag;  they  had  to  eat  the 
leek,  and  they  wanted  to  do  it  bit  by  bit 
in  Committee;  butthe  Opposition  wanted 
them  to  swallow  it  now— and  whole.  If 
they  did  the  country  would  know  that  vs 
never  had  a  more  addle-pated,  a  more 
muddle-headed,  and  a  less  vertebrate 
Government,  and  one  that  obstructed  so 
much  by  putting  forward  propoBsls  and 
withdrawing  or  changing  them.  The 
Houae  could  not  say,  until  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  the  Speaker 
should  leave  the  Chair  that  night  or  on 
Monday. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  two 
Amendments  which  the  Govemmoat  pro- 
pose to  put  upon  the  Paper  relate  to  the 
question  of  what  has  been  termed  the 
"  back  door,"  and  also  to  the  question  of 
the  temporary  abatement  of  rent.  I  can 
describe  the  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  deal  with  the  first 
question  in  a  few  sentonces.  We  are 
perfectly  aware  that  it  ia  possible,  al- 
though we  do  not  think  it  very  probable, 
that   certain    landlords    may    naa   the 
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powers  left  them  b;  this  Bill,  and  the 
powers  they  posBess  aa  ordinary  creditors, 
to  oircumveat  the  limitstiona  whioh  we 
Iiave  sought  to  put  upon  evictions  by 
the  22ad  and  subsequent  clauseB.  We 
are  aware  that  it  is  possible  that  a  land- 
lord may  proceed  against  a  tenant  as  an 
ordinary  creditor  does  against  a  debtor, 
may  sell  up  his  effects,  and  may,  among 
other  things,  sell  up  his  tenant-right, 
and,  having  sold  Uiat,  may  proceed 
to  evict.  We  have  also  thought  that 
that  isa  possible  objection  that  ought  to 
be  considered  and  met ;  but  we  do  not 
think  it  would  be  just  or  right  to  place 
any  limitation  upon  landlords  which  we 
do  not  place  upon  other  creditors.  We 
therefore  propose  shortly  to  place  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  whioh  will, 
subject  to  the  discretion  of  the  County 
Court  Judge,  prevent  any  creditor,  be  he 
who  he  may,  mm  selling  up  the  tenant- 
right.  As  I  have  said,  that  Amendment 
will  be  shortly  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  do 
not  think  any  study  of  it  will  enable 
anyone  to  get  a  clearer  idea  of  it  than  is 
conveyed  in  these  few  sentences.  The 
other  question  is  the  one,  I  presume,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Qlad- 
stoae)  more  particularly  alluded  to  when 
he  talked  of  the  enormous  change  made 
in  the  Bill  by  the  decision  the  Govern- 
ment recently  oame  to.  I  do  not  agree 
with  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
as  to  the  magnitude  of  those  changes. 
They  are  not  inconsiderable ;  but,  cer- 
taicly,  we  do  not  think  they  amount  to 
a  total  remodelling  of  the  Bill,  neither 
are  they  so  great  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seems  to  imagine.  If  I  may 
eather  the  intentions  of  right  hon.  Gen> 
tlemen  opposite  from  the  Amendments 
vfaioh  are  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  right  hon  Member  for  Xewcastle- 
upon-TynefMr.  John  Morley),  their  view 
of  the  method  of  meeting  the  present 
situation  is  to  throw  every  single  judicial 
rent  into  the  melting-pot  and  to  bring 
it  out  brand-new.  This  is  revision  of 
rents  with  a  vengeance.  I  will  not  state 
fully  the  objections  the  Government 
entertain  to  that  proposal ;  but  we  con- 
sider it  to  be  wholly  and  absolutely 
inadmissible,  and  when  it  is  brought 
forward  I  shall  state  more  fully  why  we 
cannot  accept  it.  Our  proposals  are  of 
a  much  more  limited  description.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  that 
we  have  laid  down  the  proposition  that 
judicial   rents  are  not  to  be  revised. 


Well,  Sir,  to  that  proposition,  with 
proper  limitations,  we  still  adhere. 
ILauffhltr.']  Hon.  Gentlemen  laugh,  as 
as  if  we  had  always  interpreted  that 
proposition  as  meaning  that  under  no 
circumstances  would  any  rent  fixed  by 
the  Sub-Commissioners  he  altered  in 
any  respect. 

Me.  T.  M-  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
60  Lord  Salisbury  said. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  or  hon. 
Members  generally  can  have  studied 
the  Bill  either  ia  its  present  shape  or  as 
it  was  introduced  by  the  Government 
into  the  House  of  Lords,  because, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  of  bank- 
rnptoy,  we  always  oomtemplated  that 
there  might  be  some  relief  from  judicial 
rents,  f-^n  hon.  Mbubeb:  Eighteen 
monthsj  An  hon.  Qentleman  opposite 
says  "Eighteen  months."  As  the  Bill 
was  originally  produced  in  the  Lords 
that  limitation  of  18  months  did  not 
exist;  but,  under  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stands,  an  alteration  of  the  judicial  rent 
under  bankruptcy  is  possible  for  18 
months.  We  never  interpreted  that, 
however,  as  an  interference  wilh  the 
judicial  rent  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  they  ought 
to  be  interfered  with.  We  have  always 
thought,  and  we  think  still,  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  fatal  to  any  perma- 
nent future  settlement  of  Irish  aSairs  if 
we  were  entirely  to  upset  the  arrange- 
ments come  to  in  1881.  To  that  opinion 
we  still  adhere.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  that  we  shall  put  on  the 
Paper  is  undoubtedly  different  from  that 
whtch  was  in  the  Bill  when  it  was  in  the 
House  of  Lords  and  when  it  was  read  a 
second  time  in  this  House  on  Thursday 
last.  We  recognize  the  fact  that  this 
House  has  taken  upon  itself,  aa  we  think, 
the  impossible  task  of  managing  all  con- 
tracts relating  to  land  in  Ireland  through 
amaohineryot  Courts  and  Commissioners. 
We  regret  that  that  principle  was  ever 
adopted  ;  but  we  recognize  the  tact  that 
it  has  been  adopted.  We  know  that  this 
House  has  taken  upon  itself  the  task  of 
making  Irish  landlords  good  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  system  adopted  in  1881 
was  to  establish  leases  for  15  years  all 
over  Ireland  for  such  tenants  as  chose 
to  apply  to  the  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed.  Since  that  time  there  haa  been 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  revolntion 
of  prioM  in  Ireland— a  rerolutioa  in 
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Ireland  of  fu  less  magtiitude  than  haa 
taken  place  ia  England;  but  still,  un- 
doubtedly, there  baa  been  eomething  in 
the  Datura  of  an  eooaomio  revolutian  iu 
prices.  Well,  we  asked  ourselves  this 
question — What  would  an  ordinary  Eng- 
lish  or  Scotch  landlord  be  disposed  to  do 
who  had  made  a  lease  in  1SS2  or  1883, 
and  who  found  that  after  he  had  made 
that  lease  prices  had  altered  to  a 
contiderable  extent  7  What  have  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  landlords  actually 
done  to  a  very  lai^e  extent  7  Well,  t 
English  or  a  Sootoh  landlord  would  say- 
"  There  has  been  an  unexpected  fall  of 
prices ;  but  there  may  be  an  equally 
unexpected  rise.  I  will  not  therefore 
alter  the  terms  of  the  leases  which  I 
have  made  with  my  tenants,  but  I  will 
give  them  a  temporary  abatement  in 
order  that  they  may  get  over  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  next  two  Or  three  years." 
That  is  the  policy  which  has  already 
been  adapted  by  the  vast  majority  of 
Irish  landlords,  and  it  is  a  policy  we 
think  we  may,  without  serious  in- 
justice, make  compulsory  by  the  Bill 
upon  all.  Hou.  Qentlemen  have  talked 
as  if  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Cowper  Commission  was  a  quinquenQial 
revision  of  rents  on  very  muoh  the  same 
basis  as  that  on  which  rents  were  fixed 
by  the  Act  of  1681.  As  I  said  in  my 
speech  on  the  second  reading,  a  quin- 
quennial revision  of  route,  on  whatever 
baslS]  is  a  total  absurdity.  Not  only 
were  you  monatrously  wrong  in  fixing 
15  years  as  a  convenient  period  for  a 
lease  in  Ireland,  but  you  would  have 
been  equally  wrong  if  you  had  fixed  five 
years;  because  you  say  tenants  whose 
rents  were  fixed  only  three  years  ago 
are  already  so  oppressed  by  tbe  altera- 
tion of  prices  that  their  cases  ought  to 
be  considered  by  the  Legislature.  It  is 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  Cowper 
Commission  suggested  anything  so  crude 
and  absurd  as  a  mere  quinquennial  re- 
vision of  rents.  The  suggestion  was 
made  with  this  important  modifica- 
tion, that  you  should  arrange  your  rents 
by  some  automatio  process  depending 
upon  prices.  _  But  even  if  a  perfect 
system  of  Bliding  scale  could  be  de- 
vised, it  might  be  a  serious  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  a  purchase  scheme,  which 
in  the  opinion  of  tbe  vast  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House,  is  the  only  true 
and  final  solution  of  the  Irish  Question. 
But  we  do  consider  that  we  can  adopt, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


in  a  rough  fashion,  a  sliding  scale  so  as 
to  obtain  that  temporary  abatement  of 
the  judicial  rent  for  the  next  three  years 
which  may  enable  an  Irish  tenant    to 
tide  over  the  interval  which  will,  in  all 
probability,  separate  us  from  the  final 
scheme  of  purchase.     Our  proposal  is  in 
efi'ect  this — that  the  Laud  Court  shall 
be  instructed,   bj  the  Bill,   to   devise 
a  scale  of  revision  based  solely  upoa 
prices,  and  which  shall,  of  course,  vary 
according  to  the  districts  to  which  it  is 
to  be  applied.    The  Land  Commisaion 
shall,   have  power  to  fix  averages  aod 
to  arrange  districts.    The  districts  will, 
of  course,  be  settled  by  the  character 
of    the  agriculture  and  the    character 
of  the  soil.      Having  arranged   these 
districts   in    a    more   or    less    rough- 
and-ready  fashion,  they  will  apply  auto- 
matically the  diminution  of  rent   that 
they  think  just,  having  regard  to  the  foil 
of  prices  and  to  the  fall  of  prices  alone 
to  the  various    holdings    contained    io 
the  sections.    That  will  apply  for  the 
next  three  years,  and   the  House  will 
observe  that  it  ia  a  very  rough,   ready, 
and  rude,  but  expeditious  method  of 
applying  tbe  principle  of  a  sliding  scale 
BO  as  to  obtain  a  temporary  remisaion 
of  rents  until  the  purchase  scheme  nan 
be   carried  —  for   introduced,   I   hope, 
it  will  be  in  a  very  few  months — and 
brought  into   operation.     That  is   tbe 
object  which  we  have  in  view.     It  is  to 
get    over  the  interval.      We    frankly 
admit  that  that  plan  is,  in  its  nature,  a 
rough,  and -ready  plan;  but  it  is  cheap 
and  expeditious,  it  will  not  lead  to  liti- 
gation, and  I  trust  it  will  not  have  the 
effect  of  impairing  iu  any  way  tbe  cer< 
tainty  and  security  of  any  future  settle- 
ment which  may  be  arrived  at  on  the 
basis  of  purchase. 

Me.  DILLON:  WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  on  what  principle  the 
reduction  will  be  given  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  circum- 
stances to  be  taken  into  account  by  the 
Commission  will  be  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  holding  ana  the  fall  of 
pri«  . 

Mb.  DILLo!!  . 
relation  to  the  fall  of 
reduction  be  estimated  7 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFODR :  Th^t ' 
as  all  other  questions  of  rent '  wn7' 
left  to  the  Laud  Commission  ap^/i>V 
nndertheActof  1881.  WhenK^*^- 
Member  interrupted  me  I  bMd   *lmM'' 
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explained  the  full  scope  and  purport  of 
our  aug^stiona  to  the  House.  The 
merita  of  the  plan  are  its  simplicity  and 
oheapnesB. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Have  you 
dropped,  or  are  you  going  to  drop,  the 
Bankruptcy  Glauses  P 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR ;  We  are  still 
of  opinion  that  the  Bankruptcy  Glauaea 
will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  tenants. 
Regarding  them,  I  do  not  think  I  have 
anything  to  add  to  the  statement  made 
by  ray  Hght  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  whieh  was  that,  while 
wo  thought  those  alanses  would  bo  a 
boon  to  the  tenant,  we  should  drop 
them  with  reluctance,  if  we  found  that 
the  Representatives  of  the  tenants  enter- 
tained a  great  objection  to  them,  and 
knowing,  as  we  do,  that  the  Representa- 
tireaof  tho  landlords  do  not  look  at  them 
vrith  any  enthusiaam.  We  do  not  thi 
we  ahoiud  be  justified,  at  this  period  of 
the  Seaeion,  in  expending  any  la 
measure  of  the  public  time  upon  thi 
That  statement  was  mad«  explicitly  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  hope  I  have 
now,  with  sufficient  clearness,  though 
with  rather  rude  outline,  explained  the 
main  principles  of  the  Amendments 
which  we  shall  have  to  propose.  I  hope, 
also,  that  I  have  laid  a  sufficient  baaia 
for  the  discussion  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked,  what 
was  the  view  of  the  Govemment  with 
regard  to  the  restrictions  on  leaseholders, 
and  what  arrangement  had  been  come 
to  as  regards  them  ? 

Ma.  K.  3.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  that  the  Oovemment  will,  of  course, 
very  favourably  oonaider  any  proposals 
which  may  be  submitted,  although  they 
do  not  themselves  propose  any  Amend- 
ments. They  still,  however,  adhere  to 
the  opinion  laid  down  that  perpetuity 
leases  should  not  be  included.  After 
tbia  statement,  I  trust  that  the  House 
will  be  satisfied  with  a  brief  disousaion, 
and  that  the  Speaker  will  he  allowed  to 
leave  the  Chair  this  evening. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOTTRT  (Derby) : 
[  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
very  fairly  and  sufficiently  stated  to  the 
Souae  the  alterations  that  the  Govern- 
ment propoae  to  make  in  this  Bill ;  but 
[  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  course  which  they  have 
taken  in  dealing  with  the  whole  of  this 
VOL.  OOOXVn.    Lthdid  bbbim."! 


question.  Kow,  they  introduced  this 
Bill  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  they  had  an  opportunity  there  of 
considering  all  these  questions  upon 
which  they  now  announce  these  altera- 
tions. They  had  the  advice  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists,  who  abound  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  A  Motion  was  made 
by  Lord  Fitzgerald,  on  the  subject  of 
tho  JUri  faeiat,  and  the  Government  re- 
fused it.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottr  :  We  still 
refuse  it.]  They  refuse  it  still.  They 
refuse  the  view  of  the  Liberal  Union- 
ists on  this  special  point  of  fieri  faeioM. 
Let  us  understand  that.  That  is  not 
part  of  the  bargain.  Then  they  had  a 
remonstrance  from  Lord  Oowper,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  as  to 
there  being  no  provision  whatever  with 
reference  to  a  reduction  of  rent.  That 
they  absolutely  refused  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  Bill  comes  down  to  this 
House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain)  makes  a  speech, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  makea  a  speech.  Still,  there 
was  no  sign  of  yielding  upon  any  of 
these  points.  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  .waa  put  up  on  Thursday  to 
make  a  "  no  surrender "  apeeoh  upon 
the  sub^t.  This  is  what  he  aaid — 
"  La(  it  be  distinctly  UDdentood  tliat  we  do 


Did  you  hold  these  convictions  last 
Thursday  upon  the  aubject  of  abate- 
ment which  Tou  call  by  that  name,  and 
imagine  that  you  are  going  to  change 
the  character  of  it  by  using  one  word 
instead  of  another  f  There  was  a  re- 
markable appeal  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  a  remarkable  quarter.  I 
see  the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Darwen  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Tiacount  Oranbome).  He  is  not  the 
Rose,  hut  he  lives  near  it.  The  noble 
Viscount  has  said — 

The  renti  filed  before  ]8S5,  though  calcu- 
lated on  higher  prioee  than  nov  preTnil,  were 
still  fair  reota,  and  ought  to  be  mnintaioed. 
The  Memben  of  the  Uniaoist  Party  sittiug  on 
both  ddea  of  the  House  have  pledged  theuv- 
■eWei  not  to  interfere  with  the  judicial  rents, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  OovemmMit " — 
the  noble  Tisoount'enjoye,  I  envy  him, 
the  innocence  of  youth — 
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"  and  he  did  not  think  that  the  GoremmeTit 
would  Mk  them  to  iotertere  nith  judicial  rents 
and  to  be  false  to  their  pledges." 
He  any 8 — 

"  Tho  Home  Secretary,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  W'eat  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain),  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Ilar- 
tington),  and  the  nobis  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington,  have  all  declared  against 
tampering  nith  judicial  rents." 
That  is  the  pathetic  appeal  made  by  the 
nobla  Viscount  to  the  Government ;  and 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a 
magnificent  tone,  declared  on  Thursday 
night,  "Oh!  never."  The  noble  Vis- 
eount  waa  quite  justified  in  his  appeal. 
Last  year  there  was  a  proposal  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Paraell) 
for  tampering  with  judicialrents.  What 
did  the  Some  Secretary  say  then  ?  Bid 
he  flay—"  We  do  not  Uka  the  particular 
form  of  your  proposal ;  if  it  were  an 
abatement  for  three  or  four  years  which 
any  reaeonable  Englishman  would  grant, 
why,  of  course,  we  would  give  compul- 
sory powers  for  it?"  No;  that  was 
not  his  language.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said— 

"  It  is  not  within  the  competence  of  an 
honest  Parliament  to  varj  the  pledge  that  for 
Ifi  yean  there  should  be  no  interference  with 
thejodicial  rent,  and  if  the  statutory  rent  is 
not  paid,  the  landlord  shall  reoover  the  pos- 
sesmon  of  the  land." 

That  was  the  pledge  upon  which  the 
Government  took  their  stand  last  year, 
and  with  regard  to  which  the  noble 
Viscount  now  appeals  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Boesendale  is  probably  more  respon- 
sible than  anybody  in  this  matter.  What 
was  his  language  last  year?  He 
said — 

"  The  House  is  not  entitled,  however  tempt- 
ing it  might  be,  to  use  its  power  of  depriving 
any  class  of  the  community  of  rights  gnoran* 
tew  to  them  by  law." 

What  were  those  rights?  The  judicial 
rent  for  15  years,  which  he  said  the 
House  is  not  entitled  to  deprive  the 
tenants  of.    The  noble  Marquess  said — 

"  He  protested  af^ainst  any  scheme  to  de- 
prive landlords  of  rights  that  have  been  se- 
cured to  them  by  the  Aot  of  1B81." 

The  noble  Marqueaa  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  waa,  therefore,  instigating 
the  Government  to  refuse  to  deal  in  any 
form  with  the  abatement  of  rent  for  15 
years.  Then  came  forward  the  gallant 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  Thurs- 
Sir  WiUiam  Sarcourt  ' 


day  night  last ;  and  hosays  that  "  if  }]oa 
tell  the  tenant  that  his  rent  is  to  be  varied 
according  to  the  price  "  you  will  have 
established  a  totally  dififerent  principle, 
which  goes  to  the  whole  root  of  pur- 
chase. That  is  the  very  thing  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  going  to  do.  There 
is  to  be  a  16  per  cent  or  20  per  cent 
reduction.  According  to  what  we  have 
just  heard,  the  Court  is  to  determine 
what  in  to  be  the  reduction  according  to 
the  price.  Therefore,  the  very  thing 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  on  Thursday  night  that  nothing 
would  induce  him  to  do  he  has  nor 
agreed  to  do.  "The  principle  of  pur- 
chase," said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  is  that  there  should  not  be  a  fluctuat- 
ing price,  but  a  price  fixed  once  for 
all."  Are  you  going  to  Sx  it,  once  for 
all,  in  the  next  three  years,  or  is  it  to 
vary  according  to  the  price  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALrOUR :  I  ought,  pw- 
haps,  to  explain  that  I  only  deal  with 
judicial  rents  fixed  before  the  date  whea 
the  Commissioners  said  the  fall  in  prices 
began  to  be  serious ;  and  the  rent  is  to 
be  fixed  each  year  of  the  three  years. 
It  is  not  to  be  a  settlement  for  the  thr«e 
years ;  but  it  is  to  be  automatic — aacli 
year  for  that  year. 

8ra  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  That 
is  exactly  what  I  understood— namel;, 
that  there  is  to  be  a  variation.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Bauotir:  Hear,  hear!}  That 
is  the  very  thing  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  apostle  of  sta- 
bility, said  he  never  would  agree  to. 
Let  me  read  what  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  said,  because  it  is  the  solemn 
assurance  of  this  great  advocate  of 
stability  in  finance,  stability  in  domeatii 
afiEairs,  stability  in  foreign  affairs.  He 
sud — 

"  I  never  agreed  to  the  rant  being  Giei  a^ 
cording  to  the  prices,  because,  if  you  do  that,  it 
will  be  fatal  to  purchase." 

The  chancellor  of  the  BXOHB- 
QUBE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  Georgfl'S 
Hanover  Square)  :  Are  you  quoting  ? 

Sir  WILUAM  HAECOURT:  Yes- 
I  will  read  it  again.  It  is  so  long  ago 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaw 
has  forgotten  it. 

"  If  you  tell  the  tenant  that  his  rent  ii  to  ^ 
varied  according  to  the  price  yoa  »iU  ^^^ 
established  a  totally  different  pncciple,  ''^"^ 
goes  to  the  whole  root  of  parohaie.  TheprioKp" 
of  purchase  is  that  there  should  not  w  ' 
fluciuatiog  price,  but  one  that  is  to  be  fl>« 
ODoe  for  hU." 
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His  argument  was  that  nothing:  should 
be  done  to  varj  the  rent  according  to 
price,  because  it  would  destroy  purchase. 
But  that  is  what  I  understand  the  pro- 
posal of  the  GoTernment  to  be — namely, 
to  vary  rent  according  to  prices.  Now, 
what  has  happened  since  Thursday 
last  ?  Oh,  that  is  confidential.  Let  ns 
go  by  dates.  On  Saturday  night  it 
happened  that  the  true  goepel  was  still 
being  preached  at  the  Alexandra  Palace. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  as 
firm  as  a  rook  upon  his  principles.  But 
Sunday  interrened,  the  conversion  took 
place,  and  the  ChaDcetlor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  received  into  the  true  Church 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber tor  West  Birmingham.  Listening 
to  the  final  benediction  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  ior  South  Paddiagton, 
he  was  converted,  and  thus  the  vital 
principle  of  the  Bill  disappeared.  The 
Carlton  has  been  the  scene  of  many 
memorable  conversions,  and  will  be,  I 
dare  say,  of  many  more.  The  statement 
of  Lord  Salisbury  has  not  been  denied. 
These  confidences  will  get  out.  Accord- 
ing to  the  account  which  we  have  had, 
Lord  Salisbury  said  that  he  had  con- 
ceded the  principle  unwillingly  1  that  he 
did  not  agree  in  the  principle ;  that  he 
thought  it  was  a  very  bad  principle,  but 
that  he  could  not  help  himself;  and, 
therefore,  he  threw  overboard  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  his  prin- 
ciple, and  commended  himself  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Bussell),  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Faddington.  I  admire  the  frank- 
ness of  Lord  Salisbury.  He  doee  not 
conceal  his  opinion  of  the  situation. 
Lord  Salisbury  said— "Why  have  we 
done  all  this,  and  saoriflced  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ?  Because,  if  we 
did  not,  there  might  be  a  Dissolution." 
Well,  if  you  thought  the  country  agreed 
with  you ;  if  you  thought  your  sacred 
principle  dear  to  the  country;  if  you 
thought  that  the  country  approved  of 
your  Coercion  Bill  and  the  rest  of  your 
conduct,  why  do  not  you  pray  every  day 
and  bU  night  for  Dissolution  ?  But  you 
hold  a  Dissolution  up  bb  something 
terrible  to  look  upon.  Why  frighten 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) ;  why 
frighten  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Sleaford  Division  of  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 


Chaplin),  who  lives  next  door  to  the 
Spalding  Division?  Why  do  yon  say 
that  if  we  do  not  dissolve,  that  dreadful 
man  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  would 
dissolve,  and  then  the  end  of  the  world 
would  come  F  These  are  the  arguments 
by  which  the  great  Conservative  Party 
are  induced  to  sacrifice  the  saared  prin- 
ciple of  the  Liberal  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  sympathize  with  thehoo. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
very  much.  He  is  thoroughly  in  earnest ; 
he  is  a  man  of  war,  and  he  does  not 
care  the  moment  the  battle  has  begun 
to  run  away.  He  is  not  afraid  of  Dis- 
aolution,  or  anything  else.  I  would 
advise,  if  he  really  wants  to  fight,  to 
leave  those  Benches,  and  come  here. 
He  belongs  to  a  Party  who  always  runs 
away ;  and  if  he  will  come  here  we 
shall  be  very  happy  to  receive  him,  and 
make  use  of  his  tiKhting  qualities.  Men 
like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  are 
always  ready  to  fight — 

"  'gainst  fearful  odds 
For  the reotrolU of  their  fathois,  and tha 
altars  of  their  godi." 
The  moment  the  odds  are  a  little  too 
heavy  against  them,  when  they  think 
there  is  a  chance  of  their  being  defeateil, 
they  throw  away  all  their  former  prin- 
ciples, alter  all  their  acts,  and  run  away. 
I  should  advise  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  to  enlist 
under  some  better  standard,  and  not  to 
belong  to  an  army  where  the  flying  rout 
is  led  by  the  valorous  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  If  they  are  only  patient, 
they  will  see  plenty  more  of  this  kind  of 
thing.  How  many  months  will  it  be 
before  there  is  a  meeting  of  the  Carlton 
Club,  and  they  are  told—"  If  we  do  not 
go  in  for  Home  Rule"— not  our  Home 
Rule,  but  some  kind  of  Home  Rule — 
"you  will  have  a  Dissolution,  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  will  be  expected  to  vote  for 
Home  Rule,  in  order  to  avert  a  Dieso- 
lution."  I  confess  I  am  very  glad  the 
Government  have  run  away ;  it  will 
save,  I  hope,  a  ^reat  deal  of  time  and  a 
good  deal  of  discussion.  To  use  the 
phrase  of  one  of  their  former  Leaders, 
they  have  "yielded  to  fear  what  they 
would  not  yield  to  reason."  All  these 
matters  were  argued  and  reasoned  out 
when  the  Bill  was  in  the  other  House;  but 
they  would  not  yield  until  last  Sundav  ; 
until  they  found  they  were  going  to  be 
3  12 
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beaten  the;  wonld  not  listen  to  it  for  a 
single  moment ;  but,  if  report  is  not 
untrue,  the  hon.  and  gall&nt  Member 
for  North  Armagh  thinks  that  they 
hare  bought  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists  at  too  dear  a  rate.  Surely, 
that  is  rather  shabby.  The  hon.  and 
gallant,  Member  thinks  that  the  support 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  Jamea), 
and  I  nill  throw  in  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage), 
has  been  paid  for  too  dearly.  Surely, 
no  price  ia  too  great  to  be  paid  for  ad- 
hesion by  such  as  these.  Let  us  look  at 
the  Constitutional  aspect  of  this  ques- 
tion. I  am  not  speaking  of  Gentlemen 
opposite,  for  I  know  what  their  opinions 
ate ;  they  have  shown  that  they  do  not 
oare  a  pin  for  the  Constitution  ;  but  lam 
speaking  to  old-fashioned  people  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  I  bave  always 
understood  that  the  Constitution  of  Eng- 
land requires  that  a  set  of  reGponsibTe 
men,  called  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
should  recommend  to  Parliament,  and 
should  be  responsible  to  Parliament,  for 
the  measures  they  approve.  Upon  the 
very  fade  of  it  this  Government  say — 
"We  are  recommending  measures  we 
do  not  approve,  because  they  are  forced 
upon  as  by  men  whose  votes  we  want, 
but  who  are  not  responsible  for  the  mea- 
sures they  recommend."  Anythingmore 
thoroughly  inconsistent  with  the  Consti- 
tution of  this  country  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive.  You  avow,  you  have  avowed, 
that  you  propose  to  buy  votes  for  a  mea- 
sure you  do  not  approve,  in  order  to 
escape  a  defeat  which  might  terminate 
your  Government,  or  a  Dissolution  which 
might  destroy  your  Party.  That  is  the 
statement  which  has  been  given  forth, 
and  not  denied,  from  the  Carlton  Club. 
Nov,  what  are  you  doing  to  do  with 
this  measure  7  You  have  altered  the 
measure  in  a  manner  you  do  not  ap- 
prove, and  you  are  going  to  send  it  back 
to  the  House  of  Landlords  stamped  with 
year  own  disapproval.  Thetis  the  man- 
ner in  which  you  are  going  to  settle  the 
House  of  Landlords.  What  infinite 
mischief  have  you  done  already  by  your 
obstinacy  in  this  matter  of  judicial 
rents?  Months  have  elapsed — a  sad  12 
months  for  Ireland,  a  disgraceful  12 
months  for  England — all  because,  until 
you  were  compelled  by  fear  of  Parlia- 
mentary defeabk  you  refused  to  do  the 
Sir  William  Sareottrt 


very  thing  you  now  avow  you  will  do 
to-night.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
not  12  months  ago,  proposed  a  measure 
which  would  have  had  a  temporary 
effect  in  relieving  tenants  from  the  pres- 
sure of  unjust  rents.  I  will  not  argue 
whether  that  was  the  best  proposal 
which  could  be  made.  That  was  not 
tho  question.  The  question  was  whe- 
ther something  should  be  done  in  that 
direction.  You  bad  amajority,  andyoa 
might  have  made  the  Bill  anything  you 
liked ;  but  you  refused,  and  laid  doirn 
the  sacred  principle  that  you  would  not, 
that  you  could  not,  that  no  hooeet 
Parliament  could  touch  judicial  rents. 
What  has  happened?  Yon  chose  to 
cut  yourself  off  from  all  communication 
with  the  Irish  Members  on  the  subject. 
You  said  to  them — -"You  ate  ignorant 
men,  and  know  nothing  of  the  state  of 
Ireland."  You  were  encamped  in  Ire- 
land as  the  Austrians  were  encamped  is 
Venice  ;  like  them  you  were  ignorant  of 
the  opinion,  and  you  cared  nothing  for 
the  Irish  people.  It  was  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  who  said 
that  you  had  treated  Ireland  as  tha 
Austrians  had  treated  Italy,  and  as  the 
Russians  treated  Poland. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham,W.):  I  did  not  otv  so  j  lam 
quite  sure  my  right  hon.  liriend  does 
not  wish  to  misrepresent  me.  What  I 
really  did  say  was  this,  or  words  to  thii 
effect,  for  I  cannot  remember  the  preciw 
words,  that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try in  Ireland  was  as  bureaucratic  as 
the  Government  of  Austria  in  Venice  sad 
the  Government  of  Bussia  in  Poland. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET:  Th* 
Government  and  Unionist  Party  hare 
shown  absolute  ignorance  of  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  the  proof  of  it  >< 
this— that  in  the  debate  on  the  Modoo 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  you  sais 
you  did  not  know  whether  rents  vers 
nsed  at  too  high  a  rate  or  not.  Mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  did 
know,  hut  you  would  not  listen  to  I"'"' 
The  fundamental  principle  laid  down  hf 
tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Eossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  tbe 
basis  of  the  Unionist  principle,  is  that 
you  must  disregard  the  opinions,  ta* 
wishes,  and  the  knowledge  of  the  In'J 
Members  in  any  settlement  of  the  Ins'' 
Question.  You  chose  to  endeavour  to 
govern  Ireland  by  that  means,  and  tbs 
consequence  is  that  you  ore  utterly  un^t 
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ment  met  you  knev  porfectiy  well — it 
is  true  the  Seport  of  the  Cowper  Oom- 
mUsion  had  not  been  presented,  but  the 
evidenoe  had  been  preseated  to  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Uiohael 
Hioka-Beaoh),  and  you  knew  perfectly 
well  the  condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saundereon)  charges  upon  you, 
to  his  honour,  that  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  used  his  influenoe  with 
the  Qovernment,  and  that  the  Qorern- 
Dient  knew  perfectly  well  that  rents 
were  too  high,  and  he  recommended  a 
reduction  of  rents.  You  knew  it  last 
January.  I  want  to  know  why  you  did 
net  then  produce  this  measure?  The 
men  who  refused  last  autumn  to  make 
any  proposal  for  the  reduction  of  rents, 
in  ocneeqaence  of  the  fall  in  prices,  are 
the  men  who  are  morally  responsible  for 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  charge  upon 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Sossen- 
dale  that  by  refusing  the  demand,  which 
is  now  on  all  hands  admitted  to  be  just, 
he  drove  the  Irish  people  to  take  refuge 
in  the  only  defence  against  admitted 
wrongs,  and  the  oppression  from  which 
they  are  now  suffering.  I  do  not  want 
to  use  harsh  words,  but  the  noble 
Ijord  the  Uember  for  Devon  (Tisccunt 
Ijjmingtoa)  has  had  the  face  to  charge 
Sir  Qeorgs  Trevelyan  with  treachery. 
Abase  and  contamoly  from  the  noble 
Lord  is  a  compliment,  and  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  would  be  mors  proud  of 
insult  from  the  noble  Lord  than  of  com- 
pliment. Treachery  because  he  would 
not  be  an  accomplice  to  such  a  wrong  as 
that.  Treachery  because  it  was  found 
that  he  wonid  not  be  a  party  to  compel 
men  for  13  months  to  undergo  the  in- 
justice of  these  excessive  rents,  and  the 
evictions  which  took  place  upon  that 
basis  were  morally  unjust  evictions. 
\'  CrtMofNol"]  You  may  say  "No;" 
but  it  is  the  finding  of  the  Cowper  Corn- 
mi  bsioq.  It  was  in  consequence  of 
the  course  the  Government  and  the 
tTniotiista  took  last  year.  I  want  to 
know  what  has  been  the  consequence  of 
this  ?  We  have  the  testimony  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
"W.  Buseell)  that  nowhere  except  where 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  has  been  in 
operation  has  there  been  any  material 


reduction  in  rent.  He  said  that  in  the 
South  and  West  abatements  have  been 
made,  and  there  has  been  great  reduc- 
tion. Was  it  made  from  any  sense  of 
justice,  or  humanity,  or  feeling  of  mercy  ? 
No ;  for  according  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  intimidation  and  out- 
rage have  caused  the  abatements  to  be 
made.  In  Ulster,  where  there  has  been 
no  intimidation  in  the  shape  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  where  there  was  no  out- 
rage, there  has  been  no  abatement. 
There  you  have  the  Irish  landlord  in 
hie  native  colours,  and  there  there  has 
been  no  abatement  of  rent.  I  say  that 
the  men  who  refused  or  who  were 
parties  to  the  refusal  last  August  of  any 
abatements  upon  these  excessive  rents 
are  responsible  for  all  the  evictions  that 
have  taken  place  since.  If  these  abate- 
ments have  been  made  these  eviotions 
would  not  have  taken  place.  We  have 
got  this  morning  a  Beturn  showing  what 
these  eviotions  have  been.  In  six  months 
there  were  8,891  persona  evicted.  And 
all  these  men  were  evicted  because  you 
would  not  give  relief  from  excessive 
rents.  [CriM  of  "Not  all!"]  Well 
thcD,  I  will  not  say  all.  You  say,  how- 
ever— "Oh,  but  so  many  people  were 
retained  as  caretakers."  Now,  we  hare 
never  got  at  the  bottom  of  that.  What 
becomes  of  the  caretaker  six  months 
afterwards  ?  Does  he  remain  in  the 
honee  or  not  P  His  fate  has  not  been 
explained  to  us.  But,  even  making  a 
liberal  reduction  for  those  who  are  re- 
admitted aa  caretakers,  you  will  still 
leave  6,000  persons  who  are  evicted  in 
consequence  of  your  refiual  to  give  this 
relief  fast  year.  I  lay  upon  you  the  re- 
sponsibility for  these  evictions.  Now, 
what  might  you  not  have  done,  even  if 
you  were  so  ignorant  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  and  were  so  unwilling  to  borrow 
the  knowledge  you  did  not  possess  from 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland,  if  you 
had  brought  in  your  Bill  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session.  You  knew 
every  fact  you  now  know,  all  but  the 
fact  that  the  Liberal  Unionists  were 
going  to  rote  against  you  ;  every  other 
fact  was  known  to  you  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session.  Mark  what  a  difference 
there  would  have  been  in  the  history  of 
the  Session.  What  a  difference  there 
would  have  been  in  the  history  of  Ire- 
land, if,  instead  of  rushing  upon  coercion, 
you  had  given  relief  to  these  unfortunate 
people  by  a  Bill  introduced  in  January, 
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and  bad  reserved  yourselves  for  your 
final  measure  of  purchase.  Why,  what 
a  differont  situation,  what  a  different 
temper  you  would  have  found  the  House 
of  Commons  in,  and  in  what  a  different 
way  would  it  have  dealt  with  the  Publi 
Business  of  the  country  ?  You  did  not 
choose  to  do  BO.  Ton  were  absolutely 
bent  on  going  into  the  business  of 
coercion ;  yon  put  off  until  the  last  day 
of  the  SeBsion  this  measure,  imperfect 
no  doubt,  but  a  measure  which  I  hope 
may  be  made  more  perfect  in  Com- 
mittee; audit  is  in  consequence  of  the 
oonrse  you  have  taken  that  you  have 
wasted  the  time  of  the  Session,  ruined 
your  prospects  of  the  government  of 
Ireland,  and  destroyed  this  Session  for 
the  use  of  the  people  of  the  TJnited 
£ingdom.  If  you  had  introduced  a 
Land  Bill  affording  reasonable  relief  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  as  you  now  say 
it  was  TOur  intention  to  do,  freeingthem 
from  tne  burden  of  excessive  reuts,  in 
my  opinion  we  should  never  have  heard 
of  this  Coercion  Bill.  Therefore,  I  throw 
back  upon  you  the  taunts  you  level  at 
us  on  the  subject  of  obstrnctioo.  I 
repeat  that  the  course  you  have  taken 
in  reference  to  legislation  for  Ireland 
has  ruined  your  prospects  for  the  govern- 
ment of  that  country,  and  has  destroyed 
the  Session  for  the  use  of  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  LABOUCaERE  (Northampton): 
The  distinctions  which  have  been  drawn 
between  revision  and  reduction  are  very 
much  like  the  quibble  we  had  upon  the 
Coerr.ion  Bill,  when  we  were  told  that 
coercion  did  not  mean  coercion.  With 
regard  to  this  revision  or  reduction, 
there  will  be  a  substantial  reduction  ; 
but  it  pleases  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
to  call  it  revision,  which  amounts  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing.  Uy  right  Eon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  ably  pointed  out  that  it 
is  not  we  who  have  been  the  Obstruc- 
tioniste ;  he  has  justly  thrown  upon  the 
Government  the  responsibility  for  every- 
thing that  has  occurred  in  Ireland  ;  and 
everyone  on  this  aide  of  the  House  who 
does  not  happen  to  be  a  Liberal  Unionist 
concurs  in  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  said.  When  the  Opposition  dinned 
it  into  the  ears  of  the  government  that 
[hey  ought  to  make  a  reduction  of  rent 
they  were  met  by  a  turn  pottumut ;  they 
now  reply  by  apottttmus.  Her  Uajeety's 
Ministers  bare  been  in  a  false  position 
Sir  Willittm  Barmurt 


throughout.  They  took  Of&ce  without 
a  majority ;  they  had  to  submit  to  the 
UnioniBts',  and  were  obliged  to  do  as 
they  were  told.  They  have  done  so  be- 
cause they  are  afraid  of  a  General  Elec- 
tion, and  because  they  know  that  public 
opinion  is  turning  against  them.  I  da 
not  complain  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters ;  but  why  did  they  accept  Office  ?  I 
was  in  the  country  the  other  day,  and  I 
looked  into  a  pigsty  and  saw  a  man 
knockingthepigsabont.  Isaid — "Don't 
push  those  little  pigs  about ;"  but  the 
man  said — "  They  don't  care  what  you 
do  so  long  as  you  leave  their  noses  ia 
the  trou^."  That  is  very  much  ths 
position  of  the  present  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  might 
prove  by  argument  and  reason  that  they 
are  in  the  wrong,  and  that  they  bare 
sacrified  their  principles;  but  the  Oo- 
vernment  do  not  care,  they  know  they 
have  got  a  numerical  majority,  and  they 
treat  everything  said  by  their  opponenta 
with  supercilious  silence.  The  Pint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  speech  last 
night,  said  of  his  foUowors — "A  better 
Party  to  follow  their  Leaders  never  hss 
been  found  in  any  House  of  Commons." 
I  entirely  agree,  if  it  is  the  buuness  of 
followers  simply  to  follow  like  a  flock  of 
sheep,  to  go  right  or  left  as  tbey  tm 
ordered  to  vote,  black  one  day  and  white 
the  other,  that  a  better  Party  to  foUoff 
Leaders  never  was  found  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons.  The  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Cranborne),  on  the  same  occa- 
sion, elevated  the  same  idea  upon  prin- 
ciple. Ho  said — "  The  weather-coct  h» 
turned,  and  we  must  turn  with  it." 
Now,  is  it  surprising  that  when  tbe 
weather-cock  turned  against  them  they 
wished  to  change  their  opinions?  When, 
however,  right  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
epeak  of  themselves  as  Leaders  they 
are  somewhat  mistaken;  they  are  en- 
tirely the  slaves  of  slaves — they  are  the 
slaves  of  hon.  Gentlemen  there  (point- 
ing to  the  Treasury  Bench),  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  there  are  the  slaves  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  ait  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  and  call  themselves  Liberal 
Unionists.  I  really  do  not  know  why  • 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  prideshimsel' 
on  this,  that  his  Allies  are  the  gentlemen 
of  England,  should  condescend  to  ut 
with  such  obscure  and  humble  peisoDs 
as  his  former  Colleagues.  Why  do  not 
the  gentlemen  of  England  sit  together  P 
Her  Majesty's  Government  paid  a  pnc 
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for  tlie  support  of  right  kou.  Oeatlemen 
who  call  themselves  Liberals,  and  who 
adviae  people  to  vote  for  GonserTativee, 
who  nev&r  lose  an  opportunity  of  re- 
viling everything  they  once  held  sacred, 
and  who  attack  everyone  who  still  re- 
mains Liberal  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
Assuredly  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  earned  their  reward — surely  some 
concession  ought  to  bo  made  to  them. 
The  concession  which  the  Government 

E'ves  them  is  their  principles,  nothing 
SB  and  nothing  more.  We  are  told 
that  this  Bill  is  to  pave  the  way  for  an 
Irish  Purchase  Bill ;  and  if  we  are  to 
believe  the  report  which  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  somewhat  mysteriously  of 
what  took  place  at  the  Carlton  Club, 
Lord  Salisbury  stated  at  that  meeting 
that  if  the  rents  were  reduced  in  Ireland 
to  a  judicial  figure*  the  landlords  should 
be  compensated.  Who  is  to  compensate 
them  ?     The  money  is  to  come  mim  our 


Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Lord  Salis- 
bury stated  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Me.  LABOUOHERE :  May  I  take  it, 
then,  that  under  no  circumstances  will 
any  sort  of  compensation  be  given  to 
the  Irish  landlords,  if  their  rents  are 
reduced?  Do  I  gather  that  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  is  silent.  No;  t£o  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  afraid  of  his  followers. 
This  is  a  policy  of  oonciliation.  He  dare 
not  say  that.  Hs  wants  to  catch  votes, 
and  he  says  this  was  not  stated  by  Lord 
Salisbury.  But  he  will  not  get  up  in 
the  House  and  say  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances will  compensation  be  given 
to  the  Irish  landlords.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.Gbamberlain)  was  the  first 
author  of  the  idea  that  first  charges  and 
mortgagee  ought  to  bo  reduced.  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
Uie  fervour  with  which  he  goes  further 
than  the  gentlemen  of  England  them- 
selves. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  finds 
favourwith  his  Allies  by  telling  them  he 
is  prepared  to  aid  end  abet  them  in 
robbing  the  commercial  classes  of  this 
country.  The  House,  I  think,  ought  to 
know  something  distinctly  about  this 
Purchase  Bill.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  there  are  some  Gentlemen  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  a  purchase  scheme. 
We  were  told  there  would  be  no  risk ; 
but  there  is  no  liability  withoutrisk.  I 
do  not  oaie  by  what  Government  a  Pur- 


chase Bill  ie  brought  in,  or  who  votes 
for  it — I  shall  always  vote  and  protest 
against  it,  if  any  species  of  liability  or 
risk  is  thrown  upon  the  British  taxpayer. 
The  last  Election  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
lost  because  there  was  an  idea  abroad 
that  there  was  some  scheme  in  contem- 
plation for  buying  out  the  Irish  landlords 
and  incurring  liability  on  their  account. 
[An  hon.  Meuber  :  There  was  no  Bill.] 
No ;  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  The  Bill 
is  dead.  I  perfectly  understand  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  I 
do  not  BuppoHe  the  right  hon.  Member 
thought  the  scheme  was  economically 
sound ;  but  he  wanted  to  pass  the  Home 
Rule  Bill ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  many  others  were  ready  to  pay  a 
price  for  it,  and  this  was  a  epeciee  of 
offer  he  made  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
[An  hon.  Meubeb:  A  bribe.]  Yes;  a 
bribe.  But  when  you  are  dealing  with 
the  landlords  you  must  give  bribes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  saw  that  the  sands  were 
running  through  the  hour  glass.  The 
offer  was  made  and  the  offer  was  refused, 
and  it  will  not  be  made  again.  There- 
fore, there  was  an  erroneous  impression 
on  the  part  of  the  electors.  But  what  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  this.  So  horrified 
were  the  electors  at  the  idea  of  being 
called  upon  to  incur  any  risk  or  liability 
in  connection  with  the  Irish  landlords, 
that  the  mere  notion  ot  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  recurring  to  a 
Purchase  Bill  injured  the  prospects  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  the  elections.  But 
who  were  those  who  made  capital  by 
insisting  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill  again? 
It  was  theOonservatives  and  the  Liberal 
TToionists.  If  any  Parliament  was  ever 
pledged  to  anything,  it  was  the  last  Par- 
liament  that  they  would  not  incur  any 
liability  or  risk  for  paying  off  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  Then  I  trust  that  no 
Bill  of  the  kind  will  be  brought  in 
again ;  but  I  hope  the  Irish  Members 
themselves  will  see  that  if  it  is  it  would 
injure  their  cause  if  they  joined  the  Con- 
servatives in  throwing  this  liability  oa 
the  taxpayers.  If  the  country  decides 
that  it  should  be  done,  we  must  submit, 
and  I  woold  ask  nothing  better  than  to 
go  to  the  constituencies  and  let  the  con- 
stituencies decide  whether  or  no  they 
would  incur  this  liability  on  behalf  of 
the  Irish  landlords,  or  give  Ireland  full 
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national  independence  vithout  ioourring 
Buch  a  liability. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  I  wiah,  in 
the  first  place,  to  correct  a  considerable 
error  into  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man fell  in  quoting  from  the  Betum  of 
erictiona  for  the  laat  (Quarter,  aa  for  sis 
months ;  but  they  were  for  tho  quarter 
only,  and  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  did 
not  give  tho  sntire  number.  From  the 
last  Seturn  issued  by  the  Inspector 
QeneraloftheBoyal  Irieh  Constabulary, 
on  the2ndof  July,  1B87,  it  appears  that 
in  the  last  quarter  9,140  persoDS  were 
evicted,  or  more  than  double  the  number 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAHGOURT :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  perfectly  right. 
I  stated  that  8,991  persons  were  evicted 
for  non-paymsnt  of  rent,  and  that  5,711 
were  admitted  as  caretakers  during  six 
months.  It  should  have  been  three 
months. 

MB.FASNELL:  I  have  caUed  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  because  I  have  some 
remarks  to  make  on  the  question  of  evic- 
tions, which  does  not  appear  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  Government  Bill.  Kow,  Sir, 
I  think  I  am  entitled  to  claim  credit,  to 
soma  extent,  for  the  suggestions  I  made 
last  autumn  in  the  direction  of  the  abate- 
ment of  judicial  rents,  because  I  found 
that  the  Government  had  been  following 
very  closely  the  three  leading  principles 
of  my  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  they  are 
now  going  to  deal  with  a  revieiou,  or,  as 
they  call  it,  an  abatement  of  the  judicial 
rents.  In  the  second  place,  they  lay 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  there  has  been 
a  considerable  fall  in  agricultural  prices, 
jnst  as  I  laid  stress  upon  it;  and,  in  the 
third  place,  they  make  the  abatements 
run  for  three  years,  as  I  made  them  run. 
I  am,  therefore,  encouraged  to  hope, 
from  the  successful  way  in  which  my 
Bill  has  been  imitated,  both  in  respect 
of  the  Leaseholders'  Clause  and  the 
question  of  the  abatement  of  judioial 
rents,  that  some  attention  may  be  paid 
to  the  claims  I  now  wish  to  make,  in  all 
good  faith  and  sincerity,  with  reference 
to  certain  matters  omitted  from  the  Go- 
vernment measure.  I  do  not  wish  to 
dwell  on  the  inconsistency  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  present  oooasion.  It 
IB  sufficient  for  me  that  the  Bill,  as  far 
as  we  can  judge  of  it  in  its  altered  form, 
will  go  a  long  way  to  alleviate  the  evils 
which  now  exist  in  Ireland.  I  intend 
DOW  to  ask  the  Government  to  go  a  little 
J/r.  Lalouchtrt 


farther  in  that  direction,  so  aa  to  obviate 
and  do  away  with  all  poBsibility  of  hard- 
ship and  trouble  arising  out  of  tlie  delay 
which  has  taken  place  in  legislating  on 
this  matter.     I  observe  that  there  is  no 
effectual  provision  in  the  Bill  dealing 
with   arrears   of    rent.     Of    course,  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  not  told  the  House 
at  what  period  the  judgmenta  of   the 
Commissioners  will  take  effeot,  whether 
in  respect  of  the  year's  rent  ordinarily 
payable  at  the  end   of    this    year,  or 
ordinarily  payable  at  tho  end  of  next 
year.    If  their  decisions  follow  the  Snd 
clause  of  the  Government   Bill,   these 
reductions    will    only    take     effect    in 
respect  of  the  gale  accruing:  next  after 
apphcation  made   to    the  Court,  which 
would  he  ordinarily  payable  some  time 
next  year.     But  the  Bill  cannot  oome 
into  efi'ect  for  a  month  or  so,  and  would 
apply  to  the  gale  due  in  September  or 
November  next  which  would  be  ordi- 
narily  payable  some  time  next  year,  (ha 
date  varying   in    accordance  'with    the 
practice  on  different  estates.     It  would 
have  no  effect  whatever  upon  the  rents 
becoming  due    this   autumn,  and   the 
tenants  would  be  left  to  struggle  with 
the  existing  rents   as  they  have  been 
doing   under   the   Plan  of   Campai^. 
I   think    that   the   House   will   agree 
with  me    that    it   is    earnestly   desired 
that  this   should    be   a  measure  which 
would  deal  with   the  critical  position 
in    Ireland  at   the   preaant   time,  and 
also  in  years  to  come,  if  it  should  con- 
tinue ;  and  as  long  as  the  tenants  are 
left,  OS  a  number  of  them  would  be  left, 
with  a  year's  rent  coming  due  in  the 
autumn,  with  the  old  excessive  etandara 
hanging  over  them,  their  position  would 
still  be  a  very  unfortunate  one.    This 
matter,   however,    would   no   doubt  be 
more  clearly  explained  when  we  see  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  would  respect' 
fully  urge  that  the  first  judicial  deeision 
should  have  effect  upon  the  year's  rent 
ordinarily  payable  at  the  end  of  the 
year,  as  in  November.    I  also  urge  th»t 
there  should  be  on  effectual  provision  ta 
assist  those  tenants  who  are  oppre»» 
with  arrears.  The  weight  of  the  arr**'* 
has  been  perpetually  associated  with  the 
difficulties  of  the  tenants.    Itwa>,<"'^ 
of  the  causes  which  led  to  the  terriWs 
future  position  of  the  tenants  after  ths 
passing  of  the  Land  Act  of   ISSIi  »' 
though  that  Act  did  an  immeasurable 
amount  of  good  to  Ireland,  and  woi  obs 
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'   of  the  mo^t  successful  Ada  ever  passed 
I   for  that  oouatr?.    Let  me  now  go  on  to 
I    another  point.      The  Government  are 
nov  going  to  abolish  ths  right  of  the 
landlord  to  proceed  by  writ  oi fieri  faeiaii  ; 
but  there  are  a  great  many  tenants  who 
hsve  beon  evicted  during  this  year  under 
that  process,  simply  owing  to  the  failure 
of  the  Government  to  legislate.     Would 
it  be  fair  tliat   such  tenants  should  be 
shut  out  from  the  benefit  of  this  Act  ? 
Are  they  to  be  punished  for  the  non- 
payment of  rents  which  the  Government 
now  admit  to  be  unfair  ?    The  Govern- 
ment may  say  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  responsible  for  that.    Now,  I  am  nut 
responsible  for  the  Flan  of  Compaiga  ; 
but  I  would  submit  that  the  Flan  of 
Campaign  is  not  more  respouBible  for 
the  failure  to  pay  these  rents  than  this 
House.     If  we  are  to  have  a  temporary 
settlement  of  the  question,  we  should 
deal  with  the  situation  as  it  stands ;  and 
not  to  remove  all  the  causes  of  the  irri- 
tation which  still  exists  would  mar  the 
beneficial    operation   of   the  measure. 
Therefore,  I  would  impress  upon  the 
Govern  meotthejusticeand  expediency — 
I  would  almost  say  the  necessity — of 
introducing    something    into    the   Bill 
under  which  these  writs  of  fieri  facias 
should  be  set  aside,  and  the    tenants 
allowed  to  hare  the  full  benefit  of  the 
Act.    Finally,    I  would  refer    to    the 
case  of  tenants    evicted   in    the    ordi- 
nary way  whose  period  of  redemption 
has  expired.     We  are  dealing  with  a 
case  in  which  there  has  been  along  and 
cruel  and  unnecessary  delay  ;  and  in  the 
period  involved  in  that  delay  Parliament 
should  be  generous  and  see,  as  far  as  it 
can,    that  the  tenante  should  be  rein- 
stated upon  their  holdings,   and  that 
suoh  raws  and  blots  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  longer  in  existence.     I 
will  go  further,  and  say,  with  reference 
to  the  evictions  which  have  taken  place 
in  Ireland  for  a  great  number  of  years 
back — for    instance,    there    have    been 
many   thousands    of    evictions    in    the 
County  of  Kerry,  which  has  been  one  of 
the  most  disturbed  counties  in  Ireland ; 
but  I  would  gladly  see  power  given  to 
the  Courts  to  reinstate  all  such  tenants, 
aad  also  power  given  to  them  to  com- 
peQBate  the  landlords  out  of  the  Irish 
bborch  Fund  for  any  loss  they  might 
incur  in  consequence  of  such  reinstate- 
oaent,     I  am  now  referring  to  cases  of 
3ld   evictions,  in  regard  to  which  the 


landlords  may  have  incurred  a  consider- 
able expense,  and  may  be  able  to  prove 
that  they  may  suffer  loss  in  consequence 
of  reinstatement.  I  believe  that  if  this 
measure,  with  the  sugijestions  I  have 
made,  was  passed  and  fairly  worked  it 
would  be  accepted  by  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  as  a  satisfactory  means  of  tiding 
them  over  their  present  difficulties;  and, 
at  all  events,  in  the  unhappy  agrarian 
struggle  which  has  been  going  on  in 
Ireland,  they  would  wait  with  patience 
and  hope  for  the  projects  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  their  Laiger  scheme. 
Mr.  T.  U.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  suggest- 
ing that  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  is  entitled  to 
some  reply.  In  my  opinion,  some  moat 
important  allusions  have  been  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  to  the  case  of  the  evicted 
tenants,  and  I  tbink  that  if  there  is  any* 
thing  in  the  condition  of  Ireland  which 
deserves  attention,  even  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Government  themselves, 
it  is  the  case  of  these  unfortunate  men. 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  refer  to 
the  evidence  of  General  BuUer  before 
the  Cowper  Commission.  He  strongly 
pointed  out  that  it  was  the  idle  and 
hopelesB  men  who  have  been  evicted 
who  have  been  the  cauae  of  the  outrages 
in  the  counties  of  Kerry  and  Glare.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  has 
been  the  jealous  guardian  of  the  agra- 
rian question  in  Ireland,  and  also  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus.  He  has  always 
resisted  any  proposal  which  has  been 
made  outside  his  own  Party  for  the 
appropriation  of  any  portion  of  the  sur- 
plus; he  has  regarded  that  surplus  as 
sacred,  and  has  maintained  that  it  is 
onlyto  boused  for  purposes  of  anational 
character.  The  proposal  he  has  now 
made  is  a  most  states  tnanl ike  one,  and 
I  believe  it  is  one  which,  some  time  ago, 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  who  has  had  considerable  expe- 
rience of  Irish  affairs.  My  hon.  Friend 
suggests  a  way  of  dealing  with  the  old 
cases  of  eviction,  which  date  from  tlie 
year  in  which  the  land  trouble  com- 
menced— namely,  in  1660,  down  to  tl 
time  at  which  the  landlc-- '-  — 
arrangements  with  the  Eir 
and  the  Protestant  Defer 
to  take  up  their  cause 
these  aviations.    My  h< 
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fioaes  that  in  every  case  in  vUicli  the 
ftndlords  can  prove  that  they  would 
suataia  loss  if  the  farms  were  given  back 
to  the  evicted  tenants  the  Church  Sur- 
plus should  be  available  for  eiving  them 
compenaation.  Now,  I  think  that  that 
is  a  practical  and  a  statesmanlike  proceed' 
ing.  It  can  do  no  harm  to  the  landlordi, 
nor  can  it  do  barm  to  the  GoverDmeat. 
It  may  be  said  that  we  should  be  deal- 
ing with  the  property  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords. Let  mo  point  out  to  the  House 
and  to  those  Qentlemen  who  have  been 
BO  persistently  attacking  the  National 
League  for  its  intimidation  that  they 
virtually  admit  our  case  when  they  say, 
in  the  words  of  Qeneral  Buller  himself 
— "These  farms  cannot  be  let  at  the 
present  time  at  any  profit  owing  to  the 
intimidation  which  prevails."  Let  me 
give  an  instance  which  has  come  within 
my  own  knowledge.  In  moving  for  a 
reduction  of  rent  in  the  Chancery  Court 
in  Ireland,  it  was  slated,  in  regard  to 
particular  holdings  in  the  County  of 
Tipperary  from  wbich  the  tenants  had 
been  evicted,  and  where  the  rents  for- 
merly amounted  to  £2,000  a-year,  that 
the  entire  evicted  lands  had  been  let 
for  something  like  £600  a-year.  In 
the  face  of  facts  like  this,  I  main- 
tain that  there  would  be  no  harm  done 
to  the  landlords  if  we  were  to  give 
back  to  the  tenants  land  from,  which 
they  are  deriving  little  or  no  profit. 
The  House  may  rely  upon  it  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  not  have  made 
a  suggestion  of  this  kind  unless  hs 
knew  that  it  would  tend  to  the  pacifica- 
tion of  the  country  without  regard  to 
Party  spirit  The  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  entirely  divested  of  Party 
triumph.  He  claimed  no  triumph  in  re- 
gard to  what  took  plane  last  autumn, 
although  a  considerable  triumph  was 
achiered,  and  was  entitled  to  be  favour- 
ably conaidered.  There  was  one  detail 
on  which  he  might  have  pressed  the 
Government.  Why  do  the  Government 
go  back  to  the  proposals  of  1882  in  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  arrears  P  The 
tenant  is  regarded  in  the  clauses  of  the 
original  Bill  as  a  bankrupt  tenant,  and 
where,  then,  is  the  good  of  allowing  the 
arrears  to  hang  like  a  millstone  round 
his  neck?  It  is  practically  a  dead  asset, 
oa  far  as  he  is  concerned.  We  maintain 
that  it  is  a  dead  asset.  I  have  certainly 
never  known  a  tenaut  to  go  out  of  his 
holding  and  submit  to  eviction,  except, 
Mr.  T.  3t.  Healy 


perhaps,  in  a  few  cases  which  have  oc- 
curred in  recent  days,  if  he  could  beg, 
borrow,  or  steal  sutlicient  to  pay  the  rent. 
Not  one  such  case  in  ten  thousand  has 
ever  occurred.  It  is  the  knowledge  ol 
that  fact  which  constrains  my  hon.  Friend 
to  say  that  if  the  Qovernment  will  mould 
their  Bill  in  the  direction  he  suggest!  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  make  use  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J,  Chamberlain)  and  the  nobla  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  have  mads  the 
allegation  that  whenever  a  pacific  pro- 

Eosal  has  been  suggested  it  baa  always 
een  repudiated  by  the  Irish  Party.  That 
allegation,  I  think,  oannot  he  repeated 
now.    I  call  upon  the  House   to  bear 
witness  as  to  how  the  proposals  of  (he 
Government  have  been  dealt  with  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  in  bis 
calm  and  temperate  speech.  He  has  met 
those  proposals  in  a  apirit  which  evea 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor  Bossea- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  or  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  cannot  complain  of. 
Wo  are  not  disposed  to  quarrel  with  ihs 
proposals  of  the  Government  as  we  nov 
understand  them  ;  but,  of  course,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  subject  them  to  critidam. 
If  we  are  to  deal  with  the  question  in 
a  spirit  of  statesmanship  and  conciliation' 
I  beg  of  the  Government  to  drop  out  o\ 
the  Bill  the  two  contentious  clauses,  sod 
let  the  Bill  pass  in  peace.  I  refer  to  tba 
4th  clause,  by  which  evictions  are  made 
easy,  and  the  clause  absolving  the  land- 
lords from  paying  rates  on  evicted  fanni- 
If   the    Government    will   drop   tl»o» 
clauses  out  of  the  Bill,  I  venture  to  wy 
that  the  measure  need  not  trouble  ths 
House  at  any  great  length.     The  qusi- 
tion  of  the  leaseholders  will,  of  couna. 
engage  considerable  attentian— the  qu«<' 
tion  of  making  a  man  surrender  a  IW* 
for  which  he  has  given  a  valuable  coo- 
eideration — that  is  a   question   which 
must  engage  tho  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  House.     Before  I  «i' 
down  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the   Attorney  General    for    Ireland 
(Mr.  Gibson)  to  one  point.    I  congrnW- 
late  the  Qovernment  upon  having  (^ 
services  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  studying  the  Bill  froo  ** 
point  of  view  of  an  Irish  lawyer.    A'" 
though  there   have   been   maD7  *y^ 
lawyers  in  this  House,  I  think  the  rig''* 


>v  Google 


1717 


Irtih  Land 


{July  21,  18871 


Law  Bill. 


1718 


'     hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  quite  as 
'     competent  to  deal  with  theae  questions 
-     as  any  of  hia  Predecessors.    He  must  be 
I     B ware  that  the  question   of  sub-lotting; 
will  practicallj  annul  the  Leaseholders' 
'.    Clause,  unless  it  is  fairly  aad  reason- 
ably attended   to  by  the  Ooversment, 
Let  me   give  an  instance  which  came 
under  tny  notice,  and  which  is  a  re- 
ported case.    It  was  this — and  I  tell  the 
leasefaolders    of  Ireland  ;    I    tell  their 
Friends  in  this  House  abore  the  Gang- 
way, the  Liberal  TJnionistB,  and  I  call 
the  attention  of  hon-  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  aide  of  the  House  to  the  facts  I 
am  about    to    state,    and    which   were 
brought  before  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion within  the  last  two  montha.    The 
landlord  was  Captain  Bolton,  and  the 
tenant  was  a  widow.    The  case  went  be- 
fore the  Land  Court,   and    the    Sub- 
Co  mm  iasioner  reduced  the  rent,  which 
stood  originally  at  £140  a-year,  to  £90; 
or,  in  other  words,  took  off  50  per  cent. 
A    technical     question,    however,     was 
raised  in  connection  with  the  holding, 
with  the  view,  I  presume,  of  settling^  the 
value.    The  tenant  was  asked — "  Have 
jon  any  labourers'  cottages  on  the  hold- 
ing?"   The  reply  was — "I  have  one 
which  has  been  on  the  holding  for  gene- 
ratione."    It  was  the  landlord's  cottage, 
and  there  was  a  ground  rent  attached  to 
it,   for  which  the  tenant  received  the 
munifioent   rent  of  6i.  a-week.     Here, 
then,  was  the  case  of  a  labourer's  cot- 
tage, whioh  had  been  in  existence  unon 
the  holding  for  two  or  three  generations, 
and  because  it  had  been  let  to  a  labourer 
40  or  60  years  ago,  and  had  descended 
to  his  wife  and  children — at  the  time  I 
speak    it   waa   in   the   possession  of  a 
daughter — that  little  mud  cabin,  occu- 
pied by  a  poor  woman,  who  had  married 
into  it,  or  been  bom  in  it,  I  do  not  know 
which,  waa  held  to  ho  a  sufficient  justi- 
fication for  depriving  the  tenant  of  a  re- 
duction of  rent,  which  the  Court  had 
fixed  at  50  per  cent.    The  result  is  that 
the  landlord  has  issued  a  writ  against 
the  tenant,  and  she  asks  for  Qod'a  sake 
that  aomething  shall  be  done  in  order  to 
prevent  Captain  Bolton  from  trying  to 
obtain  from  he; 
pronounced  by 
iniquitous  and 
enough  land  is  i 
to  be  bnilt  up 
deprived  of  U 
1881.     The  qu 


argued  aud  settled  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, and  I  have  been  told  by  a  learned 
friend  of  mine  that  the  decision  amounts 
to  this— that  if  you  have  sub-let  a  piece 
of  land  only  the  breadth  of  my  hand,  or 
sufGcient  to  build  a  pigstye  upon  it,  that 
sub-letting  will  deprive  the  tenant  of 
his  interest  in  the  land.  The  case  I 
have  referred  to  is  that  of  Keating  and 
Bolton;  and  I  am  prepared  to  tell  the 
leaseholders  of  Ireland  that  there  is  not 
one  man  among  them  who  will  get  a 
single  fraction  of  benefit  under  thia  Act, 
unless  the  question  of  sub-letting  is 
dealt  with.  The  word  "  holding  "  ia  the 
word  that  governs  the  tenure.  A  tenant 
must  be  ia  absolute  possession  of  the 
holding,  and  the  holding  comprises 
within  its  compass  the  entire  land 
let  by  the  landlord  to  the  tenant.  If 
he  is  not  in  possession  of  that,  he 
may  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the 
legislation  which  hss  been  introduced 
on  his  behalf.  I  have  pointed  out 
this  blot  in  the  Bill  from  the  tenant's 

Eoint  of  view,  and,  having  done  so,  I 
ope  the  matter  will  receive  full  con- 
sideration from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  provide  in  their 
Bill  that  the  Leaseholders'  Clause  is  to 
come  into  operation  provided  that  the 
tenant  is  in  hand  fidt  occa-pa,tioQ  of  bis. 
holding,  and  that  it  is  to  take  effect  if 
no  beneficial  lease  has  been  made.  In 
other  words  the  tenant  has  only  to  let  a 
single  foot  of  the  land  in  order  to  deprive 
himself  of  the  advantages  of  his  lease, 
and  to  enable  the  landlord  to  eay — 
"You  are  not  in  icnd  dispossession  of 
the  land."  That  is  the  ridiculous  posi- 
tion in  which  the  question  has  been 
placed ',  and  therefore  I  claim,  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  a  revision  of 
the  unfortunate  provision  which  was 
inserted  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  in  the  Act  of  1881  in  order 
to  effect  a  very  different  purpose.  If 
there  is  any  clause  of  the  Act  of  1881 
upon  which  the  Government  and  tbo 
House  ought  not  to  lay  too  much  atress, 
it  is  this.  At  the  time  it  was  under  dis- 
cussion it  was  very  much  bandied  about, 
and  in  the  end  underwent  considerable 
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receive  from  the  GoverDment  the  atten- 
tion it  deaerres.  Of  course,  these  are 
pointa  upon  which  I  cannot  expect  an 
immediate  answer;  but  I  cerlainly  do 
expect  that  some  reply  will  be  made  to 
the  questions  which  have  been  raised 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  with  such  aincerity  and  stateaman- 
like  prescience.  The  offer  now  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  is  one  which  will  pre- 
vent the  necesaity  for  coercion,  and  will 
give  peace  to  Ireland.  Thoae  who  refuse 
the  offer  will  he  reaponeihle  for  any 
future  agitation,  crime,  and  misery, 
which  may  take  place  in  that  country. 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  thbEXCHE- 
QTJEE  {Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  With  regard  to  the 
last  point  raised  by  the  hoD.  and  learned 
Member,  I  think  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Government  have  already 
undertaken  to  do  their  beat  to  meet  any 
difficulty  with  reeard  to  the  iand  jidt 
occupation  of  land,  and  the  subject  was 
alluded  to  in  the  debates  on  the  previoua 
stage  of  the  Bill.  We  recoguize  the 
difficulty,  but  the  language  was  borrowed 
from  the  Act  of  1881,  and  there  ia  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  neutralizeanyoenefit  which  may  arise 
to  the  tenant.  The  matter  is  one  to 
which  the  Government  have  already 
promised  to  give  their  attention.  I  now 
turn  to  the  important  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  at  a  moment's  notice 
for  a  Member  of  the  Government  to  give 
a  definite  answer  to  the  queations  asked 
in  that  speech,  raising,  as  they  do,  large 
and  new  points  of  considerable  scope ; 
but  I  recognize  with  pleasure  the  lan- 
guage used  by  the  hon.  Member  when, 
dropping  bygones,  '       "         ''" 
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e  addressed  himself 
to  the  real  matter  before  the  House- 
namely,  the  improvement  of  this  Bill.  He 
took  a  very  different  course  from  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  there 
seemed  to  be  in  this  House  one  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  the 
arrangement  come  to  and  the  proposal 
about  to  be  made  was  disagreeable,  that 
Gentleman  was  the  right  non.  Member 
for  Derby.  In  not  one  single  phrase  did 
he  say  anything  in  regard  to  me  advan- 
b^  gained  under  this  measure  by  the 
Irish  tenants.  The  Irish  tenants  are  the 
last  people  for  whom  the  rigbthon.  Gen- 
tleman has  thought  fit  to  express  any 
Mr.  T.  II.  Bealu 


sympathy.  His  interest  ia  evictioni 
seems  to  be  confined  to  the  disappoint- 
ment which  he  feels  at  not  being  able  to 
evict  the  tenants  of  the  Government 
Bench.  I  thought  that  the  speech  of  the 
hon.MemberforCorkwasmore  worthy  of 
occasion,  and  of  the  serious  matters 
have  to  discuss,  than  the  prepared 
banter  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
which  caused  unmixed  delight  to  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  which 
had  evidently  been  concocted  before  he 
heard  the  statement  of  the  Government 
No  wonder  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man waa  keen  for  a  fuU-dress  etatement 
from  these  Benches,  because  if  it  had  not 
been  delivered  he  would  not  have  been 
able  to  fire  oS  bis  speech,  which,  with  all 
its  comments,  he  had  prepared  before- 
hand. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARGOUET:  I 
knew  all  that. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Then  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  it  he  kept  a  deal 
to  himself,  and  he  put  into  hie  speech  a 
great  deal  that  he  never  could  hare 
known,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
fact.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
happy  either  as  a  prophet  or  as  a  atudeot 
of  reports,  and  in  truth  hia  whole  state- 
ment of  the  case  is  founded  in  etror. 
However,  I  did  not  rise  to  answer  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  would  have  been  ill-natured  to  criti- 
cize bis  enjoyment  in  delivering  a 
speech  which  has  certainly  notbicg 
to  do  with  the  BUI  before  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
was  not  intended  for  our  ears,  but  fcr 
thoseof  persons  out-of-doors.  So  far  m 
he  is  concerned,  it  is  a  piece  of  Party 
polemics ;  but,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
there  ia  nothing  in  that  speech  which 
deserves  our  serious  consideration.  As 
I  have  just  said,  I  rose  not  to  reply 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
but  in  answer  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  ftir  Longford  [Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  to  take  note  of  the  IM- 
guage  used  by  the  hon.  Member  fo' 
Cork,  who  has  promised  to  assist  tbs 
House  in  carrying  through  this  Bill,  oa 
condition  that  the  Government  regard  it 
in  the  view  of  a  temporary  arrangs* 
ment,  which  is  intended  to  bridge  ever 
the  interval  between  our  present  positx*" 
and  purchase,  which,  contrary  to  vhst 
the  hou.  Member  for  Northampton  [Mr- 
Labouchere)  has  urged,  is  tiie  only  r» 
solution  of  the  Irish  difficulty.    I  hsil 
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that  declaration  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  with  the  greatest  sstisf action.  OF 
course,  the  House  Is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  there  will  be  great  dlfSculties  to 
oontend  with  in  carrying  out  the  agree- 
ment which  has  been  corae  to.  We  fore- 
Eaw  that  there  would  be  considerable 
difAuulty,  in  rietr  of  an  ultimate  boIu- 
tion  of  the  land  problem  b;  purchase, 
in  adopliag  anrtbiog  like  a  sliding 
scale;  but  we  understand  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Cork  to  believe  that  our  pre- 
eent  scheme  will  not  ultimateljr  damage 
any  proposal  that  ma;  be  made  in  re- 
ference to  purchase.  It  is  to  purchase, 
and  'not  to  any  sliding  scale  of  rents, 
that  we  must  look  for  the  future  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  agrarian  difficulty.  I 
am  glad  that  we  have  come  so  near  a 
solution.  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  will  expect  me  at  this 
moment  to  express  any  opinion  upon  the 
three  points  he  has  laid  before  the 
House,  which  raise  questions  of  very 
considerable  importance,  or  to  give  any 
pledge  with  regard  to  them.  I  am  un- 
able at  this  moment  to  say  anything  in 
regard  to  the  te-instatemeut  of  tenants 
who  have  already  been  evicted,  or  the 
appropriation  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  compensa- 
tion for  the  landlords,  both  of  which 
were  points  which  I  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  raise.  But  I  think,  after 
what  has  passed,  we  may  hope  that 
while  every  consideration  will  be  given  by 
the  Qovemment  to  Amendments  moved 
in  Committee  which  are  consistent  with 
the  general  spirit  of  the  Bill,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  will  assist  us  in  carry- 
ing the  measure  through  this  House 
without  any  unnecessary  delay. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.):  It  seems 
to  me  that  an  opportunity  has  been 
opened  up  which  it  would  be  a  cruel 
misfortune  to  allow  to  pass  away  with- 
out an  agreement  being  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  this  measure.  I  perfectly  re- 
cognize that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Qo- 
vernment,  at  such  short  notice,  to  make 
any  statement  with  reference  to  the 
points  which  have  been  urged  on  their 
attention  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ; 
but  I  rise  to  add  my  voice  in  an  appeal 
to  the  Government  that,  between  this 
time  and  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill,  they  will  take  into  their  considera- 
tion the  points  which  have  been  urged 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  wish  most 
earnestly  to  adopt  the  tone  alluded  to 


by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  to  recognize  to  the  fullest  extent 
the  great  change  which  has  come  over 
the  situation  in  this  House,  and  over 
the  prospects  of  the  Bill  sioce  we  last 
discussed  it.  I  ask  the  Government  and 
the  Conservative  Party  really  to  believe 
that,  BO  far  as  I  and  my  hon.  Friends 
are  concerned,  we  are  not  anxious  to 
prolong  the  agrarian  controversy  in  Ire- 
land. It  has  alwaysbeen  said— and  the 
charge  has  been  brought  against  Irish 
Members  agaia  and  again,  and  it  is  a, 
most  unfounded  reproach — that  we  have 
desired  to  perpetuate  this  agrarian 
straggle  as  long  as  possible,  because 
through  it  alone  we  could  hope  to  re- 
gain our  national  rights.  It  is  my  sin- 
cere desire,  on  the  contrary,  to  arrive  at 
some  means  or  another,  even  if  it  be 
inly  a  temporary  measure  by  which  this 
agrarian  struggle  can  be  allowed  to  slum- 
ber for  a  year  or  two,  and  during  that 
period  I  feel  perfectly  confident  that  we 
shall  succeed  in  asserting  our  nationat 
rights.  Let  me  ask  the  Government  seri- 
ously to  consider  whether  they  cannot 
meet  our  views  on  these  points  between 
this  and  the  Committee  stage.  If  theGo- 
vernment  will  give  effect  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  a  result 
may  be  achieved  of  the  most  unexpected 
character  in  regard  to  the  saving  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  the  winding  up 
of  the  Session  without  heat  and  Party 
controversy.  If  it  be  the  real  desire  of 
the  Government  to  bring  about  a  condi- 
tion of  peace  in  Ireland,  I  would  leave  it 
to  their  fair  and  impartial  consideration 
to  say  whether  they  can  hope  for  such  a 
result  so  lon^  as  many  thousands  of 
families  existing  in  that  country  are 
being  cast  out  of  their  homes  on  account 
of  unjustrents,  andsolong  as  no  avenue 
is  open  to  them  to  regain  the  possession 
of  their  homes  and  to  enable  them  to 
earn  their  living.  The  second  point  is, 
that  no  measure  for  the  revision  of  the 
rente  cau  be  trusted  to  in  Ireland  which 
will  not  take  account  of  the  rents  pay- 
able this  autumn,  and  which  also  does 
not  take  into  account  the  case  of  tenants 
who  are  more  or  less  in  arrear  owing  to 
the  excessive  rents  which  all  parties 
have  agreed  should  be  revised.  I  would 
ask  the  Government  to  consider,  in  an 
impartial  spirit,  the  demands  which  we 
maxe  between  this  and  the  time  of  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  If  they  can 
arrive  at  a  settlement  on  equitable  terms 
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br  which  pover  can  be  given  to  the 
OommiBaion  Courts  to  insure  that  those 
tenants  under  ejectment  for  arrears  of 
rent  shall  be  able  to  get  a  reasonable 
reduction,  and  if  the  O-oTernment  can 
arrive  at  Amendmente  to  effect  this,  then 
it  will  be  possible  for  this  Bill  to  pass 
through  the  House  without  any  seriouB 
oonttoversy.  There  are  two  other  points 
— there  is,  first  of  all,  the  system  of  ire- 
ductions,  on  which,  however,  I  will  not 
say  more  than  that  it  will  be  a  good 
thing  if  the  Government  leaves  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Land  Oommissioners 
the  principle  upon  which  the  reductions 
are  to  be  assessed  in  proportion  to  prices, 
but  to  lay  down  as  a  general  principle 
that  a  reduction  of  1^  per  cent  would 
meet  the  case  would  be  of  no  use  at  all. 
I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
seriously  to  consider  the  condition  of  the 
glebe  tenants  and  the  purchasers  under 
theold  Acts  of  1870  andlBSl.  Although 
these  tenants  are  not  a  numerous  class, 
it  ought  to  be  a  principle  accepted  by 
the  Government  that,  when  they  are 
passing  a  measure  intended  to  pacify  the 
whole  country  and  to  meet  a  general 
grievance,  they  ought  not  to  leave  out 
from  the  benefit  of  the  measure  any  con- 
siderable class  of  the  population.  The 
tenants  I  am  pleading  for  number  about 
S,000  or  6,000  families ;  and  the  clause 
introduced  with  the  view  of  meeting 
their  grievance  I  warn  the  Government 
will  fall  short  of  attaining  the  object  in 
view.  It  the  Amendments  I  have  placed 
on  the  Paper  are  agreed  to,  they  will 
involve  no  loss  or  risk  to  the  Treasury ; 
and  I  ask  the  Government  to  consider 
what  object  can  he  gained  by  refusing 
fair  and  reasonable  relief  to  the  glebe 
tenants  and  those  persons  who  made  a 
loss  by  purchasing  the  land  when  it  was 
at  a  high  value?  If  the  Government 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  I  am  right 
in  this  statameut,  I  ask  them  to  accept 
the  Amendments  which  have  been  put 
down,  and  remove  all  needless  contro- 
versy and  loss  of  time.  I  heg  the  Go- 
vernment to  believe  me  when  I  say  that 
there  is  no  man  in  this  House  who  is 
more  anxious  than  I  to  see  a  sate  and 
honourable  road  out  of  the  agrarian 
controversy.  I  am  in  this  position— that 
it  there  is  no  possible  settlement  of  this 
question  by  the  end  of  next  month  I 
shall  have  dependent  on  me  at  least  700 
or  SOO  families  in  Ireland  who  have 
nothing  to  stand  between  them  and  star- 
Mr.  ZUlhn 


vation  except  auoh  funds  as  can  b«  gat 
from  America  and  charitable  organin- 
tions  in  Ireland.  I  say  that  a  man  ii 
my  position  does  not  know  irhat  it  isbi 
have  an  easy  hour  either  by  night  « 
day ;  and,  for  my  part,  I  asann  tb 
House  that  there  is  no  one  who  has  t 
more  personal  or  intenae  desire  than  1 
have  to  see  a  safe  and  hoaoorable  paili 
out  of 'this  difficulty,  and  that  Ireland 
should,  at  least,  obtain  a  peace  of  twoot 
three  years  after  the  terrible  strife  tbit 
has  occurred. 

Mb.  SHAW   LEFEVRE  (Bradfoii 
Central) :    There  is  one   point    in  tha 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Qentlemu 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  agaiast 
which  I  desire  to  enter  my  protest.  Th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  tlii« 
measure  may  be  looked  upon  as  a  tem- 
porary oue,  with  a  view  to  a  great  |^n^ 
chase  scheme.      My  right    hon.  Fnend 
told   us    on    Saturday    last    that   anj 
Amendment  introduced  for  the  revisits 
of  the  rents  would  he  a  fatal  blow  to  the 
Bill,  and  that  it  would  almost  relieve  the 
Government  of  the  responsibility  for  in- 
troducing the  great  purchase  scheme.    I 
think  the    right    hon.    Gentlemao  wu 
more  right  in  his  statement  on  Satntdsj 
than  he  is  to-day.    I  believe  that  Ha 
proposal  of  the  Government  will  deal  i 
serious   blow     against    the     purchue 
scheme.  I  am  not  otherwise  than  pleawd 
at  that.    I  did  not  think  there  waa  anj 
proBpectof  a  purchase  scheme  beiogmtd» 
acceptable  to  the  country  even  befon 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.      I   feel 
satisfied  that  the  House  and  the  counby 
will  not  agree  in  the  future  to  any  great 
or  universal  purchase  scheme  such  as  ■■ 
now  suggested  by  the  Government.   I 
will  not  enter  into  my  reasons  for  thit 
opinion ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  one  ot 
the  great   arguments    in   favour  of  > 
purchase  scheme  is  this — that,  while  il 
would  relieve  landlords  and  enable  thui 
to  get  out  of  their  present  poaition,  it 
would    enable    another    reduction  "f 
rents   to  be  effected;  and   if   by  the 
Bill   before  the  House   you  enable  ■ 
greater  reduction  of  rent  to  be  ludi 
than  was  attainable  under  the   Act  ol 
IBBl,  I  think  the  claim  of  the  tenants  I« 
a  scheme  of  purchase  will  certainlj  ^ 
disposed  of.     With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal for  amending  the  Bill  before  Ibe 
House,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  »f- 
pears  to  me  to  be  of  a   satisfaotoiT 
character.     The    Oowper    Oommiwui 
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proposed  a  quinquennial  revision  of 
reoU,  and  tioder  that  system  the  ten- 
ants vho  had  their  rents  fixed  tvo  or 
three  years  ago  would  not  be  able  to 
obtain  a  revision  of  them  until  after 
another  two  yeaw  ;  whereas  now  it  will 
be  possible  for  all  who  have  obtained  a 
judicial  rent  to  go  at  once  into  Court 
and  get  a  revision  of  rent  on  a  triennial 
Boale  of  purchase.  I  say  it  is  distioctlj 
a  more  favourable  proposal  than  that  of 
the  Gowper  Commissioa  ;  and,  therefore, 
I  hail  it  as  a  very  decided  improvement 
of  the  Bill.  Such  a  change  in  the  mea- 
sure on  the  part  of  the  GovernmeDt  is  a 
distinct  admission  that  they  made  a 
mistake  last  Session  in  refusing  to  accept 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
I  venturn  to  ask  the  Government  to  re- 
collect the  statement  they  made  last  year 
and  to  deal  with  the  Irish  questions 
which  may  arise  with  the  aid  of  Irish 
Members,  and  in  a  somewhat  different 
spirit  than  they  have  shown  hitherto.  I 
think  it  will,  on  the  whole,  be  wise  to 
take  council  with  the  Irish  Members 
with  regard  to  the  future  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  earnestly  ask  them  to 
listen  to  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Cork.  There  is  one  question 
which  I  strongly  urge  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Qovernment ;  that  is, 
that  most  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  are 
in  arrears  of  rent,  and  I  repeat  that 
they  will  do  wisely  to  take  the  Irish 
Members  into  council  during  the  further 
dieoussion  of  the  Bill,  and  if  they  do  so 
I  believe  that  they  will  ha  able  to  settle 
the  agrarian  question  on  a  lasting  basis, 
and  thus  remove  one  of  the  greatest 
grievances  under  which  Ireland  suffers. 
Mil.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  believe  that  the  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
will  be  received  to-morrow  in  Ulster 
with  great  aatisfaotion  ;  but  there  is  one 
point  on  which  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
in  relation  to  the  zlebe  tenants.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  believe  that  the  Qo- 
Temment  will  find  that  there  are  almost 
no  arrears  due  by  the  purchasers  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  who  will  get,  therefore, 
the  full  benefit  of  the  proposals  under 
this  Bill ;  but  the  case  of  the  glebe 
tenants  is  alto^ther  different.  There 
are  fire  or  six  different  classes  of 
glebe  tenants,  and  it  is  only  proposed  to 
relieve  two  of  those  classes.  Now,  I  do 
not  see  why  any  distinction  should  bo 
made  between  tbem,  inasmuch  as  they 
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are  all  in  the  same  difficulty  and  ought, 
in  my  opinion,  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
same  way.  But  the  proposal  of  the  Qo- 
vernment is  that  they  should  pay  up 
half  the  arrears,  and  that  the  remaining 
half  shall  be  capitalized  and  added  to 
the  mortgage.  I  quite  appreciate  the 
difficulty  of  puttieg  in  the  same  position 
those  who  are  in  arrears  and  those  who 
are  not ;  but  1  very  much  fear  that  the 
tenants  will  not  be  able  to  pay  half  the 
arrears,  and  that,  therefore,  they  will  cot 
get  that  benefit  which  the  Government 
intends  they  should  receive.  I  hope 
that  between  this  day  and  Monday  the 
GoTernment  will  be  able  to  see  their  way 
to  be  more  liberal  towards  the  glebe 
tenants  by  capitalizing  the  whole  of  the 
arrears  and  adding  them  to  the  mort- 
gage. On  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading  debate,  I  asked  whether  the 
Government  proposed  to  extend  the  same 
relief  to  purchasers  under  the  Act  of  1881 
and  those  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  the 
Government  said  that  the  matter  would 
be  provided  for  by  this  Bill.  I  do  not  see 
that  it  is  met  by  any  of  their  proposed 
Amendments,  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  Attorney  General  to  that  fact.  [Mr. 
Gosches:  Tho  clause  is  being  prepared.] 
I  have  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  we 
have  had  a  full  and  fair  statement  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  which,  I 
repeat,  is  one  that  will  be  received  with 
great  satisfaction  in  Ulster. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY.— BEPORT. 

Order  for  Further  Consideration  of 
Postponed  Resolution  [19th  July]  read— 
"  Tlut  a.  snm,  not  exceediog  £26,G24,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  complete  the  anm 
neceuary  to  defray  the  Ch&rgo  which  will  come 
in  courae  of  payment  during  the  year  endius 
the  Slat  day  of  March  1888,  for  the  Sskries 
and  Eiponeea  of  the  Deportment  of  Her  Ma< 
jestv's  Secretary  of  State  tor  the  Coloniea,  in- 
cluiling  certaia  Expenses  connected  with  Emt- 
gration." 

Mb.  M'EWAN  (Edinburgh,  Central): 
Before  this  Yote  is  taken,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  a 
case  of  flagrant  injustice  done  to  Dr. 
Grech,  resident  physician  at  Malta.  On 
the  27th  of  December  last  a  man  arrived 
from  Fort  Said  with  his  face  covered 
with  pimples  of  a  suspicions  character ; 
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he  went  the  same  day  to  Dr.  Qreoh,  who 
proQOuaced  his  case  small-pos.  He  im- 
mediately Sfiat  foT  the  chief  phyeicion, 
who  made  aa  examinatioa,  and  also  pro- 
nounced it  a  case  of  emall-pos ;  he 
ordered  the  patient  to  be  isolated  in  the 
upper  Btory  of  the  house;  on  the  29th 
of  the  month  three  membera  of  the 
family  were  also  affected  with  the 
disease.  The  sanitary  officer  came  and 
the  deputy -inspector,  and  they  told  the 
patients  that  they  must  be  removed  to 
the  lazaretto.  Dr.  Orech  being  referred 
to,  pointed  out  that  there  was  some 
danger,  it  beina;  night,  and  the  weather 
stormy  and  cold ;  and  he  said  that  the 
house  was  sufficiently  large  to  enable 
them  to  isolate  the  whole  of  the  patients. 
The  chief  physician  was  called  in,  the 
same  arguments  were  used,  and  he  also 
would  not  take  the  responsibility  of 
ordering  the  patients  to  the  lazaretto  r 
the  wh^e  three  went  to  the  police  office 
tor  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  views 
of  the  police.  The  superintendent  did 
not  reply,  and  Dr.  Orech  then  ordered 
the  attendant  to  go  to  Taletta  for  in- 
atruotions.  Upon  that  the  police  officer 
took  from  his  pocket  an  order  for 
the  removal  of  the  patients.  Dr.  Qreoh 
protested  against  their  taking  this  noc- 
turnal journey,  and  said,  with,  perhaps, 
some  asperity,  that  it  was  a  remarkable 
thing  that  the  police  should  show  so 
much  activity,  seeing  that  they  had  been 
80  remiss  in  letting  infected  people  come 
into  the  ieland.  The  policeman  said  he 
did  not  know  anything  about  these  mat- 
ters, but  was  simply  obeying  orders. 
Dr.  Orech  then  left.  About  an  hour 
afterwards  he  was  apprehended,  put  into 
an  open  boat,  taken  across  the  water, 
and  when  he  landed  at  Taletta  he  found 
the  magistrate  waiting  to  try  him.  The 
policeman  charged  him  with  having  in- 
sulted him  and  prevented  him  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty.  Dr.  Grech  re- 
quested that  the  trial  might  be  postponed 
in  order  to  get  witnesses  and  prepare 
the  defence  ;  but  the  magistrate  refused. 
He  asked  to  have  counsel,  which  the 
magistrate  refused  at  first,  but  after- 
wards they  were  sent  for.  They  had  no 
opportunity  of  consulting  Dr.  Grech,  and 
they  knew  nothing  of  the  case  ;  but  they 
pointed  out  that  it  was  not  a  case 
of  urgency,    and  that  it  ought  to  be 

Sostponed  till  next  day.     The  accused 
emanded    that    the   men    should   be 
examined;    but  the  polloe   magistrate 
ifr,  M'£u>m 
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said  that  no  further  evidence  was  re- 
quired, and  he  was  condemned  to  prison 
for  four  days ;  he  was  taken  to  the  com- 
mon gaolof  Oorodino,  where  he  was  im- 
mediately ordered  to  strip  and  pnt  on 
tbe  prison  dress,  and  be  was  thrust  in 
amongst  the  convicted  acoandreb  of  tbe 
island.      There    is    in    the    prison  no 
distinction   of    persons  or  crimes;  the 
men    guilty   of  the  most   trifling  mis- 
demeanour have  to  herd  with  the  mott 
abandoned    criminals  —  assassins    and 
thieves.     Application  waa  made  to  the 
Governor  of  the  ieland  to  release  Dr. 
Grech,  or  commute  the  sentence;  bat Ibe 
Governor   said  he  could    not  interfen 
with  the  course  of  law.     This  arrest  wu 
illegal,  the  trial  waa   illegal,  and  th« 
conviction  waa  illegal.     The  charge  that 
Dr.  Qrech  had  prevented  the  pohceniBii 
from    doing  his  duty  broke   down  be- 
fore  the    magistrate,    because   it  w« 
found   to  be   utterly    ttnsupported    \tj 
his    testimony.     The    policeman,  u  i 
matter   of   fact,   did    not  remove  ihi 
patients  till   the   next   day,    and  Dr- 
Grech  was  not  arroated  until  an  bour 
afterwards;    according  to  the  lave  oi 
Malta  no  prisoner  can  be  tried  until  b' 
has  had  two  clear  days  to  prepare  lii» 
defence  and  get  witnesses ;  but  that  Uv 
was     totally    disregarded,    and   cora»- 
quently  the  conviction  which  followed 
was  illegal.     When  Dr.  Grech  came  ont 
of  prison  he  applied  to  the  Court  for  » 
copy  of  the  evidence  on    which  he  hw 
been  convicted,  which  waa  refosed;  he 
then  applied    to  the    Governor  of  tbe 
island,  who  also  refused  it.     Dr.  Ov^ 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  his  object  m 
asking  for  this  was   to  lay  the  vbol* 
case  before  a  higher   authority.    ^J'' 
Colonial    Secretary,  being  an  Eag^>^ 
gentleman,  sent  out  a  most  indifn'*"' 
despatch,  condemning  the  action  taken 
against  Dr.  Grech ;  but  there  the  taiWt 
ended,  no  apology  being  made.    Objec- 
tion was  raised  to  giving  the  evldeii«i 
because  as  it  was  said  a  claim  for  »dre» 
might  be  founded  upon  it.    I  saj  th«t* 
great  injustice  has  been  done,  vii  " 
redress  is  not  givon,  or  the  mea<i.'  ii' 
getting  redrese  are  not  furnished,  >t  |J 
evident  to  me  that  both  the  Governor « 
Malta  and  the  Colonial  Secretary  ^ 
not    think    that  a    Maltese,    altbongtt 
lubject  of  the  Queen,  is  eatitlM  » 
the    same   protection   of    the  1>*  " 
Englishmen.    If  this  man  had  bewj" 
Englishman  I  think  the  right  hen- '"'' 
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'  tleman  would  not  hare  cootented  him- 
:  eelf  with  merely  writing  a  despatch ;  if 
r.  he  had  been  an  EDglishmBa  the  proba- 
<  bility  is  that  the  Qorersor  of  Malta 
:  would  have  been  removed,  and  that  the 
,  Colonial  Secretary  himself  would  not 
;  have  lelt  very  easy  in  his  office.  I 
;;  think  the  Colonial  Secretary  has  failed 
'  to  do  his  duty  in  this  case,  and  for  that 
,  reason  I  more  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  il.OOO. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
"£26,524,"  and  insert  "£25,824."— 
{Mr.  M'Ewan.) 

Question  jproposed,  "That,  £26,524 
stand  part  of  the  Besolutioa." 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Heuky  Holland) 
(Hampatead):  I  am  glad  to  recognize 
the  very  temperate  manner  iu  which  this 
Amendment  has  been  moved.  I  am  not 
Burptised  at  this  very  painful  oase 
creating  attention,  and  I  think  the 
House  is  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  having  brought  it  under  their  notice. 
I  caa  assure  the  House  that  I  have  given 
to  it  my  anxious  and  careful  ooneidera- 
tioD,  and  I  have  not  hesitated,  as  the 
hon.  Member  has  frankly  admitted,  to 
express  my  opinion  strongly  upon  it.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  dispute  many  of  the 
Btatementa  advanced  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  will  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  point  in  the 
case  which  was  hardly  dwelt  upon  by 
the  hon.  Member.  In  removing  these 
persons,  convalescent  as  well  as  those 
ivho  had  not  caught  the  disease,  from 
this  infected  house  the  police  were  acting 
legally,  and  in  strict  accordance  with  a 
most  useful  sanitary  law  of  Malta, 
especially  framed  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  disease.  Xiooking  to  the  importance 
of  this  preventive  measure  it  is  dearly 
very  undesirable  that  any  difficulties 
should  be  placed  in  the  way  of  the 
police  who  are  carrying  out  orders 
under  that  lav.  Now,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  think  that  Dr.  Qrech— though 
acting  &om  au  honest  conviction  that 
he  was  in  the  right — at  one  time  over- 
stepped the  limits  of  discretion,  and 
used  language  which  the  hon.  Member 
admitted  hf^  some  "  asperity  "  in  it, 
but  which  I  should  characterize  in  somn- 
what  stronger  terms.  Dr.  Qreoh,  ai 
taining  the  views  he  did,  had  a  rig) 
protest ;  but  he  should  have  conte 
himnelf  with  such  a  protest,  and 
VOL.  OOaXVn.    Lthod  sssat 


used  language  which  was  calculated  to 
raise  dif^culties  in  the  way  of  the  legal 
action  of  the  police  in  removing  these 
persons  from  the  infected  house.  But 
having  said  this  much,  I  must  now 
express  my  strong  disapprobation  of  the 
subsequent  proceedings,  and  of  the  un- 
just,  I  might  almost  eay  barbarous, 
treatment  of  Dr.  Greoh.  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  will  read  out 
three  paragraphs  of  my  Despatch  of 
17th  June  to  the  Governor,  which  fully 
and  briefly  express  my  view  of  the 
case — 

"3.  AftdtcartfulIyconsideriDgDr.  Carbooe's 
Report,  and  the  depositiana  taken  by  the  magU' 
trato,  I  have  failed  to  tind  any  Bufficieot  juiti- 
flcatioD  for  the  arrest  of  Dr.  Oreoh,  after  he  had 
ceased  to  intatfete  with  tlje  removal  of  the 
tmall-pox  paUeats,  or  (or  the  host;  trial  of  the 
charge  at  night ;  and  Irouetaddthat  the  refaaal 


Dr.  Grach  could  c 
opinioD,  a  denial  of  justice.  lam  further  unable 
to  And  in  the  depoaitioQS  any  ovideDce  of  the 
alleged  insult  to  the  police,  and  even  had  this 
been  othenrise,  the  aentenoB  of  four  days'  im- 
priaonment  waa,  consideriag  Dr.  Qreoh's  poai- 
tion,  in  my  opinion  far  too  severe. 


ment  of  the  lav  by  giving  an  appeal  foom  the 
decisions  of  the  magiatratea. 

"  6.  I  request  that  you  will  cauae  Dr.  Grech 
to  be  informed  that  while  I  much  regret  his 
conduct  in  opposing  the  removal  of  the  patients 
to  the  lazaretto,  I  have  been  obliged  to  express 
my  strong  disapproval  of  the  proceedings  taken 
a^nst  htm." 

I  may  add  that  I  have  since  received 
another  Despatch  from  the  Governor, 
giving  me  further  explanations  of  the 
case ;  but  that  I  have  felt  compelled, 
after  consideration,  to  reply  that  I  see 
no  reason  to  modify  my  opinion.  As 
regards  the  action  of  the  Governor,  I 
desire  to  say  that  be  must  be  acquitted 
of  blame.  He  acted  on  the  advice  of  hia 
Law  Officer,  and  in  the  Colonies,  as,  in- 
deed, in  this  country,  the  Government 
cannot  be  blamed  for  so  acting.  Six 
Lintom  Simmons  was  fully  justified  in 
adopting  the  opinionof  the  Grown  Advo- 
cate, though  I  oonteas  I  cannot  myself 
agree  with  that  opinion.  Let  me  say 
also  that  the  arrest  has  been  spoken  of 
AH  illniral.     This    ih  not  the  eaae— the 
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froof  would  not  mate  the  aireat  illegal. ; 
baTebeenaskedto  leTersetheBentence; ' 
but  after  iuquiry  into  tble  point,  I  do 
not  see  how,  lu  the  abaeoce  ofanj  appeal 
from  the  magiatrate's  decision,  and  after 
the  sentence  has  been  worked  out,  there 
could  be  any  formal  rerersal.  Nor, 
again,  can  I  see  how,  or  hj  whom,  any 
formal  apology  can  bo  given.  Dr.  Greoh 
has  received  Dy  my  decision,  which  was 
communicated  to  him  by  the  Oovemor, 
aod  which  he  can  make  public,  and  he 
will  farther  receive  from  the  debate 
this  evening,  a  full  admission  of  the 

t'ustice  of  his  complaints  and  of  the 
arsh  treatment  to  which  he  has  been 
subjected.  He  is  thus  set  right  in  the 
eyes  of  his  family,  his  friends,  and  the 
public.  I  have  been  asked  if  I  will 
direct  oompensation  to  be  awarded  to 
him.  Well,  in  the  first  place,  Dp.  Qreoh 
himself  has  not  made  a  formal  applica- 
tion for  compensation,  and,  after  making 
incLuiriee  upon  this  point,  I  find  that  the 
oases  where  compensation  baa  been 
awarded  are  extremely  rare,  and  that 
they  are  of  amoie  serious  character  than 
the  case  under  consideration.  At  the 
same  time,  if  Dr.  Orech  should  think  it 
worth  his  while  to  make  such  applica- 
tion, I  shall  be  prepared  to  give  it 
careful  consideration.  In  conclusion,  I 
hope  I  have  shown  the  House  that  I 
have  dealt  fairly  with  this  very  painful 
case,  and  that  I  have,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, remedied  the  injustice  done  to  Dr. 
Greoh. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
I  also  am  aware  of  the  facts  of  the  caae 
my  hoD.  Friend  (Mr.  M'Ewan)  has 
brought  hefors  the  House,  and  I  think 
he  may  well  acoept  the  answer  of  the 
Oolonial  Secretary  (Sir  Henry  Holland). 
'Xhere  is,  however,  one  feature  of  the 
sase  which  I  hope  the  Oolonial  Secretary 
will  not  lose  sight  of.  He  has  very 
properly  stated  that  in  matters  of  this 
kind  the  Governor  is  bound  to  follow 
the  advice  of  his  Law  Officers,  and  that 
the  vepy  distinguished  general  officer 
who  is  Governor  of  Malta  did  what  was 

{roper  in  takiog  the  advice  given  him. 
think  the  Colonial  Secretary  may  well 
oonsider  whether  the  Crown  Advocate  or 
principal  Law  Officer  has  shown  in  this 
matter  anything  like  competenoy  for  the 
Office  he  holds.  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  postpone  deal- 
ing with  this  case  till  a  proper  ^stem  of 
appeal  is  established ;  but  that  at  once 
Sir  Smry  Holland 
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ho  wOl  consider  whether  the  Oroira 
Advocate  is  really  competent  for  tlia 
Office  he  fills.  This  is  a  delicate  qaes- 
tion,  and  I  should  not  wish  to  carry  it 
further.  There  has  been  a  gross  mis- 
carriage of  justice,  arising,  apparently, 
from  the  Advocate's  inoompetency;  bnt, 
after  the.  ezplanatioa  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  hope  viy  hon.  Friend  will 
not  think  it  necessary  to  go  to  a  Divi- 
sion. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn} : 
I  heard  with  great  gratification  some  of 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniei, 
though  I    was    very    much   surprised, 
having  attended  olosoly  to  the  case,  to 
hear  Cm  say  he  thinks  this  arrest  wai 
not  illegal.    Anything  more  monstrou 
than  the  arrest  of  this  gentleman  I  can- 
not conceive.     Do  let  me  remind  tits 
House  what  the  charge  was.  Thechai;^ 
against  this  doctor  was  that  he  had  inter- 
fered with  the  police  in  the  disohaigsof 
their  duty.     That  is  not   proved ;  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  GenUemaii  will  sij 
that  is  not  proved.     But  that  wss  flof 
the  charge  of  which  he  was  conricted- 
Is  there  existing  at  Malta  any  power  by 
which  the  police  can  arrest  a  person  for 
an  offence  which  he  has  not  committed* 
What  this  doctor  did  was  aimpl^tlii<- 
he  suggested,  on  a  winter's  evening  st 
the  end  of  December,  that  it  was  tbij 
dangerous    to    remove   people    in   tbe 
hei^t  of  smoll-pox  four    miles  in  U 
open  carriage.    I  think  his  anggestion 
woe  most  humane,  and  if  he  had  n^ 
made  it  he  wonld  grossly  have  neglected 
bis  duty.     The  policeman  produced  bit 
order,  and  insisted  upon  taking  thwj 
people  to  tho  hospital  four  miles  off,  s^Jj 
because  the    doctor    said — "Ton  *i)J 
endanger  the  lives  of  these  people  if 
you  do  it,"  he  was  charged  with  lDto^ 
fering  with  the  police  in  the  discbarg« 
of  their  duty.     But  the  doctor  waawn- 
victed  of  one  of  the  moat  eitraordinwj 
offences  ever  heard  of  in  the  world.  He 
was  acquitted  upon  the  charge  of  inter- 
fering with  the  police  in  the  diBclia''S* 
of  their  duty,  but  found  guilty  of  hsrin^ 
addressed  "indeterminate  reproacbH 
to  the  police.    It  appears  that  in  "• 
law  of  Malta  there  is  a  clause  ffbkn 
enables  persons  who  have  been  g<iiltT 
of  what  are  called  "indeterminate'^ 
proaohes  " — hut  I  think  1  ought  to  »•" 
the  clause  to  the  House.     It  is  nT 
short,  but  nevertheless  inatraotire.  ^^n/^ 
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are  several  clauses  about  insult,  but  one 
of  them  say B— 

"  ItUis  inmlt  Mnuutaof  mere  Tapis  ezprai- 
■ioni,  indstermiiuta  reproMhst,  or  wordi  or  act* 
tnarelf  indoceot,  Ihs  offeocs  ihRll  fall  ander  the 
oUh  of  eoDtraTentioM,  and  the  penon  cWgad 
and  coQTictAd  xbaU  be  puoiibed  with  one  tddiiUi'i 
Impfuonment ;  '' 

and  then  follow  definitions  as  to  what 
indetenninate  rsproaches  menn.  It  is 
startling;  to  ua  in  this  country,  who  re- 
cently have  had  considerable  enlighten- 
ment on  Criminal  Law,  to  hear  of  such 
a  state  of  things  as  exists  in  Malta.  It 
is  an  indeterminata  reproach  for  a  doctor 
to  lodge  a  protest  against  four  people 
being  removed  in  an  open  carriage,  and 
on  a  wiulet'a  night,  to  a  lataretto  four 
milea  distant.  For  making  this  protest 
ho  was  arrested.  I  entirely  fail  to  see 
on  what  possible  ground  this  arrest  can 
be  declared  legal.  It  is  monstroua  to 
hear  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  say  be 
thinks  the  arrest  is  lezal.  It  is  shame- 
ful to  think  that  a  subject  of  Malta  can 
be  taken  off  to  prison  for  having  acted 
as  Or.  Qreuh  did,  brought  before  a 
magistrate  at  9  o'clock  at  night,  and 
refused  an  adjournment  in  order  that 
his  counsel  and  witnesses  might  be  sent 
for.  [CriM  of  "Agreed!'']  Hon. 
Members  may  cry  "Agreed!"  but  this  is 
a  very  important  subject,  and  we  mean 
to  have  it  discussed.  I  venture  to  say 
no  more  important  matter  has  been 
brought  before  the  attention  of  the 
House ;  and  I  protest  against  the  action 
of  the  Maltese  authorities  in  respect  to 
it.  I  have  great  sympathy  with  the 
Motion  my  hon.  Friend  has  made,  and  I 
think  that  something  ought  to  be  done 
in  the  matter.  I  am  disappointed  I  did 
not  hear  from  the  Oovemment  a  single 
word  of  real  redress  in  the  case.  It 
must  be  conceded  that  Dr.  Qrech  has 
been  ehamofully  treated.  Is  the  magis- 
trate who  acted  in  the  case  to  remain  in 
his  position  P  Is  there  no  power  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  this  state  of  things  ? 
I  think  the  magistrate  ought  to  be  re- 
moved ;  I  think  the  policeman  ought  to 
be  dismissed  ;  and,  what  is  more,  I 
think  the  Governor,  Sir  Lintorn  Sim- 
mons—of wbotn  I  know  nothing,  but 
who,  I  have  do  doubt,  is  an  officer  of 
great  experience  —  sbonld,  when  the 
facts  were  laid  before  him  on  the  foUow- 
iog  day,  have  disregarded  all  tfaered- 
tapeism,  and  have  instantly  ordered  the 
discharge  of  the  ofOcial  at  fault.    The 


statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
ia  not  satisfactory.  He  holds  out  no 
hope  that  the  magistrate  will  be  re- 
moved; and,  therefore,  I,  for  one,  will 
most  heartily  go  into  the  Division  Lobby 
with  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
should  not  have  risen  to  address  the 
House  at  this  late  hour  (12.4S)  if  this 
had  been  the  only  case  of  gross  mal- 
administration of  justice  at  Malta  which 
has  come  under  my  notice.  I  should 
like  the  House  to  consider  the  extraordi- 
nary character  of  this  case.  Dr.  Qrech 
protested  against  the  removal  of  four 
patients  in  an  open  carriage,  on  a 
winter's  night,  to  a  lazaretto  four  miles 
distant,  when  there  was  plenty  of 
accommodation    in    the    house    of    the 

Eatients— plenty  of  room  for  isolation. 
>r.  Grech  was  arrested  on  a  false  charge 
in  order  to  justify  the  arrest.  The 
charge  of  having  obstructed  the  police 
was  withdrawn,  and  the  charge  of  "  in- 
determinate reproaches "  substituted. 
Dr.  Grech  was  taken  at  8  o'clock  at 
night  before  a  magistrate,  who,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  was  not  on  the  rota  for 
trying  cases  that  night,  and  at  half-past 
10  o'clock  the  conviction  was  recorded, 
no  postponement  having  been  allowed 
for  the  attendance  of  the  prisoner's  wit- 
nesses or  counsel.  Coula  anything  be 
more  monstrously  injudicial  on  the  part 
of  any  magistrate  7  I  submit  that  un- 
less we  receive  from  the  Government 
some  assurance  that  the  magistrate  will 
be  dismissed,  we  ought  to  go  to  a  Divi- 
sion as  a  protest  against  bis  conduct. 
Let  us  consider  the  next  step  in  the  case. 
The  very  next  day  an  appeal  was  made 
to  the  Governor.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Colonial  Secretary  truly 
says,  the  Governor  cannot  be  held 
responsible  for  a  decision  of  this  kind ; 
he  must,  undoubtedly,  act  by  the  advice 
of  his  Law  Officers.  But,  surely,  in  a 
cose  so  gross  as  this— four  days'  impri- 
sonment, four  days'  herding  with  crimi- 
nals of  the  moat  abandoned  type,  for 
the  offence  of  protesting  against  the 
removal  in  an  open  carriage,  on  a 
winter's  night,  of  respectable  patients 
from  their  own  home  to  a  lazaretto— no 
officer  could  be  justified  in  refusing  \o 
give  redress.  I  consider  the  officer  who 
advised  the  Governor  equally  guilty 
with  the  magistrate  who  convicted  the 
man,  and  I  trust  the  Colonial  Secretary 
3  K  ? 
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^ill  l)e  able  to  give  ua  eome  aBSurance 
in  the  direction — not  of  compensation 
of  Dr.  Grecli,  for  I  do  not  think  coai- 
penaation  ia  sufficient — of  preventing 
similar  caaea  occnrriog  in  the  future.  I 
remember  that  a  very  groea  miscarriage 
of  justice  occurred  not  very  long  ago. 
There  ia  Bometbing  very  wrong  in  the 
administration  of  juatica  iu  Malta,  and 
it  ia  absolutely  necesaary  a  reform  should 
be  made. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
tlunk  that  so  far  as  Dr.  Orech  ia  con- 
cerned, my  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oentral  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Ewan)  might 
Tory  well  be  content  with  the  statement 
made  to-night  by  tbe  right  bon  Qentle- 
tnan  the  ColoDiat  Secretary,  for  that 
right  hoD.  Qendeman  has  stated  that 
thia  is  a  caae  in  which  juetloe  has  been 
denied,  in  which  the  insult  that  was 
charged  against  the  prisoner  did  not 
take  place,  and  in  which  the  aentence 
which  was  paaaed  upon  him  waa  exces- 
sire.  He  has  pronounced  the  opinion 
that  in  the  eyes  of  the  public  Dr.  Grech 
has  been  acquitted,  and  with  the  state- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Dr. 
Grech  and  bis  friends  might  well  be 
content  this  case  should  pass  away. 
But  there  is  one  conaideration  to  which 
I  wish  to  direct  attention.  There  is  the 
justice  of  Great  Britain  in  one  of  its 
smallest  Colonies  to  be  vindicated.  The 
question  of  compensation  has  been  men- 
tioned, and  the  Colonial  Secretary  has 
offered  to  do  mote  in  that  direction  than 
anybody  could  have  expected.  But 
Dompensatiou  is  nothing  to  the  point. 
What  we  want  ia  that  the  men  who  have 
lowered  the  name  of  Britain  in  tbe 
Colony  should  be  punished.  We  want 
a  full  inquiry— a  fuller  inquiry  than  has 
vet  taken  place.  We  want  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  himself  to  go  into  the 
case  more  fully,  and  to  carry  punishment 
as  high  OS  punishment  ought  to  be 
carried,  even  if  it  should  reach  as  high 
as  the  Governor  himself.  Lst  the 
magistrate  be  punished,  let  the  Crown 
Advocate  who  has  given  bad  advice  be 
punished,  and  if  there  are  higher  offi- 
cials who  have  been  guilty,  let  punish- 
ment reach  them  alao.  I  agree  with  my 
bon.  Friends  that  we  have  been  amply 

t'ustifiedin  bringing  this  coae  forward 
y  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  baa 
said.  If  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refuses  to  carry  punishment  higher  my 
Mr.  Mimttr 
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hon,  Friend  the  Member  for  Oeitni 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Ewan)  will  cerUok 
be  juetiGed  in  carryings  his  MotionVi 
Division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dindtd: — Ayes  162;  Sen 

74:  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  3it 

f  13.85  4-11.; 

^.oeediog   £l7i,  ': 


meetiag  the  Deficiency  of  Income  from  Fw 
&<:.  for  the  requirements  of  the  Biard  of  Tni- 
under  "The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883.'" 
Beaolutions  agrttd  to, 

DISTRESSED  UNIONS  (IRELAND)  BIIL  I 

[Bill  307.] 

{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  (7«iKrt(> 

Ireland,  Coloatl  Kioji- Barman.) 

OOUUIITEE.       [aDJOURKED    DSBATS.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  A^oonH^ 
Debate  on  Question  proposed  [tii 
July],  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  nowW" 
the  Chair  for  Committee  on  the  Bill." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  reaumtd. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,    E.) :    Mm 
you  leave  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ar 
a  few  words  in  regard  to  this  mattra-  1 
have  been  desirous  of  having  this  BS 
discussed  in  order  that  I  might  ^ 
from  tbe  Government  some  final  *ii 
definite  declaration  as  to  what  Aisfli^- 
ments  thsy  are  willing  to  make,  or  vbit 
concessions  they  are  prepared  to  gin,  ^    i 
order   that  we  who  represent  ooWj- 
tuencies  in  Ireland  may  know  what  ii 
our  real  position  in  regard  to  tbe  Bi^    I 
The  more  I  have  examined  this  Bill,  tti    \ 
the  more  I  have  had  the  opportuQitr^^    , 
communicating  with  tbe  people  of  <i"    ' 
West  of  Ireland  with  regard  to  it,  tl» 
leaallikeit.     I  am  convinced  tbit it''     ' 
the  duty  of  Irish  Members  to  oppoH>'^ 
BiU  to  the  best  of  their  ability.    I  nw"     , 
first  of  all  direct  attention  to  tbe  Men''" 
randum  which  was  circulated  with  '^ 
Distressed  Unions  (Ireland)  Bill  bjl^' 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  on  »ii'*' 
Memorandum  the  Bill  is  fonnded.  1^ 
Memorandum,   I    take    the    libertj  ^ 
saying,  is  one  of  tbe  moat  extraordiiu? 
and  reckleas  documents  that  wae  v^ 
isaued  by  a  Minister  of  the  Groin.  ^ 
is  the  most  slipabod  dooumect  I  C*     , 
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read  from  a  responsible  Minister,  and  it 
bears  on  the  face  of  it  tlie  most  clear 
evidence  that  the  Chief  Secretary  did 
not  take  the  trouble  to  study  the  Blue 
Book  of  the  Boyal  Commission  which 
sat  to  coosider  the  matter,  and  irhioh 
made  a  Beport  thereon.  Let  me  nov 
endeavour  to  substantiate  this  proposi- 
tion. In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  the  following  charge. 
He  says — 

"  To  meet  the  diitreu  whicti  in  these  TTnioni 
wM  expected  to  occur  before  hat-Test  latt  year, 
Parliameat  saQotiooed  M  a  free  grant  from 
palilic  fucde  the eipenditureotaBam □(£20,1)00 
to  ha  QBed  in  ontdoor  relief.  The  Ouardiane 
squandered  the  money  ao  obtained  in  the  moat 
reckleM  faahioo.  They  eierciaed  no  saperri- 
aioti  themselvet,  and  they  took  no  precantiona 
that  anperriiiiin  ahoald  he   exercised  by  any- 

That  is  a  most  serions  choive  to  moke, 
and  whilst  I  admit  that  shocking  and 
painful  irregularities  occurred  m  the 
administration  of  the  relief,  I  say  that 
for  the  making  of  a  chai^  of  so  sweep- 
ing a  character  there  is  no  justification 
to  oe  found  in  the  Blue  Boole.  Let  me 
point  out  how  oarelessiy  drawn  is  this 
Memorandum  on  the  very  face  of  it.  I 
will  not  go  beyond  the  Memorandum 
itself  to  ^ow  the  carelessness  of  the 
Ohtef  Secretary.  Near  the  end  of  page  3, 
the  following  passage  ocoure : — 

"  In  the  case  of  Belmullet,  in  which,  it  may 
be  obaerred,  the  Quardiana  were  not  gtul^y  of 
Uie  Mune  maladministration  aa  thoee  of  the 
other  Onion*." 

This  ia  gravely  stated,  although,  earlier 
on,  it  is  alleged  against  all  these  Unions 
affected  by  the  Bill,  that  they  squandered 
the  money  obtained  from  the  public 
funds  in  the  most  reckless  fashion,  and 
"  exercised  no  supervision  themselves." 
The  Memorandum  goes  on  to  state — 

"  The  resoit  was  what  mig^ht  hare  been  anti- 
cipated. Parliament  aathorized  the  eipenditure 
of  £20.000  in  chanty.  On  the  itreogtli  ol  thia. 
the  Unions  in  question  spent  £3fi,000:  pro- 
ducing no  other  permanent  effect  whaterer  upon 
the  diftrict  than  to  plnoge  it  more  deeply  into 
debt,  and  to  inereAse  the  demoralization  of  the 
population." 

That  is  a  most  exaggerated  statement. 
What  "  permanent  effect "  did  the 
tiovemment  hope  to  bring  about  ?  Why 
they  hoped  to  save  the  people  from  star- 
valaon,  and  in  that  effect  they  were  sue- 
cessfdl.  What  on  earth  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, therefore,  means  by  "producing 
no  other  permanent  effect  whatever" 
than  demoralisation,  I  fail  to  understand. 
It  is  my  belief,  looking  at  this  If emo- 
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randam,  that  the  Ohief  Secretary  bad 
not  read  the  evidence  which  I  shul  call 

attention  to  presently 

The  attorney  OENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  (Liverpool, 
Walton):  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
allow  me  to  interrupt  him  for  a  moment. 
A  short  time  sgo  a  Question  was 
addressed  to  us  on  these  Benches  by  a 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  as  to 
whether  this  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with  to-night,  and  the  answer  was  that 
it  would  not  be  taken.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appealed  to  me  a  few 
momenta  back,  I  thought  it  was  to  be 
taken,  asl  was  not  aware  of  the  previous 
arrangement  made.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  fair,  under  the  circumstances,  if  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  were  taken.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  will  be  an  inconvenience  to  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr. Dillon);  hut  after  the 
representation  made  by  as  to  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  It  is  most  desirable  that 
the  Bill  should  not  be  proceeded  with 

Mk.  T.  M.  HBALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Take  it  on  Monday. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  did  not  understand 
that  the  Question  bad  been  asked.  I 
understood,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
stage  was  adjourned  from  Monday  last 
to  Thursday  to  suit  my  convenience. 

Tim  secretary  to  thk  TBEA- 
8UBT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  Per- 
haps the  boD.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  state  what  took  place.  A  qnestioa 
was  asked  me  across  the  Table  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench — a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  now  gone  away — as  to 
whether  the  Bill  was  to  be  taken  to- 
night ?  The  answer  I  gave  was  "No;" 
and  I  understand  that  in  consequence  of 
that  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  gone  away.  I  alone  am  responsible 
for  what  took  place. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, if  I  do  not  lose  the  right  of 
speaking,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to 
the  adjournment. 

Mr.  JA0K80N :  Move  the  adjourn- 
ment. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  move  the  adjourn- 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Debate  fwtkar  Md/'ourned  till  Uoniay 
next. 
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SHERIFFS  (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL. 

ILerdi.] 

(Jfr.  Soticitw  OnuTcU.) 

[bill  262,]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  fur  Oommittee  read. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
AEight  I  makd  aa  ap^al  to  tbe  Govem- 
ment  ?  When  ttiis  BtU  vos  down  before 
I  got  the  promise  from  them  that  the; 
would  give  some  attention  to  the  aub- 
ject,  vitlk  the  view  of  having  the  mea- 
sure applied  to  Ireland.  The  measure 
ia  now  blocked ;  but  I  think  some  in- 
fluence might  be  bronght  to  bear  upon 
those  who  hare  put  down  the  block  in 
order  to  get  them  to  remove  it  it  an 
understanding  is  given  that  the  Bill  will 
be  applied  to  Ireland.  I  think  some  <  * 
the  principles  of  the  measure  are  good. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Ur.  Gibson)  (Liverpool 
Walton) :  I  remember  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referring  to  this  question  some  time 
ago,  and,  no  doubt,  the  subject  is  worth; 
of  attention.  My  impression,  however, 
is  that  the  Irish  Acts  are  too  simple  to 
he  worth  consolidation,  and  that  this 
measure  could  not  be  extended 
land.  I  undertake  to  look  into  the 
matter,  if  necessar;. 

Committee  itftrreA  till  Monday  nest. 

PDBLIO  LIBRAKIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

(No.  2)  BILL.— [Bill  220.] 
{Sir  John  Luiioci,  Mr.  Bagg^ky,  Ur.  Arthur 
CtAnt,   Sir    John    Ktnnauitg,    Mr.    Jiutin 
McCarthy,  Sir  Lj/im  Fiagfair.) 

OOiraiDERATIOir.      THIRD  BBADtNQ. 

Bill,  as  amended,  contiitrtd. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  should  like  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  on  a  matter  with  regard 
to  which  I  spoke  to  him  some  time  ago. 
In  the  commencement  of  the  Bill  it  says 
that  the  provisions  shall  not  apply  to 
Scotland  orlreland;  but  when  I  applied 
to  the  hoD.  Baronet,  I  did  not  gather 
from  him  liiat  he  was  opposed  to  their 
being  so  extended.  I  would  now  ask 
the  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Oovemmeot, 
whether  they  do  not  think  that  the  pro- 
visions could  be  extended  to  Ireland  f 
Perhaps  the  Irish  Attorney  General  will 
give  us  a  guarantee  that  he  will  con- 
sider the  matter,  and,  if  he  sees  no  harm 
~ia  the  eztensioh  I  propose,  will  see  that 


it  is  effected.  The  Bill  ia  a  non-enitea- 
tious  one,  and  if  it  can  be  eitendedto 
Ireland  it  will  be  as  well  for  the  Houe 
to  extend  it. 

Sra  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  proposed  to  the  hon.  Qmtl»- 
man  the  Member  for  Derry,  whose  name 
is  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  that  the  M 
should  he  extended  to  Ireland.  Tlut 
hon.  Member,  however,  did  not  Hunk  ii 
necessaty.  For  my  own  part  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  do  so. 

Amendments  made. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK;:  TheAmsDJ- 
ments  we  have  agreed  to  have  not  ben 
in  any  way  contentions,-  therefore,  I 
would  now  ask  the  House  to  allow  ua  to 
take  the  third  reading*. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "Tbit 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time."— 
{Sir  John  Luiboek.) 

Motion  agrted  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and/atW- 

SCHOOL  FEES    (N0K-PADPEB8)  BILL 

{Mr.  LlamllyH,  Sir  Siehant  Paget,  Mr.  Stihtai, 

Mr.  Whitmort,  Mr.  Quilttr). 

[bill  106.]      SEOOXD  BEAOIBa. 

Order  tor  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  LLEWELLTN  (Somerset,  N); 
I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  eC 
this  Bill.  It  is  not  necesssryfor  me,  in 
making  the  Motion,  to  detain  the  HooH 
for  more  than  one  moment 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELUS  (Nottingliwi. 
BushclifiTe) :  I  wish,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  all 
your  attention  to  the  oircumstancea  con- 
nected with  this  Bill.  Although  the 
measure,  as  it  appears  on  the  Papsr,  ii 
not  blocked,  I  wish  to  ask  you,  under 
oircumstances  to  which  I  would  brioflj 
draw  attention,  whether  it  ought  not  lo 
appear  with  a  block  ?  The  Bill  »« 
down  fur  second  reading  on  23ad  Job* 
—it  was  on  the  Orders  of  the  D«jf« 
that  day.  There  is  no  entry  on  the 
votes  respecting  it  on  that  day ;  «p^ "? 
the  weekly  statement  we  have  fiimiebed 
lo  us  it  appears  on  the  27nd  of  ^""^ 
as  "dropped,"  and  also  on  theithm 
JuIy,theUthofJuIy,andth6l8thofJ# 
On  the  Orders  of  the  Day  of  yestwdsj 
there  was  no  Notice  of  the  Bill ;  bat  on 
the  Votes  of  yesterday  there  i"*  ^ 
entry  to  the  effect  that  the  second  «*■' 
ing  was  fixed  for  to-day,  I  would  u* 
you,  Sir,  whether  the  block  which  *•■ 
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on  the  Bill  vhen  it  was  dropped  does 
not  apply  to  to-day?  I  would  ask  you, 
Sir,  if  that  is  not  so,  whether  it  is  not  an 
abuse  of  the  Forma  of  the  House  for  a 
Member  to  re-establish  a  Bill  on  a  Wad- 
neaday  and  then  to  bring  it  on  the  very 
next  day,  within  the  24  hours  ?  If  that 
were  legitimate  every  Bill  might  be  bo 
brought  on  as  to  evade  a  block.  There 
would  be  no  opportuni^  of  bloching  any 
BiU. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  It  is  obvious  that  if 
a  Bill  which  has  been  on  the  Paper  for 
some  time,  and  ia  blocked,  is  suddenly 
revived  great  hardships  would  be  caused 
by  preventing  the  pover  of  blocking  it. 
If  my  memoTT  serves  me  aright,  I  tunk 
I  have  already  ruled  that  a  block  ought 
to  adhere  to  a  BiU,  under  such  droum- 
stances  as  those  referred  to,  until  the 
measure  appears  reinstated  upon  the 
Paper  in  the  usual  way  and  there  has 
been  an  opportunity  for  the  original 
block  to  expire.  I  think  the  block 
ought  to  operate  to-night.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  name  another  day. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN:  To-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  The  block  wiU 
still  remain,  Sir  7 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  nntU  the 
original  period  expires. 

Second  Reading  de/nrtd  till  To-mor- 
row, at  Two  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
rriittf,  22nd  July,  1887. 


THE  llAB  PEEIUOB. 

OISERTATIONS. 

Tbb  EUbl  of   MAR:    My  Lords, 


beg  your  Lordships'  indulgence  while 
I  make  a  very  short  statement  regard- 
ing my  recent  Petition.  I  was  unaware 
that  there  would  be  any  diacuasion 
yesterday  on  the  subject,  and  was  not 
iQ  my  pmce  when  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Selbome)  stated  that      _ .  „ 

hs  would  oppose  the  Motion  that  my   pone  it  till  an  early  day  next  8««aion. 


Petition  be  granted,  intimating  that  it 
ia  "unconstitutional  and  illegal"  to 
review  a  judgment  of  the  Law  Courts 
with  regard  to  property.  My  Lords,  I 
must  repudiate  completely  the  idea  that 
my  prayer  is  a  request  to  review  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Law  Courts.  What  I  ask 
has  been  evidently  misunderstood.  I 
ask  simply  that  this  House  in  its  de- 
liberative capacity — through  a  Select 
Committee  or  any  other  suitable  mods — 
should  merely  investigate  the  connection 
between  the  Mar  estates  and  the  ancient 
Mar  dignity.  For  this  purpose  I  do  not 
ask  the  House  to  review  the  judgment 
of  a  Law  Court,  but  to  look  at  the  en- 
tail of  the  Mar  estates,  which  is  very 
aimple,  in  order  that  noble  Lords  may 
investigate  and  ascertain  for  themselves 
the  extent  of  the  injury  I  have  suffered 
through  having  been  forced  by  this 
House — with  no  judicial  decision  with 
regard  to  my  peerage  against  me — to 
plead  aa  a  commoner  for  my  ancestral 
estates,  entailed  in  plain  worda  on  the 
Peerage  I  bold  by  inheritance.  I  re- 
speotfuUy  submit  that  it  cannot  rightly 
be  called  "unconstitutional"  that  the 
Members  of  this  House  should  be  asked, 
not  in  a  judicial,  but  in  their  delibera- 
tive capacity  to  investigate  any  matter 
whatever,  especially  one  immediately 
concerning  the  position  and  privileges 
of  one  of  their  own  order.  If  my  Peti- 
tion and  the  Motion  that  my  prayer  be 
granted  are  unprecedented,  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  whole  Mar  case  and  the 
treatment  I  have  encountered  are  equally 
unprecedented.  It  has  been  very  un- 
fortunate for  me  that  the  Motion  on  my 
Petition  was  postponed  last  Monday,  at 
the  request  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Prime  Minister  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bnry)  to  make  way  for  the  Crimes  Bill 
on  that  evening.  On  three  other  occa- 
sions the  Motion  stood  on  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  and  many  Peers  came  down  to 
support  it ;  but  on  each  occasion  it  was 
crowded  out  by  press  of  Business.  I 
have  ascertained  that  several  noble  Lords 
who  take  much  interest  in  the  matter 
have  already  left  London,  while  others 
are  leaving  before  Bank  Holiday- 
August  I — which  I  hear  is  the  earliest 
day  the  noble  Lord  who  has  taken 
charge  of  the  Motion  can  be  in  the 
House ;  therofore,  with  great  reluotance, 
I  am  compelled  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  cnarge  of  the  Motion  to  post- 
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The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  said, 
that  after  the  appeal  tvhiob  had  been 
made  to  him,  and  for  the  very  ^ood 
reaaons  which  the  noble  Lord  had  given, 
be  could  not  but  assent  to  the  postpone- 
ment  of  the  question. 

Lonn  BALFOUR  said,  he  Hinoerely 
hoped,  before  tb«  Motion  waa  definitely 
postponed,  an  opportunity  would  ^  be 
given  to  noble  Loi^s  who  were  mainly 
interested  to  express  their  views  on  the 
Qoarse  taken.  It  was  rather  unfair  that 
the  Motion  should  be  aUowod  to  stand 
over  till  next  Session  and  so  hang  over 
their  Lordships,  especially  as  many 
noble  liOrda  had  made  their  arrange- 
ments in  expectation  that  the  Motion 
would  be  brought  forward  on  the  1st  of 
An^ust. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  ani.  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOE  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbdry) 
aaid,  he  must  aeb  his  noble  Friend  to 
ooQsider  the  terms  of  the  original  Mo- 
tion. In  QODsidering  the  terms  of  this 
Motion,  they  bad  to  keep  in  tIow  the 
statement  from  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Selhorne)  that  it  was  one  which,  in 
his  judgment,  the  House  ought  not  to 
entertain.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
last  evoDing  emphatically  stigmatized 
the  proceediug  as  being  illegal  and  un- 
Gonatitutional.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisburj)  thought  it  was  rather  a  grave 
thing  that  a  Motion  should  he  put  on 
the  Paper  that  had  been  stigmatized  in 
this  way  by  one  of  the  most  learned 
Members  of  this  House.  He  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  consult  some  one 
learned  in  the  law  in  regard  to  that 
Motion  before  placing  it  on  the  Paper 
again. 

AEMY  (EE-OfiOANIZATION). 

ICOTIOH  FOB  A  FAPXB. 

The  Eabl  of  WBMYSB  in  rising  to 
moye — 

"  That  the  ■tatement  regarding  Amj  orga- 
recently     made    hy    U^or-General 

InBtitaUon,  be  kid  apon  Uia  Table, 
As  Major-General  Brackenbnry's  speech 
was  one  of  considerable  national  im- 
portance, he  had  given  notice  of  this 
Motion,  and  he  asked  their  Lordships 
indulgence,  if  in  support  of  it,  ne 
quoted  at  some  length  certain  authori- 
ties, to  which  the  House  would  assign 
more  weight  than  to  any  remarks  he 
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could  offer.    He  waa   glad  there  had 
been  delay  in  bringrio^  his  Motion  for- 
ward, as  meantime  the  recent  review*  it 
Buckingham  Palace  and  Alderahot  lunl 
taken  place,  and  had  an  important  hew- 
ing   on    this    matter.      No    doubt  liii 
request  was  of    a    somewhat    nniuail 
character — that  the    speech   of  a  dis- 
tinguished ofHcer  should  be  made  ea  it 
were  a  public  document   and  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.    But  the  speeck 
itself  waa  of  an  exceptional  character, 
and  the  subject  waa  one  of  exceptiontl 
interest,  and  the  opinions  stated  were  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  fntore  de- 
fence of  the  country.     General  Bracken- 
bury  was   a  first-rate  Artillery  officsr,    | 
who  was  well  known  for  hie  excellent 
conduct  in  Egypt.    He  spoke,  moreover, 
as  the  head  of  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment, and  it  was  evident  that  he  wa*  in 
his  speech  expreeaing  the  views  of  Hit 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  he  stated 
that  he  had  the  permission  of  the  M- 
thorities  to  maketne  atatement.     Wiun 
he  heard  it  he  said  at  the  time  that  it 
was  the   most  important  statemeet  be 
had  ever  heard  on  the  question  of  ou 
Military  Organization.  In  the  first  place, 
General  Brackenhury  expressed  hisvisn 
of  the  relative  duties  of  the  Fleet  and  the 
Army.    The  object  of  the  Fleet,  he  said, 
was  not  to  protect  the  Dookyards  or  tk* 
commercial  portsoftheKingdom, 01  even 
the  great  coaling  etationa.     The  object 
of  ^e  Fleet  was    to    go    out  to   »• 
and  seek  the  enemy's  ships  and  sia^ 
them,  to  protect  our  commerce,  aad  to 
see  that  these  Idands  were  not  starred 
in  time  of  war;  but  that  a  snffieieBl 
supply  of  food  could  be  imported.    Oe- 
neral  Brackenbury  advised  us  to  eiamJDS 
the  extraordinary,  heterogeneous  m"* 
of  men  which  constitutes  our  Army  to  ie< 
to  (I)  the  requirements  for  gam'sonicgi 
and  (3)  what  wae  left  for  tbefield,  setting 
&ee  as  far    as  poseible  the   Re^*' 
troops  for  the  field,  using  mainly  the 
Militia  and  Volunteers  for  home  de- 
fence.   We  ought  to  have  ready  Bep- 
lar  troops  for  two  Army  Corps,  Infantrji 
Cavalry,  Royal  Artillery,  Royal  Hoiw 
Artillerv,  and  even  after  the  convem™ 
of  the  Royal  Horse  Artillery  we  BhtnuJ 
still  have  a  larger  proportion  of  ^ 
arm    for     the    field    than    any  ^^ 
Army  in  the   world.      In  reaped  "' 
theEngineere,  Commissariat,  and  Tiuf 
port,   we    are  still    wanting;    bat  n 
the    Estimates  this  year  sums  neo"' 
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'  saiy  to  complete  these  Services  have 
been  Toted.  After  providing  garriaon 
defence  at  home  and  abroad,  and  two 
Corp)  i'  A  mi*  for  the  field ,  General  Brack- 
enbur;  estimated  our  aurplua  Foicaa  as 
foUowa  : — Five  battaliona  Begular  In- 
fantry, 48  battalions  lifilitia,  equal  to 
36,000  men;  112  battalions  Voluiiteer 
lafantry,  equal  to  90.000  men  j  seven 
re^ments  Begular  Gavalir,  and  39 
regiments  Yeomanry,  equal  to  21,000 
men.  Of  Field  Artillery  we  had  abso- 
lutely none,  and  we  were  short  too  of 
Yolunteer  gunners,  at  the  rate  of  three 
guns  per  1,000  for  our  surplus  In- 
fantry, we  required  390  additional  guns, 
and  a  vote  has  already  been  taken  for 
84  guns  of  position.  But  we  were  23,000 
Artillery  Tolunteera  short,  and  onght  to 
raise  them  up  to  the  establishment.  He 
hoped  tbat  Votes  would  be  taken  in  fu- 
ture years  for  the  remainder  of  the  390 
guns  required. 

"  Personally,  he  uid,  I  advocate  in  the  itrong- 
e«t  manner  the  raieing  of  a  sufficient  number  of 
Volontaer  field  bBtteriei,  to  give  as  three  guns 
per  1,000  for  the  Infantry  that  will  rentaia  after 
our  two  Army  Corps  and  our  garisona  hare  been 
ptovitied,  and  therefore  it  is  thatlhaveobbained 
permission  from  the  authorities  at  the  War 
Office  to  Attend  before  yon  and  nuke  this  state- 
He  had  quoted  General  Srackenbury  as 
to  what  the  wants  of  the  Force  were, 
but  he  had  another  authority  he  wished 
to  bring  into  Court.  There  could  be 
no  possibility  of  denying  that  guns  were 
wanted,  and  the  question  therefore  arose, 
"  Where  are  they  to  come  from  ?  "  There 
was  clearly  no  hope  of  getting  such  an 
increase  in  the  Soyal  Horse  Artillery  as 
would  provide  390  guna,  seeing  that  the 
coet  of  one  battery  wae  £13,fl00  per 
annum.  The  Yoluntcers  must  therefore 
be  looked  to  to  make  up  the  deficiency,  i 
apd  each  an  authority  as  Major  Thomp- 
HOD,  whose  paper  on  this  subject  at 
K.  V.  S.  had  led  to  General  Bracken- 
bury's  speech,  had  calculated  that  10 
batteries  could  be  supplied  by  the  Be- 
serve  Foroea  at  a  coat  of  £7,000,  that 
means  fiO  Yolunteer  Field  guns  for  half 
the  cost  of  aix  guns  of  the  Eojal  Artil- 
lery. He  had  written  to  Lord  Wolae- 
ley  on  this  subject,  putting  two  ques- 
tions to  him  —  namely,  whether  he 
thought  it  neceasary  that  there  should 
be  Field  Artillery  for  the  Reserve  Forces, 
and  whether  from  his  experience  in 
America  ho  thought  that  Yolunteer  Ar- 
tillery could  be  got  to  do  efficient  service. 


{Re-ergtmitation).  174f) 

reply  to    the    first 


Lord   Wolaeley, 

question,  said — 

"My  own  opinion  is  eotirely  in  favonr  of 
creating  out  of  the  existing  Voluoteer  Force  at 
least  40  field  batteries.  We  hftve  _qo_  field 
batteries  for  either  our  Yeomanry,  MiJitift,  or 
Volunteer  Infantry,  and  it  is  out  of  the  question 
to  imagine  that  we  can  ever  add  any  consider- 
able  Qumher  of  Geld  batteries  to  the  Royal  Ar< 

Henco,  on  the  higheat  authority,  the 
only  practical  way  of  supplying  these 
wants  was  by  the  creation  of  field 
batteries  in  the  Volunteer  Force.  They 
existed  once,  though  Heaven  knew  why 
they  were  suppressed  in  the  year  1873. 
At  that  time  they  numbered  50.  As 
to  the  question  of  getting  efficiency 
out  of  tho  Yolunteer  Force,  he  had  seen 
the  Volunteer  battery  which  uaed  to  be 
commanded  by  Oolonel  Shakespeare— a 
name  well  known  for  good  service  in 
the  Crimean  War— cross  that  boggy 
ravine  that  intereocts  Wimbledom  Com- 
mon, and  he  had  said  to  him  that  the 
Royal  Artillery  could  not  cross  rough 
ground  in  better  style.  In  answer  to  his 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyss's)  second  question, 
as  to  the  possible  efficiency  of  Yolunteer 
Field  Artillery,  LordWoIseley  said — 

"  In  18S9  the  great  bulk  of  the  Army  die- 
believed  in  the  possibility  of  the  Volunteer 
Infantry  ever  reaching  their  present  state  of 
efficiency.  The  same  prejudice  now  holds  good 
on  the  question  of  field  artillery,  though  some 
of  out  ablest  officers  think  otherwise.  To  suc- 
cessfully resist  an  invasion  a  large  Artillery 
Force  is  necessary,  and  that  can  only  be  had  by 


and  concentration  of  fire." 

The    concluding    paragraph     of    Lord 

Wolseley's  letter  ran  as  follows  : — 

"You  ask  me  about  the  Field  Artillery  of  the 
Northern  and  Southern  Armies  during  the  great 
dvil  war  in  America.  You  have  only  to  i«ad 
the  history  of  that  war  to  leam  th«  great 
service  done  by  the  Artillery  on  both  sides,  yet 
it  was  all  improvised  ia  leas  than  a  year  from 
the  civil  population.  If  Ihey  could  make  an 
excellent  Artillery  from  untrained,  undrilled 
men,  how  much  moro easily  could  we  do  so  from 
our  well-organized  Volunteer  Force." 

He  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  thought  he 
need  say  no  more  to  prove  his  case,  ex- 
cept to  recapitulate  his  paints,  which 
were  four— namely,  (1)  the  great  want 
of  more  Artillery ;  (2)  the  impoastbility 
of  increasing  the  Regular  Force;  (3) 
that  the  want  can  only  be  supplied  from 
the  Volunteer  Force;  and  (4)  that  it  was 
the  opinion  of  such  an  authorit;y  as  Lord 
Wolaeley  that  Volunteer  batteries  could 
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ho  made  amply  efficient  for  all  useful 

purpoaeB,  He  gave  the  OoTeromeat 
erery  credit  foi  endeavouring'  to  work 
out  this  critical  problem.  The  import- 
ance of  the  duty  before  them,  that  of 
Suttiog  the  country  in  a  proper  state  of 
etence,  could  not  bo  over-estimated. 
In  Lord  Wolseley's  article  on  the  Army, 
in  the  recantly  published  volumne,  en- 
titled, T/i«  JUign  of  Quttn  Vtetoria,  he 
quoted  an  extract  from  a  letter  of  Lord 
Falmerstoa  irheu  Foreign  Minister  to 
"     "  '  •  Writing  on  December  1 7, 

'almerston  said — 
"  Surely  theia  can  be  no  duty  more  urgently 
preuiag;  upon  a  OoTemment  than  to  place  the 
country  which  it  jtovenu  in  a  position  to  defend 
itaelf,  and  it  any  miachance  were  to  happen 
what  poasible  eicuie  could  be  made  for  the 
Miniaten  by  whose  apathy  nod  neglect  the 
country  had  besn  left  without  adequate  means 
of  dEfence  F" 

Her  Majesty's  Government  were,  he 
believed,  honestly  and  faithfully  doing 
their  duty  in  this  matter.  He  gave 
them  every  credit,  and  he  knew  that 
their  path  was  beset  by  prejudices  and 
an  unwillingness  to  recognize  the  gravity 
of  the  situation.  It  was  with  the  view 
not  to  criticiEe,  not  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  the  Government,  which,  he 
thought,  was  worthy  of  praise,  but  with 
a  view  to  help  them  and  to  briug  public 
opinion  to  bear  on  this  question  that  be 
brought  forward  this  subject.  He  would 
conclude  by  making  the  Motion  which 
stood  in  bis  name — 

"  That  the  statement  regarding  Army 


State  for  War  at  the  fioyal  United  Serrice 
Institntion.  be  laid  npon  the  Table."— (TAf 
Sari  of  Wtmytt.) 

ViBOOTJTiT  HAEDINQE  said,  that  be- 
fore the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Lord  Harris)  replied 
to  bis  noble  Friend  he  wished  to  ask  a 
question.  In  his  opinion  this  was  quite 
a  new  departure,  for  hitherto  cold  water 
bad  been  thrown  upon  field  guns  for  the 
Volunteers.  Some  years  ago  Volunteer 
field  batteries  were  abolished.  Colonel 
Shakespeare's  battery  had  been  dis- 
persed, and  in  this  House  Lord  Truro 
was  always  complaining  that  he  could 
not  get  field  guns  although  he  was 
willing  to  pay  for  them.  General 
Brackenbury,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Stats,  had  stated  that  84 
guns  were  to  be  given  to  21  corps  of 
Artillery   Yolunteers   who    were  some 
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distance  from  the  seaboard.      Qffloil 
Srackenbury  went  a  great  deal  farthn, 
and  expressed  a  hope    that  evety  yeu 
guns  would  be  fumidied.  to  the  Volm- 
teera  until  the  proportion    waa  fannigbl 
up  to  three  per  1,000  men  of  the  Aui- 
liary    Forces.       Of    course,      evei;DD« 
would  prefer  to  have  r«gnlar  Arullei^, 
but  a  battery  of  Royal    ArtiUe^  rost 
£13,000  a-year,  and  what  WarMimsiei 
would  propose  a  Vote   for   84   Eojil 
Artillery  guns?     What  was  thealteru- 
tive  ?    The  Duke  of  Wellington  in  l^i 
famous  letter  to    Sir  John   Burgoyn 
said — "I  know  I  cannot  f^et  Begulan, 
so  I  must  be  content  with  Militia."    fie  i 
(Viscount  Hardinge)  would  like  to  sik  I 
the   noble  Lord  the  Under    SecreUir  . 
where  the  money  was  to  come  from  U  | 
keep  up  these  batteries?    They  would U  '. 
expensive  to    support,    and    surely  It'   | 
Government  did  not   intend    fo  c«n" 
down  upon   the  officers    of    Yoluntea 
Artillery  to  make  good  this  cost.    Hsjoi 
Thompson,  of  the  Artillery,  at  the  mMt- 
ing  to  which  the  noble  Karl  letwrti, 
thought  a  grant  of  £2  would  saffice  fa 
horses  and  extra  expensee.       At  si; 
rate,  some  allowance  ought  to  be  mtde 
by  Government   beyond  the  Capitttim 
Grant.     Another  question  he  wished  t" 
put  was  as  to  what  calibre  these  pw 
were  to  be.    Forty-pounders,  in  hiaopi- 
nion,  would   be  too    heavy,    and  M- 
pounders   would    be   preferable.     B< 
thought  the  step  now  taken  hy  the  Go-     i 
vernment  was  an  experiment   in  ll>< 
right  direction. 

The  UNDEB  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Habbis)  sai, 
that  when  he  saw  a  Notice  on  the  Fspsr 
in  the  name  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Tl^ 
of  Wemyas)  it  always  gave  him  soo^ 
apprehension  as  to  whether  he  would  )M 
prepared  to  meet  him  on  all  poist*- 
Every  speech  of  the  noble  EarV'  ''' 
variably  bristled  with  points,  and  lu 
was  not  quite  certain  whether  he  *** 
prepared  to  cover  all  the  points  so' 
raised  by  him.  He  wished  to-night  U 
direct  his  attention  to  the  question  of  t^ 

supply  r'  «-'•'  ^-""- ' '-•-*« 
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1  lizatiOQ  acheme  having  beea  practically 
:  accepted,  certain  steps  had  had  to  be 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Tolunteer  Force, 
Up  to  that  time  the  Volunteer  Force  had 
increased— he  used  the  term  in  no  inri- 
diouB  sense — in  a  somewhat  haphazard 
way.  The  zeal  and  loyalty  of  the  oSScera 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  had 
induced  them  to  apply  to  have  an  in- 
crease  of  the  Force,  and  sanction  had 
been  given  to  that  without  regard  to 
whether  the  increase  was  in  due  pro- 
portion or  not  to  the  Other  arms  of  the 
Service,  or  whether  in  that  particular 
part  of  the  country  more  Volunteers 
were  wanted,  or  whether  more  Volun- 
teers were  required  ia  that  particular 
arm.  The  consequenoe  was  that  juat  at 
that  time  it  was  found  that  the  Force 
vaa  within  some  20,000  of  the  authorized 
eatablishmeut  of  the  Volunteers,  and 
that  we  were  entirely  short  of  Field 
Artillery.  It  so  happened  that  at  the 
War  UfficQ  most  of  the  business  con- 
nected with  the  Auxiliary  Forces  came 
before  the  Under  Secretary  of  State. 
He  had  deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  point 
out  to  the  Secretary  for  War  that  all 
increase  of  the  Volunteer  Force  should 
be  in  the  direction  of  the  particular 
arms  which  the  country  required  to  be 
etrengthsned.  It  was  feared  that  this 
Order  might  be  misunderstood  as  evi- 
dencing on  the  part  of  the  War  Office 
that  they  either  doubted  or  undervalued 
the  efficiency  and  *eal  of  the  Volunteer 
Poroe  or  were  tired  of  it ;  but  he  could 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  that  idea  was 
altogether  unfounded  in  fact.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  therefore,  gave 
hia  sanction  to  Major  Qensral  Bracken- 
bury  making  the  speech  referred  to,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  no  misappre- 
liQnaion  in  the  minds  of  the  Volunteers. 
It  was  the  intention  of  the  Secretary  for 
War  to  issue  at  an  early  date  such  an  an- 
nouncement as  would  remove  the  impres- 
Bion,  and  would  show  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment fully  appreciated  both  the  willing- 
neas  and  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteers. 
The  noble  Earl  had  made  out  a  very 
strong  case  indeed  for  the  increase  in  the 
supply  of  field  guns  and  guns  of  position 
to  the  Volunteers,  and  he  had  nothing  to 
say  in  objection  to  that  demand.  It  was 
a  fact  that  for  some  reason  which  it  was 
impossible  to  account  for  there  had  been 
differenoes  of  opinion  among  the  highest 
authorities  as  to  whether  it  was  wise  to 
supply  field  artillery  to  the  Volunteers ; 
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but  he  could  assure  the  noble  Earl  that 
that  time  was  now  pa^t,  and  that  the 
Government  were  now  willing  to  en- 
courage by  every  means  in  their  power 
the  Volunteers  practising  their  artillery 
drill.  He  was  aure,  however,  that  the 
Volunteers  would  consent  to  join  In  the 
scheme  for  mobilizing  the  whole  of  the 
Forces  in  the  Kingdom,  and  would  not 
object  iu  some  cases  to  be  changed 
from  field  into  garrison  Artillery.  It 
had  been  found  that  there  were  only 
21  Volunteer  Artillery  Corps  in  the 
Northern  and  North  British  Districts 
with  whom  these  guns  might  be  placed. 
The  mobilization  scheme  had  already 
absorbed  for  garrison  purposes  all  the 
Volunteer  Artillery,  with  the  exceptions 
he  had  named.  The  mobilization  scheme 
was  baaed  on  the  calculation  that  one- 
third  of  the  Volunteers  would  be  avail- 
able for  garrison  duty,  and  it  was  only 
by  a  re- arrangement  of  that  scheme  that 
it  had  been  found  practicable  to  find 
other  corps  in  counties  more  South, 
where  Field  Artillery  would  be  of  more 
use  than  in  the  more  Northern  counties. 
The  War  Office  were  prepared  to  issue 
84  guns  of  position  to  Volunteer  Artil- 
lery Corps— namely,  24  40 -pounder 
breechloadora,  60  20-pounder  oreech- 
loadera,  and  30  40-pounder  muzzle- 
loaders.  These  guns  would  only  be 
issued  on  certain  conditions.  The  Qo- 
vernment  were  prepared  to  make  a 
grant  in  excess  of  the  Capitation  Grant 
— entirely  exclusive  of  that  grant — but 
only  on  the  clear  underetanding  that 
those  corps  who  took  these  guns  would 
make  themselves  efficient.  It  was  not 
expected  that  the  Volunteers  would  at 
present  find  drivers  or  field  harness ; 
but  they  would  be  required  to  keep  the 
guns  in  good  order,  and  to  undertake 
to  turn  out  a  full  complement  whenever 
required  to  join  the  Eegular  Forces.  It 
was  absolutely  essential,  if  this  mobilize- 
tion  scheme  was  to  be  perfect,  that  the 
Volunteers  should  readily  agree  to  it, 
and  come  forward,  with  that  loyalty 
they  had  always  shown,  to  back  it  up. 
If  in  certain  districts  the  Government 
found  it  necessary  to  make  a  conversion 
from  Infantry  into  Artillery,  he  believed 
the  Volunteers  would  be  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  undertake  that  change.  He 
asked  the  noble  Earl  not  to  press  his 
Motion,  first,  because  General  Braoken- 
bury's  speech  was  intended  for  private 
circulation,  and  it  ironld  be  an  inconve- 
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sient  precedent  for  Papers  eocli  as  that 
to  be  moved  for ;  and,  8ecoDdl3r,  beoanse 
the  ipeecli  gave  but  an  incomplete  Idea 
of  the  mobilisation  scheme.  It  wae  the 
intention  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  be- 
fore Parliament  rose,  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  both  Houses  as  clear  a  statement  as 
ho  could  of  the  mobiliiation  scheme  and 
of  its  intentions. 

Tee  Earl  of  WEUTSS  said,  that, 
after  the  satisfactory  statement  of  the 
soble  Lord,  he  should  have  mnoh  plea- 
sure in  asking  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
uilhdraien. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-TEE  TITLES 
OF  PEERS.— RESOLUTION. 

Bfottd,  "That  wlien  &ny  Lord  who  has  a 
higher  title  or  dignity  Ihan  that  by  vhich  he 
Bits  in  Parliament  shall  be  named  in  any  official 
record  of  the  Proceeding!  of  the  Houae,  or  of 
any  Committee  thereof,  the  higher  title  or  dig- 
nity shall  be  added  in  hracfcete  attei  the  title 
by  vhich  such  Lord  eita  in  Parliament." — ( Th^ 
Jiart  o/Xinta.) 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNGIL  (Viscount  Ckahbbooe)  said, 
that  the  question  had  been  already  be- 
fore the  House,  and  be  believed  there 
was  no  objection  to  the  Motion.  But  if 
the  names  were  set  out  on  the  official 
record,  it  would  be  unnecessary  that 
they  should  be  repeated  on  every  ques- 
tion, as  that  might  be  found  inconve- 
nient. WiththatqualiGcationtheMotion 
might  be  accepted. 

Motion  agTMd  to. 

Ordered,  "  That  the  above  Sesolation  ba  de- 
cided a  Standing  Order  of  the  Hoasa  (to  come 
into  operation  at  the  commencement  of  the 
next  8«Mion  of  Parliament),  and  be  numbered 
XXXIIi." 

House  si^oaTned  at  half-paat  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  neit,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
JMdttsf,  22h4  July,  1887. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

UINUTES.]  —  Nbw   WaiT  luvtb  —  For  the 
City  of  London,  v.  Tha  Bight  honble.  John 
Geuihrand  Hubbard,  now  Baron  Addington, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 
Lord  ffarrtt 


ICOMHOlfS}  {Auxilury  ForMt).         17^ 

Sdppli — miuidtred  in  Committee — Cttil  So- 
vici  Estimates  ;  Class  II. — 8Ai.a>Bi  m 
EzpiKsss  OF  Civil  Dbfaktmxkts,  ToltiU 
to  16. 

Public  Bill  — Anf  Reading  —  Htbe  Bee- 
ChargB»[336]. 

PaovisiONAi.  Obdrb  Bilis  —  OftuUmia 
anendAf— Local  Govemment  (No.  9)"  [W/ 

Third  Jttading—LoiMl  OoTemineat  (Inlui 
(Dublin,  &c.)*  [312].  mApm»*ed. 

PRIVATE  BirSINMSS. 


DUBLIN,  WIOKLOW,  ANT>  ■WBXFOEO  ' 
RAILWAY  (CITY  OF  DUBLIN  JTSf- 
TION  RAILWAYS)  BILL.  , 

BUBPENSION  OF  STANDIKQ  OKDEBS.      DBBUI 
ADJOCSMED.  ' 

Motion  mado,  and  Question  proposed. 

"  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Dablia,  Wietkv. 
and  Wexford  Railway  (Oityof  Dubliii  JnncliM 
Railways)  Bm,  Staudiug  Ordera  S4,  314,  Hi, 
and  939  bo  Buspended,  and  that  the  Bill  htta' 
taken  into  consideration,  provided  amaadtJ 
prints  shall  have  bean  pieviousljr  deposited. "' 
{Sir  CAarlti  Fonlir.) 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  (Siigo):   i 

object  to  the  Motion,  and  I  have  pIiMJ 
on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  man 
that  the  Bill  be  considered  upon  dii* 
day  three  months. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  Motion  ii 
objected  to,  the  Bill  must  be  postpoosif- 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "Tiui 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned, "  pjxt,tiii 
agretd  to. 

Debate  adf'ourtud  till  Monday  next. 

QUESTIONS. 

AKMT  {AUXILIARY  FORCES)— ABTIl- 

LERY     VOLUNTEERS   —    PHACTICB 

WITH  HEAVY  GUNS. 

Mr.  MALLOCK  (Devon,  Torqnij) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  U 
he  can  state  what  parcentof^e  of  th» 
rank  and  file  of  the  ArtUlery  Voluntsert 
have  had  any  drill  or  practice  with  bdj 
hearier  guns  than  the  64-pounder  an^ 
80  -  pounder  converted  B.M.JJ.  gtux 
during  the  year  1886-7  ? 

Mb.  HANBUKY(Pr8aton)al*j  asked, 
as  to  the  guns  supplied  to  the  5th  Lanes- 
shire  Artillery  Volunteers,  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  they  were  sap- 
plied  with  old,  obsolete,  and  uttsn/ 
worthless  guns  ?  How  many  other  ooipi 
are  there  in  the  same  position  ? 

The  SUEVEYOB  GENERAL  w 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Noethootb)  (Ejtstw) 
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'  (who  replied)  said :  Facilitiea  for  drill- 
ingwith  gunsoftlie  higher  natures  were 

'  offered  ia  18B6-7  to  about  20  percent  of 
the  Volunteer  ArtiUer;  enrolled ;  but, 
without  calling  for  Beturns  from  tiie 
aeveral  diatriots,  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  not  ahle  to  saj  how  many  availed 
themselves  of  the  offer.  I  have,  how- 
ever, no  objeotion  to  the  Beturns  being 
ordered.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  to  give  Notice  of  his  Ques- 
tion, during  whioh  time  I  will  make  in- 
quiries. 

Me.  HANBUBT  said,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  the  Estimatea. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)—SUPPLY  OF  LEATHER. 
Ma.  BHADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance, Whether  leather  supplied  by 
Messrs-  Boss  and  Sons  has  been  found 
to  be  adulterated  with  glucose;  whe- 
ther this  adulteration  adds  to  the  weight 
of  the  leather ;  and,  whether,  in  not 
dry  climates  as  Egypt,  leather  so  adulte- 
rated grows  very  hard  and  brittle,  and 
cracks  so  as  to  become  rotten  ? 

The  8UEVET0B  GENEHAL  (Mr. 
Nobthcotb)  (Exeter),  in  reply,  sMd,  the 
result  of  a  special  examination  ordered 
by  the  War  Office  ehowed  that  certain 
hidee  supplied  by  Messrs.  Boss  bad 
been  treated  with  glucose.  The  whole 
subject  was  under  investigation,  and  the 
result  had  not  yet  been  reported  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  He,  therefore,  hoped 
he  might  be  allowed  to  defer  his  answer  ; 
but  when  the  inquiry  terminated,  he 
would  communicate  the  result  to  the 
House,  and  he  tmeted  tbe  hon.  Member 
would  wait  for  it. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)  —  MILITARr  PAT 
EXAMINERS  OFFICE  —  MB.  SOE- 
FELDT. 

Mb.  BBADLATTGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  about  five  mouths 
since,  Mr.  Soefeldt,  a  Dane,  was  ap- 
pointed manager  of  the  Military  Pay 
Examiners  Office,  Madras;  whether, 
according  to  despatch  iOth  July,  1879, 
the  previous  consent  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  ought  to  have  been  obtained ;  whe- 
ther such  consent  was  previously  ap- 
plied for,  or  given ;  whether  candidates 
for  positions  in  the  Military  Accounts 
Office  are  required  to  pass  certain  exa- 


minations; whether  Mr.  Soefeldt  has 
passed  any  such  examination ;  whether 
the  post  of  manager  Military  Pay  Office, 
Mai&as,  has  usually  been  held  by  a 
Native,  and  whether  it  is  one  of  the 
posts  usually  reserved  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  Natives ;  whether,  at  tbe  time 
of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Soefeldt, 
there  were  hundreds  of  qualified  Native 
candidates  who  had  passed  the  neces- 
sary examinations ;  and,  whether  any 
information  has  reached  him  that  tbe 
giving  posts  to  Europeans  capable  of 
being  held  by  Natives,  and  usually  held 
by  Natives,  is  now  causing  great  irri- 
tation in  Madras  ? 

The  under  SEORETAET  Os 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
( 1.)  Mr.  Soefeldt  appears  in  17u  Cakutta 
Direelory  as  second  senior  clerk  in  the 
Military  Pay  Office,  Madras.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  not  heard  of  his 
promotion  to  be  "  Head  Assistant "  of 
that  Office ;  (2.)  If  Mr.  Soefeldt  has 
been  so  promoted,  tbe  previous  consent 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  neces- 
sary ;  (3.)  The  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
aware  whether  any  examination  ia  re- 
quisite on  promotion  in  tbe  Military 
Pay  Office;  (4.)  No;  (5.)  The  pro- 
motion woi^d  naturally  be  given  in  tbe 
office  if  a  fit  person  could  be  found  there- 
There  were  only  six  clerks  in  the  office 
to  which  Mr.  Soefeldt  belonged,  of  whom 
three  bear  European  names;  (6.)  No 
information  of  any  irritation  such  as  ia 
described  in  tbe  Question  has  reached 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)  — POSTMAS- 

TERSHIP  IN  SIX  MILE  BRIIXJB,  CO. 

CLARE. 

Mr.  OCX  (Glare,  E.)  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  any  appointment  has 
yet  been  made  to  the  vacant  office  of 
postmaster  in  Six  Mile  Bridge,  County 
Clare;  and,  whether  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  rumour,  that  the  post  office 
ia  now  about  being  removed  to  a  dis- 
tance of  over  one  mile  outside  the  town, 
to  the  great  inconvenience  and  against 
the  wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of  tbe 
people  of  the  town  and  the  aurronnding 
oistrict  ? 

Thb  P0STMA8TEB  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  University),  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  no  appointment  had  yet 
been  made  to  the  post  office  referred  to. 
The  Treasury  had  nominated  a  candi- 
date ;  but  he  would  not  be  appointed 
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Tinleis  he  provided  a  suitable  office  in 
the  town,  and  made  proper  proTiaion  for 
the  disoharge  of  the  dntiei. 

ARMY    (ORDNANCE    DEPAETMENTl  - 

MULES    PROM    EGYPT    FOR    REGI. 

MENTAL  TRANSPOET  PURPOSES. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ord- 
nance, Whether  an;  mules,  and,  if  ao, 
how  many,  have  recently  been  brought 
to  this  country  from  Egypt ;  whether 
they  were  intended  to  serve  for  regi- 
meotal  transport ;  whether  the  result  of 
iuspeetion  on  arrival  showed  that  none 
were  large  enough  for  draft  work,  and 
one-thira  too  light  even  for  ordinary 
packwork ;  what  was  the  cost  of  their 
conveyance  home;  and,  what  the  cost  of 
keeping  them  in  quarantine  at  Wool- 
wich after  their  arrival  ? 

Thr  StJRVEYOB  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Nobthcote)  (Exeter):  96  mules  were 
recently  brought  from  Egypt  for  regi- 
mental traosport  purposes.  The  mules 
were  ordered  of  the  sizes  required  for 
pack  duty,  and  the  consignment  are  of 
the  sizes  ordered.  They  are  reported  to 
be  "a  good,  well-bred,  active  lot  of 
small  mulee,  well  adapted  for  oavryiug 
3001b.  of  infantry  ammunition,  and 
some  of  them  for  mountain  guns." 
Including  forage  on  the  voyage,  the 
cost  of  transport  was  £7  a-head.  The 
moles  had  not  been,  strictly  speaking, 
in  quarantine;  but,  inasmuch  as  glan- 
ders sometimes  occur  in  Egypt,  it  was 
thought  advisable  to  keep  them  under 
observation  for  a  month  before  distri- 
buting them  about  the  country.  No 
expense  had  been  incurred  beyond  the 
ordinary  coat  of  feeding  the  mules. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-PURCHASE 

OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACT,  IB86,  SEC. 

23-ORDEBS  MADE. 

Hb.    MAURICE    HEALT    (CorkJ 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  many  orders 

have  been  made  by  the  Irish  Land  Com* 

mission  under  the  provisions  of  the  23rd 


said :  The  total  number  of  ancli  ordn 
which  have  been  made  by  the  I^ 
Commiesion  is  1,66S.  Of  theae  odra 
1,080  relate  to  simple  mortgagea,  ul 
585  to  instalment  mortgages.  . 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAKD)-lfCL.! 
LINGAE  DISTEICT  LUNATIC  ASYLD¥. 

Mb.  TUITB  (Westmeath,   N.)  ai&ii 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  XiOrd  lieo- 1 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether    a  marrit^l 
woman,  who  has  been  a  patient  in  Ht ' 
Mullingar  District  Lunatio  Asylum  f'li 
over  three  years,  and  who  is  still  in  ttis 
institution,  is  about  to  give  birth  to  u 
illegitimate  child ;  whether  a  secret  ic- 1 
quiry  has  recently  been  held  into  tli^ 
circamstances  of  the  case,  with  the  nsiJs 
that  an  engineer  employed  at  the  initi-  \ 
tution  has  been  dismissed  ;  whether  tin 
Government  will  take  criminal  procM^- 
ings  not  only  against  the  engineer  bi:  ' 
also  against  those  officials  who,  by  (h«c 
apparent  neglect,  are  responsible  for  the 
outrage  in  question ;  and,  if  he  wooU 
state  by  whom  was  the  inquiry  held,  ui 
will  the  evidence  given  ther«at  be  bid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  PAHLIAMENTASY  UHDEE 
SEOBETAEY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habius 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  re|died 
said,  he  regretted  to  say  the  position  ti 
the  patient  was  as  stated  in  Quwtioii- 
There  was  no  secret  inquiry  hald.  T^ 
only  inquiry  which  was  held  was  a  en- 
Bory  one  by  the  Board  of  U^remon, 
which  happened  to  sit  the  day  aftw  tbt 
charge  was  adduced.  Four  days  aflv 
wards,  one  of  the  Inspeotora  of  Lunatic 
Asylums  visited  the  asylum  and  eu- 
mined  upon  oath  all  persona  who  *«< 
in  a  position  to  elucidate  the  niatt«t- 
The  depositions  taken  by  him  were  tat 
to  the  Executive  of  the  Etoard  of 
Governors.  The  engineer  had  been  dii- 
oharged.  He  (Colonel  King-Harmu] 
did  not  £nd  that  there  was  any  chsrga 
of  neglect  against  the  officials.  Witi 
regard  to  the  engineer,  he  was  adviM^ 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  orimint' 
proceedings. 
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OoLOKBL  KING-HAHMAN  said,  the 
QuestioQ  was  one  'which  ahould  be 
addreesed  to  the  Law  Officors. 

Mh.  sexton  (BeHaet,  W.)  asked,  if 
it  could  be  explained  why  the  engineer 
had  been  diemisaed  from  his  employ- 
ment, if  there  was  no  ground  for  believ- 
ing him  to  be  guilty  and  no  ground  for 
a  criminal  proceeding  ?  As  the  Attorney 
General  had  come  to  the  determination 
not  to  proeeoute,  would  the  right  hon. 
and  galTant  Qentleman  lay  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Inapector  on  the  Table 
of  the  HoQse,  bo  that  the  House  might 
be  in  possesaioa  of  the  information  ? 

CoLONEi.  KINQ-HAEMAN  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  the 
strongest  ground  for  believing  that  the 

charge  against  the  engineer  was  not  |  a  precept  for  which  had  been  issued  by 
without  foundation,  and  he  was  die- i  the  coroner  for  the  following  day;  whe- 
missed ;  but  he  questioned  very  much  I  ther,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  no 
whether  there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  examination  of  a  dead  body  on  view  ot 
sustain  a  prosecution.  I  which  an  inquest  is  to  be  held  is  ever 

Me.  sexton  said,  be  must  again  '  permitted  without  the  coroner's  order,  a 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Oentle- 1  medical  examination  without  the  know - 
man,  whether  he  would  lay  the  evidence  t  ledge  or  permission  of  the  coroner  was 
before  the  House  ?  )  held  at  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  instigation  in 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  said,  he  i  order  to  obtain  evidence  for  the  pri- 
coold  only  repeat  the  answer  he  had  |  soner's  committal ;  whether  this  was  in 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR.  V. 

VESKY    FITZGERALD.    R.M.  —  COM 

MITTAL  OF    DENIS   FLANAGAN  FOE 

WIFE  MURDER. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Is  it  true  that,  on  Sunday  10th  July,  Mr. 
y.  Tesey  Fitzgerald,  K.M.,  held  a  court 
at  Stradbally,  Queen's  County,  and 
received  informations  against  Denis 
Flanagan  for  wife  murder  on  the  pre- 
vious day,  and  committed  htm  for  Inal ; 
whether  this  proceeding  on  a  Sunday 
was  lawful ;  what  was  the  necessity  for 
such  haste ;  whether  it  was  contrary  to 
long  established  usage  to  take  such 
action  prior  to  the  holding  of  the  inquest. 


already  given,  that  the  Question  should 
be  adcUessed  to  the  Law  Officers. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  would  raise 
the  whole  question  on  the  Chief  Secre* 
ta^'a  Vote.         

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton),  who  explained  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  the  case,  said,  there  might 
be  very  great  difficulty  in  sustaining  a 
prosecution  under  the  circumstances. 
Bat  he  would  make  inquiry,  and  if  the 
evidence  appeared  to  be  such  as  would 
sustain  a  prosecution,  a  prosecution 
would  be  instituted. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  Government  admitted  the  authority 
of  the  "Queen  n.  Fletcher,"  in  which 
the  person  accnsed  was  convicted  of 
rape,  on  the  ground  that  the  womau  was 
incapable  of  mving  consent  ? 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  if  it  could  be  proved  that  the 
woman  was  incapable  of  giving  consent, 
a  prosecution  could  be  sustained.  The 
difficulty  was  as  to  the  degree. 

Mb.  sexton  asked,  if  the  GoTam- 
ment  would  view  the  matter  in  the  light 
of  the  case  which  he  had  quoted  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Oextuolf. 


of  the  powers  of  a  resident  magi- 
strate ;  what  was  the  necessity  for  the 
course  taken  by  the  resident  magistrate; 
and,  what  will  the  Government  do  in  the 
matter  ?  

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  {Mr.  Giasoif)  (Liverpool, 
Walton),  in  reply,  said,  the  man  was 
charged  with  murdering  his  wife.  There 
was  direct  evidence  of  bis  guilt,  and  the 
course  mentioned  had  been  taken  by  the 
magistrate  to  obviate  the  necessity  of 
having  the  accused  sent  to  prison  a  dis- 
tance of  40  miles  and  brought  back  next 
day.  There  was  nothing  unlawful  in 
the  magistrate  doing  so.  The  magistrate 
gave  no  direotions  for  the  examination 
of  the  body,  and  be  did  not  appear  to 
have  acted  in  any  manner  irregularly. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  approved  of 
b  ringing  up  a  prisoner  on  Sunday  P  Was 
itausual  thing  in  any  civilized  country  to 
bring  up  a  pnaoner  on  the  Sabbath  day, 
the  Coroner  a  precept  having  been  issued 
for  the  Monday  ? 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  such  matters  must 
be  dealt  with  having  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity and  convenience  of  each  particulai 
case,  and  the  magistrate  appeared'  to 
hare  acted  in  that  respect  on  this  occa- 
aion. 
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OOMKISSrONERS  OF  VALITATION  (IRE. 
LAND)-BALTINGLA6S  UNION— MR 
B.  DOUGLAS.  BATE  COLLECTOR. 

Ma.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.)  asked 
ttie  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  IreUad,  Whether,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Local  O-overnment  Board,  he 
will  order  a  svom  iarestigation  into  the 
oonduot  of  the  rate  collector  of  the 
Baltinglasa  Uuioa,  Mr.  B.  Douglas, 
whose  dut;  it  is  to  supply  the  revising 
offloer  with  a  list  of  tenementa  requiring 
reTision,  and  in  whose  district  gross 
mistakes  have  been  made  at  the  recent 
revision  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  {Colonel  Kimo-Hamcan) 
( Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)(  who  replied  >  said  : 
The  Local  Government  Board  ware 
making  preliminary  inquiries  with  re- 
gard to  the  representations  made  by 
some  of  the  Qnardiana  of  the  Baltiu' 
glass  Union  as  to  the  action  of  some  of 
the  Poor  Rate  collectors  in  giving  infor- 
mation to  the  revising  ofBoei ;  and  on 
the  completion  of  the  inquiry  it  would 
be  determined  whether  a  sworn  inquiry 
was  neoeseary  or  not. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  VALUATION  (IRE- 
LAND)— BALTINGLABS     UNION-MR. 
GEORGE  ORAIG,  VALUER. 
Me.  BYRNE  (Wioklow,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  whether  the  revising 
officer  appointed  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Valuation  to  revise  and  amend  the 
Taluation  lists  in  the  Baltinglass  Union, 
Mr.    George  Craig,    has    neglected    to 
separately  value  tenements  which  should 

Eroperly  have  been  valued,  and  whether 
e  valued  tenements  separately  that 
should  not  have  been  valued ;  and,  whe- 
ther Mr.  Craig  gave  an  undertaking  lost 
year  to  Messrs.  E.  P.  O'Kelly  and  P. 
Byrne,  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  the 
Baltinglass  Union,  to  rectify  such  irre^- 
larities,  and  has  n^lected  to  do  so,  with 
the  result  that  votes  can  be  improperly 
claimed? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksom)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  I  am  informed  that  the 
revising  officer,  Mr.  Craig,  has  not  made 
separate  valuations  in  the  Baltinglass 
Union  such  as  those  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  he  has,  in  some  few 
instanoes,  changed  the  name  of  oooupiers 
and  immediate  leiaors,  which  may  affect 


the  Poor  Law  f  ranohisa  only,  ra  eon^ 
quence  of  a  letter  from  the  propnea 
Btatingthat  such  changes  had  beeBBs^ 
by  him  on  his  property.  The  renvsr 
officer  did  give  an  undertaking  to  Mnsi 
E.  P.  O'KeUy  and  P.  Byrne,  Poor  L&i 
Guardians,  to  carry  out  the  alteratiiKi 
referred  to  by  them,  and  he  infozmi  ai 
that  he  has  done  so.  If  the  psrtimiin 
of  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  hoc. 
Member  are  supplied,  the  Cono-ousaianen 
of  Valuation  will  cause  an  inquiry  to  bi 
made,  and  if  inaocuraciea  be  fooad  V 
exist,  the  Oommissionara  of  Vsloatix 
will  have  the  oorrectione  carried  into  tit- 
Union  lists  immediately. 

WAR  OFFICE-DEFECnVE  WEAP053. 

Majok  BASCH  (Essex,  S.B.)  ask«^ 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  W*r,  Hov 
many  swords  were  broken  at  the  UiH- . 
tary  Tournament  at  the  AgricnltBii! 
Hall ;  how  many  of  those  broken  ««^ 
of  the  new  pattern  recently  ieaaad  ;  tK 
where  were  the  broken  swords  majet 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  a 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Nokthoote)  (Ewte 
(who  replied} :  The  Secretary  of  &»3 
has  had  no  report  of  aworda  bail 
broken. 

LAW  AND  JUSnCE-EIPLET  PEm 
SESSIONS  —  EXCESSIVE  WHIPPD"u 
OF  A  CHILD. 

SiE  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derfr. 
Ilkeston)  naked  the  Secretary  of  Stilt 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  his  attn- 
tion  has  been  cf^ed  to  the  case  of  i 
delicate  little  boy,  named  James  Sni^ 
Buckbury,  aged  seven  years,  of  HkMoi, 
who  was  sentenced  on  July  lltb,  V 
Bipley  Petty  Sessions,  to  receive  ion 
strokes  of  a  birch  rod  for  stealiBg  i 
watch ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  tbt 
child  was  severely  injured  by  Ai 
strokes,  more  than  50  wounds  penetn^ 
ing  through  the  skin  of  the'  hack  ud 
abdomen,  having  been  counted  by  tb 
medical  man  called  in  to  attend  Hk 
child ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  it^ 
to  prevent  the  administration  of  nd 
punishment  for  the  future  to  deliein 
children,  and  cause  an  inqniry  to  k 
made  into  the  conduct  of  the  polioe  offiKr 
who  inflicted  the  punishment  F 

The  secretary  of  STATE  {Mt 
Matthsws)  (Birmingham,  E.);  Ililm 
as  yet,  received  no  Report  on  the  v^yri 
from  the  Justices,  to  whom  I  WMltM 
the  I9thlnstant,Ihaye,  however  aBi|Ml 
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L'  from  the  Chief  Oonstablo,    enclosing, 
::    among  other  statemente,  one  from  the 
j:  conetable  who  whipped  the  boy,  and  one 
r   from  a  friend  of  the  boy's  mother,  who, 
;_   at  her  request,  nitnee.sed  the  whipping. 
The  general  effect  of  these  atatementa 
-    (which  are  too  long  to  read,  but  which 
.    I  Bhall    be    happy  to   show    the    hon. 
'    Baronet)  is  that  the  whipping  was  not 
a  severe  one ;  but  having  regard  to  the 
ioformatioD  I  have  gathered  from  the 
hoD.  Baronet  and  from  the  Frees,  I  have 
directed  further  inquiries.  I  cannot  give 
an  opinion  on  ihe  propriety  of  tho  sen- 
tence until  I  hear  from   the  Justices, 
from  whom  I  shall  expect  to  receive  full 
explanation  of  ell  the  circumstances. 

SiE  WALTER  F08TEE  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  repeat  the  Question  in  a 
few  days. 

CATTLE  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACTS- 
PLED  RO -PNEUMONIA  IN  IRELAND. 
Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, How  many  outbreaks  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia have  occurred  in  Ireland 
during  the  present  year,  up  to  the  date 
of  latest  Betum;  how  many  of  those 
outbreaks  hare  occurred  in  the  ojunty 
Dublin ;  in  how  many  instances  have 
the  Frivy  Council  declared  localities  to  bo 
"  an  area  infected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
inonia,"  and  the  extent  in  square  miles 
of  the  largest  "area"  so  declared  ;  in 
bow  many  instances  have  the  Frivy 
Council,  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
the  local  authorities,  ordered  the  com- 
pulsory slaughter  of  healthy  cattle  which 
bad  been  in  contact  with  infected,  or 
supposed  to  be  infected,  animals ;  and, 
if  in  any  ease  it  has  transpired,  on  a 
paii-morttm  examination  being  made, 
that  all  the  animals  ordered  to  be  slaugh- 
tered by  the  Privy  Council,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  wishes  of  the  local  authori- 
ties, were  found  to  be  perfectly  healthy, 
including  the  animals  condemned  by  the 
Privy  Council  Inspector  as  being  infected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  ? 

The  PMOJAMENTABT  UNDER 
SECRETA —  -----  — 
(Kent,  Isl< 
During  the 
outbreaks  < 
ported  in  I> 
outbreaks 
ToQ  pleUK 
faavQ  been 
VOL.  01 


comprises  about  GO  square  miles.  Three 
compulsory  orders  have  been  made, 
directing  the  slaughter  of  cattle  in  con- 
tact with  or  in  the  same  place  with  in- 
fected cattle.  In  one  of  these  iuptancea 
41  cattle  were  slaughtered.  The  poit- 
mortdm  examination  showed  that  20  of 
them  were  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia. In  another  instance,  21  were 
slaughtered,  of  which  six  were  found 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  and 
two  with  tuberculosis.  In  the  other 
case  four  cattle  were  slaughtered. 
These  were  the  only  cattle  remaining  on 
the  farm,  seven  having  been  previously 
slaughtered  by  the  local  Inspector,  two 
of  which  were  diseased.  None  of  these 
four  cattle  were  found  on  pett-mertem 
examination  to  be  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia. The  Qovernment  Veteri- 
nary Inspeotor  did  not  condemn  any  of 
them;  but  when  he  visited  the  farm, 
and  detected  the  existence  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia thereon  in  the  first  instance, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  one  of  the  cattle 
was  a  convalescent  case  of  disease.  He 
did  not  again  see  the  cattle. 

Mn.  COX  said,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  the  Privy  Council  had  acted  differ- 
ently in  connection  with  this  subject  in 
IreUnd  from  the  manner  tho  authorities 
acted  in  England  ?  A  Question  had  been 
addressed  to  the  Home  Secretary  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Spalding  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Halley  Stewart)  on 
Monday  last,  in  answer  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  in  no 
case  had  the  Privy  Council  ordered  the 
compulsory  slaughter  of  healthy  cattle 
in  contact  with  infected  cattle  against 
the  wishes  of  the  Local  Authorities.  He 
(Mr.  Cox)  also  wished  to  ask  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  was  aware 
that  in  the  county  of  Louth  there  wae  an 
infected  area  of  100  miles?  Inconse- 
quenoe  of  the  answer  which  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qeotleman  bad  given, 
he  would  raise  this  question  on  the 
Estimates. 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  said,  he 
could  not  answer  the  Question,  for  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  how  the  authori- 
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(.OllmSSIONEIiS  OF  NATIONAL  KDD- 
CATION  (IRELAND)  — EXAMINATION 
OF  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Oommis- 
sioners  of  National  Education  in  Ireland 
have  ordered  that  before  each  examina- 
tion a  copy  of  the  programme  of  literal; 
aubjects  shall  be  sent  to  eaoh  teacher 
who  ia  a  candidate  for  promotion ;  whe- 
ther the  Grst  claea  teachers  were  supplied 
with  Buch  programme  in  due  time  before 
the  recent  examination ;  and,  whether 
the  list  of  literary  Bubjects  will  be  of&- 
dally  forwarded  to  each  teacher  who  it 
noted  for  examination  in  the  year  ISSSi 

Thh  pabliamentaet  under 

SEOEETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet]  (who  relied) : 
The  Commiaaioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion Btate  that  in  October  a  copy  of  the 
last  published  programme  of  examina- 
tion for  teachers  waa  sent  to  every 
national  aohool  in  Ireland  on  publication 
in  1 8B5.  It  is  also  on  the  Commtsaioners' 
list  of  gratis  requisites  furniahed  to 
national  Bchools  from  the  Education 
Office.  That  programme  still  remains  in 
force,  exoept  in  one  partionlar,  regard- 
ing which  the  Inspectors  were  instructed 
early  last  March  to  give  notice  to  such 
candidates  aa  would  be  affected  by  it. 
The  programme  for  1BB8  is  now  in  the 

Ereas.  A  copy  will  be  forwarded,  as 
eretofore,  to  every  national  school  with- 
out delay. 

ROTAL  IRISH   C0N8TABULAET— THE 
NATIONAL  REGISTRATION  ASSOCIA- 
TION, BLACKROCK,  CO.  DUBLIN. 
SiE  THOMAS   E8M0NDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.]  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  policemen 
are  aent  to  watch  the  proceedings  of  the 
County  Dublin   National    Begistration 
Aasociation    at    Blaokrock ;  and,  if  ao, 
for  what  reasona  7 

thb  paeliamentaet  under 

8ECRETAEY  (Colonel  Kiko-Haemak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied): 
No,  Sir ;  the  police  have  never  received 
any  instructions  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
ceedings alluded  to. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  said,  he 
wished  to  know  was  it  a  fact  that  the 
police  did  watch  the  proceedings? 

CoLoNxL  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  say.    He  would 
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only  say  that  they  had  received  no  in- 
struction to  watch  any  particular  house. 
8m  THOMAS  ESMONDE  said,   ho 
would  ask  that  Question  on  Monday. 

BUEMAH  — SALE  OF  INTOXICATING 
SPIRITS  AND  OFIUU. 
Me.  BBTCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  under  the 
Native  Kings  of  Independent  Barmah, 
the  sale  and  use  of  intoxicating  spirits 
and  of  opium  were  etrictly  prohibited  to 
Natives ;  whether  the  Government  of 
India  has  lately  inquired  from  the  officers 
in  charge  of  districts  in  Upper  Burmah, 
their  opinion  aa  to  the  propriety  of 
licensing  the  sole  of  intoxicating  spirits 
and  opium ;  whether  the  great  majority 
of  the  officers  so  consulted  have  reported 
against  the  introduction  of  such  a  licens- 
ing system,  and  stated  that  it  would 
prove  highly  injurious  to  the  Native 
population;  and,  whether,  notwithstand- 
ing Buch  reports,  the  Oovernment  of 
India  have  lately  made  an  order  for  the 
issue  of  licences  for  the  sale  of  apirita, 
and  intend  to  authorize    the    sale    of 

"Th™  UNDEB  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  Johit  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
My  answer  to  paragrapha  1  and  2  of  the 
Question  is  Tea.  With  regard  to  para- 
graph 3,  the  Eeporta  have  not  yet  reached 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  he  under- 
stands that  the  introduction  of  a  general 
licensing  system  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
catingliquorandopiumisdepreoated.  Aa 
to  paragraph  4,  no  such  order  hae  been 
reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  But  it 
may  become  expedient  to  grant  licences 
for  the  sale  of  spirits  in  such  towns  as 
Mandalay,Bhamo,andotherpIacefl  where 
Chinese  and  other  non-Burmans  chiefly 
congregate.  The  Chinese,  Shans,  Ka- 
chins,  and  other  non-Burman  races  havo 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  consuming 
opium,  which  is  imported  from  Yunnan, 
and  it  may  be  expedient  to  regulate  the 
sale  of  opium  by  restricting  it  to  the 
larger  towns,  and  forbidding  its  sale  to 
Burmans,  or  in  country  distnots.  What- 
ever regulations  are  made  will  be  for  the 
purpose  of  restricting  the  sale  of  apirits 
and  opium  in  the  intereet  of  public  order 
and  of  preventing  their  sale  to  Burmans, 
and  moat  certainly  not  with  the  view  of 
raising  revenue  thereby. 

Mb.  BRTCE  asked,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  any  objeotioii  to 
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presenting  the  Beport  when    reoei?ed 
[■  from  the  CommissionerB ;  and  whether 
^    they  would  undertake  that  any  regula- 
P    tions  should  not  come  iato  force  before 
!-   they  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
.:    House,  and  the  House  ehould  thus  have 
I    had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  theoi. 
^       Sir  JOHN  QOEST  said,  that  when 
f    the  Reports  were  received  it  would  be 
^    for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  judge  whe- 
I    ther  they  could  coaveniently  be  laid  on 
I    the  Table  or  not.    It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible to  pledge  the  Secretary  of  State 
before  be  had  received  them  and  read 
them.     With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  it 
was  one  of  which  Notice  ought  to  be 
given.       He    could     not,     at    present, 
see  his  way  to  give  a  pledge  that  any 
regulations  necessary  for  public  order, 
and  for  preventing  the  sale  of  spirits  and 
,    opium  to  the  Burmans,  should  be  post- 
poned till  next  Session. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  when  the  ^omised  Papers  with 
reference  to  the  Burmah  Buoy  Mines 
would  he  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  QOBST  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  boa.  Member  had  so  long  been 
kept  in  a  state  of  expectancy ;  but  as  the 
matter  bad  not  yet  been  decided  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Oouneil,  he  could 
not  give  any  pledge  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  BRABLAUOH  gave  Notice  that 
if  the  Papers  were  not  laid  on  the  Table 
before  then,  he  would  raise  a  debate  on 
the  Appropriation  Bill. 

Me,  BRTCE  also  gave  Notice  that,  in 
about  a  week,  he  would  repeat  hia  Ques- 
tion with  regard  to  laying  the  liquor 
traffic  regulations  on  the  Table. 

l^ANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
THE  O'QRADT  PEOPEBTY,  00.  TIP- 
PERART. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Iiord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  a  faot  that  on  Sunday,  June  26, 
placards  were  posted  on  the  walls  at 
Banaha,  County  Tipperary,  calling  for 
aid  for  the  tenants  on  the  O'Grady  pro- 
perty; whether  these  placards  stated 
that  the  treasurers  of  the  fund  to  be 
raised  were  the  Mayor  of  Limerick,  the 
Sigh  Sheriff  of  Limerick,  and  the  Rev. 
lilugene  Sheehy,  and  that  the  object  of 
the  fund  had  the  approval  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Sast  Mayo,  and  the 
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honourable  Member  for  North  -  East 
Cork ;  whether  Constable  Griffin  tore 
down  these  placards,  and  when  remon- 
strated with  said  he  would  continue  to 
do  so  as  fast  as  they  were  put  up  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  Constable 
Griffin's  conduct? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
8ECKETART  (Colonel  Kjno-Haekah) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  placards  such  as  were  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  were  posted  in 
Bansba,  County  Tipperary,  on  Sunday, 
the  26th  of  June.  The  placards  were  ia 
furtherance  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign. 
Constable  Griffin  did  tear  down  the  pla- 
cards. He  also  said  that  he  would  take 
down  any  othere  that  might  be  posted. 
The  sergeant's  action  was  approved  of 
by  the  Divisional  Magistrate.  The 
Gtovemment  saw  no  ground  for  inquiry, 
as  the  sergeant  had  only  disoharged  his 
duty. 

Me.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.) 
asked,  could  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  say  why  the  Divisional  Ma- 
gistrate ordered  the  placards  to  be  taken 
down? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  not  stated  that  the  Divisional  Magis- 
trate had  ordered  the  placards  to  be  taken 
down.  He  had  said  that  the  sergeant 
had  acted  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
and  his  action  had  been  approved  of  by 
the  Divisional  Magistrate. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAW80N  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  asked,  it  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  police  to  take  down  all  pla- 
cards, or  only  special  ones? 

Colonel  KUUG-HARMAN :  No,  Sir. 
All  illegal  placards. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked, 
if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
could  state  what  were  the  contents  of  the 
placards  ? 

CoLONfiL  EING-HARMAN  said,  he 
had  not  got  them  with  him,  and  could 
not  state  their  contents.  It  related, 
however,  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 

ISLANDS   UF   THE  SOUTH    PACIFIC- 
HAWAII— REPORTED  REVOLUTION. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty 'a  Govern- 
ment have  received  any  information,  in 
addition  to  that  which  has  appeared  in 
the  public  journals,  regarding  the  recent 
movement  of  a  revolutionary  character 
'le  Hawaiian  Islands ;  and,  whether 
3  L  2 
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any  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships  have  been, 
or  are  to  be,  despatobod  to  Honolulu 
with  a  view  to  the  protection  of  British 
subjects  ia  the  eveot  of  any  dieturbanoe 
srisiag  there? 

The  under  SEORETAItT  op 
8TA.TE  (Sir  Jaues  FEBOHBaoif)  (Man- 
chester, N,E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sioner at  Honolulu  has  reported,  by 
telegraph,  that  a  popular  demand  was 
made  oa  the  SOth  of  June,  under  con- 
siderable eicitement,  for  a  change  of 
Ministry  and  an  alteration  of  the  Con- 
stitution. The  King  consulted  the  fie- 
presentatireB  of  Great  Britain,  the 
United  States.  France,  and  Portugal, 
and,  under  their  advice,  granted  what 
was  asked.  Order  was  maintained,  and 
a  new  Administration  formed ;  the  late 
Minister  is  under  arrest  charged  with 
embezzling  public  property.  In  antici- 
pation of  disorder,  Her  Majesty's  Com- 
missioner requested  the  Admiral  on  the 
Pacific  station  to  furnish  naval  protec- 
tion to  British  life  and  property,  and 
two  ships  were  to  be  immediately  at 
Honolulu.  An  American  man-of-wat 
was  there. 

RAILWAYS  (METR0P0LI8)~TJSE  OF 
WHISTLES  AT  NIGHT. 
Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  per- 
Bonal  annoyance  and  injury  to  property 
inflicted  on  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metro- 
polis by  the  Railway  Companies  from 
the  use  of  the  whistle  at  night,  espe- 
cially in  the  N.W.  and  S.W.  districts; 
whether  the  whistle  is  not  used  on  the 
Metropolitan  Bailway ;  and,  whether  he 
will  institute  an  inquiry  to  ascertain 
whether  the  railway  trafiSc  cannot  he 
conducted  with  safety  at  night  between 
the  hours  of  11  p.m.  and  6  a.m. 
without  this  constant  disturbance  of 
public  rest? 

The  SECRETAET  (Baron  Henbt 
DkWobhb)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
The  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
not  recently  been  directed  to  annoyance 
arising  from  the  use  of  the  whistle  on 
trains,  though  they  are  fully  aware  of 
the  inconvenience  caused  thereby  to  per- 
sons dwelling  near  railways.  They  are 
not  in  a  position  to  make  any  statement 
on  the  subject,  hut  will  put  themselves 
in  communication  with  the  Railway 
Companies,  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 
ing whether,  with  due  regard  to  the  safe 
Mr.  Bryee 


working  of  the  traffic,  anything  can  be 
done  to  lessen  the  inconrenience. 

JUBILEE  NAVAL  REVTEW  AT 
PORTSMOHTH. 

Genebai,  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardine)  a^ed  the  First  Ijord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  he  will  cause  a  note  to  be 
mode  of  the  armament  of  the  Fleet  and 
other  Tesselfl  at  the  Review  on  the  23rd 
July,  so  that  Members  of  Parliament 
may  havs  access  to  information  showing 
the  number  and  rarie^  of  guns  on 
board  our  Fleet? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hknby  HoiiAJfo) 
(Hampetead)  (who  replied),  aaid,  the 
armament  of  the  ships  and  torpedo  boats 
had  been  laid  before  Fariiameot  in  a 
Return  prepared  last  year.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  regretted  that 
the  information  then  given  oonld  not  be 
printed  for  use  to-n 


POST  OFFICE-THE  PATTERN  POST. 

Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  When 
the  promised  pattern  post  will  come 
again  into  operation,  so  an  to  avoid 
the  serious  inconvencience  caused  to 
merchants,  mannfaoturers,  and  others 
by  having  to  send  largo  parcels  of 
patterns  to  Belgium  and  France,  for  re- 
posting  in  detail  to  the  United  King- 
dom, thereby  entailing  loss  also  of  postal 
revenue  to  the  British  Post  Office  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baiees)  (Cambridge  University):  Hie 
hon.  Member  is,  I  have  no  doubt,  aware 
that  I  very  fully  appreciate  the  inconve- 
niences to  which  he  refers.  No  time  is 
being  lost  in  the  necessary  prepara- 
tions for  the  Inland  Pattern  ana  Sample 
Post.  The  precise  date  of  commence- 
ment cannot  at  present  be  fixed,  bat  it 
will  be  the  earliest  practicable. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  —  ODTRAQB 
TO  THE  NETS,  &c.  OF  YARMOUTH 
FISHERMEN. 

SiK  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Tar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  further  outrages  to 
the  nets  of  Yarmouth  and  other  fisher- 
men have  recently  been  brought  uniier 
his  notice ;  and,  what  stops  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Governmsnt  are  taking,  or  hare 
under  consideration,  in  re^rd  to  them? 
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SmEDWAED  BIEKBECKCNorfoIi, 
^  £.)  asked,  whether  any  oommunicatioa 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject  between 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Admifalty,  aad 
■-  the  Foreign  Office  ainoo  April  I2th  last, 
when  the  Board  of  Trade  were  warned 
that  outrages  would  probably  take  place 
within  four  montha  from  that  date. 

Thr  8ECEETAET  (Baron  Hbmky 
De  Wobmb)  (Liverpool,  Eaat  Toxteth) ; 
Tea,  Sir ;  the  caae  of  the  Thalia,  of 
Yarmouth,  has  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Board  of  Trade  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  also  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Eaat  Norfolk.  On  reoeinng 
theae  commnuioationa,  the  Board  of 
Trade  at  once  instituted  inquiiiea,  and 
they  have  forwarded  to  the  Foreign 
Office  the  representation  of  the  master 
and  crew  of  the  Teasel,  with  a  view  to  its 
being  investigated  by  the  Belgian  Qo- 
veroment.  In  answer  to  the  second 
Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet  I  have  to 
say  that  communications  have  repeatedly 
been  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Foreign  Office.  I 
cannot  give  tha  exact  dates,  but  they 
are  subsequent  to  that  named  by  the 
hon.  Oeatleman. 

Sib  HENEY  TYLEE  asked,  what 
steps  had  been  taken  to  prevent  outrages 
on  EDglieh  trawlers  by  Belgian  fisher- 
men ? 

Tub  UNDER  8E0EETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOEEIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  Jaues  FEaooBSON)  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  said,  that  whenever  a  case  of  re- 
ported outrage  by  trawlers  on  British 
fisheries  was  communicated  to  the 
Forei^  Office  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Brussels  was 
immediately  requested  to  bring  the 
matter  to  the  notice  of  the  Belgian  Oo- 
vernment,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  the 
Belgian  GoTomment  have  shown  every 
diapoaition  to  do  justice  in  such  matters. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)  — 
AEEEST  OP  MISS  CAS3-EXAMINA- 
TION  OF  POLICE  CONSTABLE  ENltA- 
COTT. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Why  the  unfor- 
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investigate  the  faots,  take  tbe  necessary 
statements,  and,  vith  the  advice  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Grown,  to  institute 
such  proceedings  as  were  warranted  by 
the  curcumatancea  and  desirable  in  the 
public  interest  ?  Tbe  hon.  Member  also 
asked.  Under  what  statutory  authority 
Police  constable  Endacott  was  yesterday 
subjected  at  the  hands  of  Mr.  Grain, 
Barrister  at  Law,  to  a  publio  cross- 
examination  to  credit,  embracing  matter 
wholly  foreign  to  the  inquiry  in  point, 
and  inflicting  pain  and  injury  on  other 
persons;  what  precedent  or  judicial 
authority  there  is  for  the  interrogation, 
either  public  or  private,  of  a  person 
complained  of  for  an  alleged  illegal 
action  for  whioh  he  may  have  to  take  his 
trial;  and,  for  theesaminationof  a  witness 
in  the  absence  of  an  accused  person  ? 

The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  {Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  It  is 
not  unuaual  with  the  Home  Office,  when 
complaint  ia  made  of  the  mieconduct  of 
a  policeman  in  tbe  discbarge  of  hie  duty, 
and  that  misconduct  has  not  been  ascer- 
tained in  any  Court,  for  the  Commis- 
sioner to  inquire  into  the  subject-matter 
of  the  complaint,  before  referring  it  to 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  with  a 
view  to  a  prosecution.  That  inquiry 
was  directed,  in  the  case  of  Mias  Caas, 
on  the  complaint  of  Mrs.  Bowman,  and 
after  discussion  in  this  House.  In  the 
usual  course  it  would  have  been  a  private 
inquiry.  In  this  case,  however,  it  was 
hardly  possible  to  keep  the  inquiry  pri- 
vate ;  but  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
Press  were  only  admitted  upon  the  legal 
adviser  of  Miaa  Caaa  and  Mrs.  Bowman 
expressing  the  desire  that  they  should 
be  present.  There  is  no  authority, 
statutory  or  otherwise,  under  which 
persons  can  be  compelled  to  attend  such 
an  inquiry  or  to  answer  questions.  Their 
answers  are  purely  voluntary,  andPolice- 
constable  Endacott  was  not  required  by 
the  Commissioner  to  say  anything  for 
himself  or  to  anawer  the  questions  which 
the  counsel  for  Miss  Caas  and  Mrs. 
Bovman  thought  fit  to  put  to  him. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINOENT  asked  the 
Home  Secretary,  whether  the  Commia- 
sionei  of  Police  was  sitting  in  a  magis- 
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iaterested,  therefore,  in  Kioertaining 
vhetbar  the  conduct  of  a  member  of  the 
Force  hae  been  proper  ox  improper,  and 
whether  there  is  any  ground  for  further 
proceedings  with  regard  to  that  par- 
ticular member  of  the  Force.  I  should 
sajr,  on  the  whole,  that  the  Commis- 
eionereat  in  a  disciplinary  capacity.  I  do 
not  know  how  to  deal  with  my  hon. 
Friend's  adjective;  but  it  is  a  matter 
of  discipline  rather  than  anything  else. 
Such  an  inquiry  is,  I  may  say,  the  rule. 
If  the  misconduct  of  a  policeman  has 
been  established  by  sworn  evidence  be- 
fore a  magistrate,  then  no  inquiry  by 
the  Oommissioner  is  necessary  before 
Tisiting  the  policeman  with  punishment ; 
but  where  the  facts  have  not  been  ascer- 
tained in  any  authentic  way,  it  is  most 
usual  for  the  Oommisaioner  to  make 
inquiry. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  am 
sorry  to  trouble  my  right  hon.  Friend ; 
hut  I  must  ask,  is  there  any  precedent 
for  a  public  ioquiry ;  and,  if  it  is  found 
that  Police-constable  Eadacott's  evidence 
at  the  Police  Court  was  unsatisfactory, 
after  his  interrogation  at  Scotland  Yard, 
it  is  possible  to  institute  legal  proceed- 
ings Mcainst  him  ? 

Ma.  MAURICE  HBALT  (Cork) 
asked  if  the  witnesses  were  sworn  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS;  They  are  not, 
nor,  as  I  have  said  before,  can  they  be 
sworn  by  law.  With  regard  to  the 
quostion  whether  there  is  precedent  for 
the  inquiry  being  public,  there  is  not,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  and  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  express  my  own  preference, 
I  think  the  inquiry  should  have  been 
private.  But,  considering  the  public 
excitement  the  case  created,  it  would 
not  have  been  possible  to  keep  the  sub- 
ject-matter altogether  private,  ao  as  to 
prevent  some  news  of  its  getting  into  the 
newspapers;  and,  accordingly, I  directed 
that,  at  Miss  Case's  direct  wish,  the 
Press  should  bo  allowed  to  be  present  at 
the  inquiry.  Everything,  therefore, 
that  has  taken  place  is  fhlly  known,  and 
it  cannot  prejudice  Constable  Endacott, 
as  he  was  not  obliged  to  make  any 
Btatement. 

Ma.  HOWARD  TINOENT  :  This  is 
a  Tery  important  matter,  and  as  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  is  no 
precedent  for  a  public  inquiry  he  will 
pardon  me  asking  him  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  a  person  who  may  be 
proceeded  against  for  an  illegal  action, 
J/r.  Uatthtm 


for  which  he  may  have  to  take  his  toial, 
being  interrogated  regarding  it  either  in 
public  or  in  private  F 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAXT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  adopted  or  repelled  the  atatoment 
that  Mr.  0rain,  counsel  for  Miss  Caes, 
had  introduced  matter  wholly  foreign  to 
the  inquiry,  and  calculated  to  inflict 
pain  and  injury  on  othera? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  I  do  not  think  I 
ought  to  be  asked  to  express  an  opinion 
on  a  question  of  that  sort.  Presnmably 
Mr.  Grain  acted  according  to  the  best  of 
his  lights  and  his  inBtrnotions.  In 
answer  to  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  should  think  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  interrogating  a  person 
against  whom  an  action  far  an  illegal 
offence  might  lie.  It  is  a  matter  of 
every- day  practice.  Take  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  a  servant  suppoaed  to  be 
gnilty  of  theft.  The  employer  would 
interrogate  the  individual  before  dis- 
missal. 

Ma.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  if  a  prosecution  is 
directed  after  this  public  inquiry,  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  matter. 

THE    MARQUESS    OF    HARTINGTON- 

ALLBGBD   CHANGES    PHOPOSKD  IN 

THE  MINISTRY. 

Ma.  J.  ELLIS  (Leicestershire,  Boa- 
worth]  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  widespread  rumour  that  Uie  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Roasendole 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartingt'in)  has  been 
sent  for  by  the  Queen  in  reference  to 
proposed  changes  in  the  Ministry  7 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SinxH)  (Strand, 
Weatminater)  :  I  can  only  say  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  I  have  heard 
of  it  for  the  first  time  from  the  lips  of 
the  hon.  Member.  If  it  is  serious  and 
circumstantial,  it  would  be  imprudent 
OQ  my  part  to  deny  it.  I  can  only  say 
has  reached  me  with  great  sur- 
prise. 

AFRICA  (CENTRAL)— EXPEDITION  FOE 

REUBF  OF  EMIN  PASHA— BEPORTED 

DEATH  OF  MH.  BTANUBY. 

Mr.  LAWSON    (St.  Pancras,    W.) 

asked,  Whether  the  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  could  give  the 
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House  anj  information  as  to  the  reported 
death  of  Mr.  Stanley  ? 

Thb  under  .8ECKETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jamzs  Fekoubsok)  {[Man- 
ohsBtor,  N.E.):  No,  Sir.  No  intelligence 
at  all  on  the  subject  has  reacbed  the 
Foreign  Office,  the  Secretarj  for  the 
Colonies. 

Thb  SECRBTAEY  of  STATE  tob 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hekbt  Holland) 
(Hampstead) :  Or  the  Colonial  Office. 

Ms.  H.  QABDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  Has  any  inquiry  been  made 
by  the  Foreign  Office  or  the  Ooloaial 
Office  with  regard  to  the  reported  death 
of  Mr.  Stanley  aincemy  Question  yester- 
day? 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUSSON:  Bid  the 
hon.  Gentleman  make  any  inquiry 
ye&terday  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  I  made  an  in- 
quiry in  the  House  yesterday. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  This  is 
the  first  Quoetion  which  has  been  put  to 
me  on  the  subject. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
DEATH  OF  A  CONVICT  FEOM  SUN- 
STROKE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  BoirsoB  (Surrey, 
■Wimbledon). 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattcews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
would  ask  for  a  report  on  all  the  circum- 
stances  attending  the  death  of  a  convict 
reported  in  the  uewepapera  as  having 
been  the  result  of  sunstroke  obtained 
while  working  in  this  hot  weather. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  —  THE 
NAVAL  REVIEW  OFF  8PITHEAD. 
Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W^  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
OODsidering  the  exhausting  labours 
which  had  recently  been  entailed  on  hon. 
Members,  and  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
general  disposition  to  get  away  early  in 
Tiew  of  the  proceedings  at  Fortemouth 
to-morrow,  he  will  allow  the  Business  of 
the  House  to  dose  at  7  o'clock  that 
eTening? 

The  first  LORD  of  th«  TEEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  should  veiy  much  prefer 
to  eoDtinne  Cominittee  of  Supply  this 
evening  at  9  o'clock;  because,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  no  doubt  aware,  we 
are  exceedingly  backward  with  it.    But 
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I  must  defer  to  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House.  I  am  aware  that  the  labours 
of  the  House  have  been  very  protraeted, 
and  have  pressed  very  heavily  on  hon. 
Members ;  and  it  is  therefore  the  wish 
of  the  Government  that  the  House 
should  not  sit  this  evening.  While  I 
shall  not  hesitate  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  7  o'clock,  I  trust 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  assist  the  Govem- 
meot,  as  well  as  themselves,  by  making 
reasonable  progress  with  Supply  during 
the  interval  which  elapses  between  now 
and  7  o'clock. 

ORSERS    OF   THE  DAT. 


IRISH  LAND  LAW  [REMUNERATION J. 

COHUITTEK. 

Moved  tor — 

"A  Committee  to  consider  of  authorinng 
thepafmeot,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proTided  by 
Pai'lUmont,  of  the  remuDeration  to  any  bar> 
riateci  and  valuers  that  may  bo  appointed  to 
act  with  and  aid  tho  County  Court  Judges, 
under  the  piovisioas  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  amend  '  The  Idnd  Lav  (Irelanii) 
Act,  1S8I,'  and  'The  ForctiBse  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Act,  ISSA,'  and  of  remuneration  to  certain 
ofGcerq  for  performing  additional  duties  con- 
nected with  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland 
in  parsoance  of  the  said  Act." — (Mr,  Jaeimi.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  that  this  Motion  should 
not  be  made  without  Notice.  It  was  a 
Motion  in  regard  to  which  some  state- 
ment should  be  made  by  tbe  Govern- 
ment. He,  therefore,  respectfully  asked 
the  Government  not  to  press  it  forward 
without  an  explanation  being  vouch- 
safed to  tbe  House.  In  hie  opinion  it 
seemed  to  involve  tbe  entire  question  of 
the  payment  of  the  Second  Court  of 
Appeal  in  Ireland,  to  which  he  and  bis 
bon.  Friends  were  entirely  opposed, 
and  as  to  whether  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  should  be  dropped.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  drop  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Clauses,  why  should  they  take 
Siwer  to  pay  gentlemen  to  assist  the 
ounty  Court  Judges?  He  respectfully 
urged  on  the  Government  to  make  a 
statement  now,  or  else  adjourn  the  Mo- 
tion  until  such  time  as  they  could  do  so, 
and  until  they  had  the  whole  thing 
before  them  in  a  better  manner. 

Thb  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  seem  to  be  aware 
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tbat  this  was  a  purely  formal  matter 
preliminary  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  in  Oommittee.  Aa  far  as  it 
aCTeoted  any  (Questions  whiob  ioTolved 
the  Vote  of  Parltament,  or  any  clause 
vhich  might  entail  a  charj^e  on  the 
Estimates  oriaorease  the  establiehments 
of  the  country,  the  Besolution  did 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  tie  the  bands 
of  the  Committee,  nor  would  it  tie  the 
hF.nds  of  the  hon.  Member  or  his  Frionda 
regarding  the  question  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  or  the  baokruptoy  provisioos. 
If  the  Resolution  was  not  passed,  how- 
ever, it  would  seriously  hinder  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  The 
Besolution  did  not  prejudice  any  mea- 
sure, but  it  was  a  necessary  pretiminary 
before  any  question  affecting  a  charge 
upon  the  Estimates  could  be  entertained 
by  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Uid  Lothian)  said,  ha  thought  it  would 
be  admitted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  his  objection  in 
moderate  and  becoming  terms,  and  he 
was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  surprieed 
at  the  impression  which  the  Besolution 
not  unnaturally  conveyed  to  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  it 
was  read  from  the  Chair.  But,  having 
himself  been  concerned  in  similar  pro- 
ceedings, he  was  bound  to  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  general  practice  of  the 
House.  This  vas  a  Motion  strictly  of  a 
preliminary  character.  It  left  the  entire 
question  absolutely  free  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  at  the  proper 
stage.  It  was  the  uniform  practice  of 
the  House,  so  far  as  he  knew,  to  allow 
this  preliminary  stage  to  be  taken  with- 
out any  notice  whatever.  He  there- 
fore thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  see,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  his  exception  to  the  Motion 
ought  not  to  be  pressed. 

Motion  agreid  to. 

Queen's  AMomnfltid'ionsignifled,  upon 
Monday  next. 

8DPPLT— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES, 

STJFrLT—eonsidertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Glass  II.— Salabieb  and  Expbmseb  of 

Civil  Dbpabxmehts. 

(1.)  £12,797,  to  complete  tbe  sum  for 

the  Land  Commissioners  for  England. 

Mr.  jy.  IT.  Smith 


ma 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

■•  That  a  imn.  not  eicMdin^  £141,241,  ba 
granted  to  Her  Uajettjr,  to  complete  ibe  lom 
necesBory  to  defray  the  Charge  which  willcoiM 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endiog 
on  the  ^ilBt  day  of  March  1888,  for  tfaeSaUiic* 
and  Expensea  of  the  Local  Government  Boud, 
including  various  Granti  in  Aid  of  Local  Taia> 

Ma.  AETHUK  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  In  accordance  with  the  Notice 
I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper,  I  shall 
ask  the  Committee  to  omit  from  this 
Yote  an  item  of  £16,500,  being  the  item 
asked  for  on  Account  of  Public  Vacd* 
uators.  By  a  Statute  of  Her  Majeety— 
3S  &  M  T-'tct.  c.  84,  8.  5— it  is  provided 
that,  by  means  of  an  Order  in  Council, 
public  vaccinators  may  be  appointed, 
and  exceptional  allowances  are  au- 
thorized to  be  paid  to  them,  in  addition 
to  the  payment  received  by  them  from 
the  guardians  or  overseers,  amoanting 
to  a  further  payment  of  \».  per  child  for 
every  child  they  shall  have  successfully 
vaccinated  during' the  time  to  which  the 
said  Order  in  Council  relates.  I  object 
to  that  item,  first,  on  the  ground  that  it 
is  a  special  and  exceptional  allowance 
limited  to  England  alone.  No  such 
allowance  is  granted  to  the  public  raod- 
nators  in  Scotland  or  Ireland,  and  as  it 
is  an  exceptional  allowance  limited  to 
England,  1  think,  on  that  ground  alone, 
I  have,  as  an  Irish  Member,  a  reason- 
able objection  to  the  charge;  but  I  invite 
the  attention  of  tbe  Committee  to  tbe 
fact  that  the  charge  is  ostensibly  made 
an  account  of  successful  vaccination. 
Now,  the  operation  in  respect  of  which 
the  allowance  is  paid  must,  in  order  to 
be  successful  in  the  eye  of  the  Adminis- 
trative Department,  be  first  of  all  lagal 
and  lawful;  and  secondly,  it  must  be 
successful,  presumably  according  to 
some  standard  or  gauge  recogniaed  by 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  question  of  what  vaooination  is, 
or  what  it  does,  because  if  I  did  enter 
into  that  matter,  I  have  no  doubt  that  I 
should  be  called  to  Order  by  the  Chair. 
Nobody  apprebiatee  more  thoroughly 
and  painfully  than  I  do  the  narrow- 
nest  of  the  plank  which  I  should  havs 
to  walk  upon  in  discnssingthis matter.  I 
therefore  ooD6ne  myself  to  the  charges 
08  they  appear  in  tbe  Estimates,  holding 
myself  excused  from  the  necessity  of 
examining  the  pnziUng  assumptions  on 
which  thoso  charges  are  based,  or  tba 
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-^  bogus   statistioa    by    whicli    the;    are 

bolstered  up,  or  the  pitiful  subterfuges 

' "'  bj  which  those  who  are  interested  iu 

'  the  system  attempt  to  conceal  their  own 

';  failure.    But  when  the  Local  Govem- 

/  meat  Board  claims  to  allow  to  one  por- 

.  tioa  of  the  country  a  sum  of  money 
-.  amounting  to  several  thousand  pounds, 
and  to  distribute  it  yearly  for  what  is 
cslled  "  successful  Taccination,"  we  who 
;  rote  the  money  are  entitled,  at  any 
rate,  to  inquire  what  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  mean  by  the  words  "suc- 
cessful vaccination,"  and  what  is  the 
standard  by  which  they  caa  pretend  to 
gauge  the  success  or  nun-eucceas  of  vac- 
cination. That  is  a  question  which,  as 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  never 
answered.  They  appear  to  be  unable  to 
answer  it,  or,  at  any  rate,  to  be  un- 
willing to  do  so.  They  have  not  yet 
defined — indeed,  they  appear  to  shrink 
from  attempting  to  define — what  vacci- 
nation itself  is,  and  they  seem  to  be 
utterly  unable  to  give  any  intelligible 
account  of  the  idea  they  entertain  with 
regard  to  successful  vaccination.  With- 
out desiring  to  enter  into  any  matter  of 
controversy,  I  suppose  I  may  take  it  as 
admitted,  and  what  nobody  will  ques- 
tion, that  vaccination  is  the  artificifu  in- 
troduction into  the  system  either  of  an 
adult  or  an  innocent  and  helpless  child 
of  poisonous  matter  taken  from  diseased 
pustules,  which  in  their  turn  have  been 
artificially  produced.  This  matter,  or 
pus,  is  called  in  official  language 
"  lymph."  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
about  pure  lympth,  and  it  is  alleged 
that  in  cases  properly  tested  by  the 
Local  Qovernmont  Board  the  lymph 
that  is  used  is  legal,  lawful,  and  recog- 
nized to  be  good  and  pure.  I  will  not 
go  into  the  question  of  the  different 
kind  of  lymphs — the  humanized  lymph, 
the  virus  lymph,  or  the  pure  calf  lymph. 

At  the  very  outset  I  am  met  by  this 

difficulty :  it  is  necessary  in  the  eyes  of 
the  Government  that  the  lymph  should 

be  lawful ;  but  the  difficulty  is  that  no- 
body knows  exactly  what  vaccine  lymph 

is.     The  view  current  among  medical 

men  generally  is,  that  vaccine  lymph  is 

the  virus  of  modified  small-pox.    Some 

time  ago  a  Committee  of  this  House  in- 

veatigated  the  question,  and  a  Member 

of  that  Committee  asked  Mr.  Masterton 

— an  authority  on  vaccination,  this  ques- 
tion— 


"  What  is  the  source  from  which  you  derive 
.acoiDation  lymph." 
The  answer  was  this — 

"  I  have  two  sourcea  of  lymph  just  now.  One 
obtained  from  a  cow  b;  iDOCulation  with  the 
lymph  of  humao  Bmall-poi,  and  the  other  i* 
taken  from  n  cov  which  had  the  diseoae  in  a 
atural  way  in  the  neig;hbourhood  of  BruasoU 
short  time  ago." 
Tbo  question  was  then  asked — 

"  Did  you  inoculate  the  oov  with  vaccine,  or 
small-pox  lymph  ?  " 
Answer— 

'  It  wai  oht^ned  hy  a  friend  of  mine,  and  I 
unable  to  say." 

That  being  the  evidence  in  regard  to 
vaccine  lymph  recognised  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  I  would  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  an  an- 
nouncement by  the  Government  Depart- 
ment with  regard  to  a  similar  proceed- 
ing. Some  time  ago  one  of  the  members 
of  a  Board  of  Guai^dians,  in  order  to 
secure  what  is  called  pure  lymph,  volun- 
teered to  furnish  a  calf  for  the  purpose, 
and  I  have  here  an  official  letter  which 
issued  in  regard  to  the  case.  The 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  minutes 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Qalway  Union,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  a  suggestion  had  been 
made  by  a  Member  of  the  Board  that  a 
healthy  calf  should  be  procured  for 
inoculation,  in  order  that  the  pure 
lymph  might  be  secured.  Another 
member  of  the  Board  intimated  his 
willingness  to  give  a  calf  for  that  pur- 

fioae,  and  the  Guardians  passed  a  reao- 
ution  accepting  the  offer.  The  Local 
Government  Board,  in  their  note,  ob- 
served that  it  was  irregular  to  pass  a 
resolution  accepting  a  proposal  to 
inoculate  a  calf  with  small-pox  virus, 
or  with  vaccine  lymph  obtained  from  a 
human  subject,  and  in  no  case  could 
the  Local  Government  Board  approve  of 
the  resolution  which  had  been  adopted 
by  the  Guardians.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  pointed  out  that  small-pox 
virus  taken  from  a  calf  might  commu- 
nicate that  disease  to  a  human  subject, 
and  therefore  be  a  fruitful  source  of  pro- 
mulgating disease.  Moreover,  it  would 
render  the  operator  liable  to  come  under 
the  4th  section  of  the  34th  of  FiKt.  The 
Board  go  on  to  say  that  it  has  been 
ascertained  long  since  that  animal 
lymph  for  vaccination  purposes  must  be 
in  the  first  instance  obtained  from  a  cow 
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in  whioli  the  disease  has  epontaneousl; 
arisen,  and  that  the  vacoinatioQ  pei- 
formed  by  lymph  taken  from  a  coir 
vaccinated  wiLh  human  lymph  is  not 
reliable.  I  presume  that  the  English 
Local  Qovemment  Board  holding  the 
same  view  will  have  no  objection  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  character  of  the 
lymph  used  in  these  successful  opera- 
tions. The  letter  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  goes  on  to  express  its  dis- 
approval of  the  action  taken  by  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  I  should  like  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  who  repre- 
sents the  Local  Government  Board 
here  to  say  what,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland,  is 
the  law  of  the  case  ?  I  venture  to  say 
that  I  am  not  exceeding  the  existing 
limits  of  medical  knowleage  in  regard  to 
this  matter  when  I  say  tbat  the  purity 
of  vaccination  lymph  cannot  by  any 
possibility  be  ascertained,  even  micros- 
copically. Then,  I  presume,  it  ia  not  on 
the  purity  of  the  lymph  that  the  success 
of  these  operations  in  the  official  eye  is 
made  to  depend.  Then  does  it  depend 
upon  the  number  of  successes  which  are 
secured  ?  If  it  is,  we  know  very  well 
tbatmedical  men  differ  altogether  among 
themselves  as  to  the  number  which 
make  it  desirable  or  necessary.  Some 
say  that  vaccination,  if  worth  anything, 
and  if  it  ever  can  be  successful,  tben  one 
otcatrice  thoroughly  rocognisable  with 
the  pustule  well  raised  is  adequate  for  all 
purposes.  Others  say  that  there  must 
be  at  least  two  cioatrices;  some  say 
three ;  while  some  enthusiasts  insist 
upon  four  as  the  minimum,  requiring  the 
four  to  be  repeated  over  and  over  again 
until  an  effective  operation  has  been  per- 
formed. Then  it  is  assumed  that  it  is 
not  on  the  number  of  wounds  produced 
in  the  infant  that  the  success  of  these 
operations  is  made  to  depend.  Then  is  it 
in  the  number  of  the  operations  actually 
carried  out  ?  If  it  is,  then  your  standard 
is  most  unfair,  for  this  reason,  that 
medical  men  who  are  stationed  in  very 
densely  populated  districts,  and  who  have 
a  very  large  number  of  people  to  deal 
with,  must,  as  a  matter  of  course,  have  a 
large  number  of  persons  to  operate  upon, 
and  will  be  in  a  position  to  qualify  for 
these  gratuities  which  are  supposed  to 
depend  upon  the  way  in  which  the 
vaccination  is  conducted,  a  very  great 
deal  better  than  other  medical  men,  who, 
although  their  care  and  skill  and 
I£r.  Arthur  O'Connor 


anxiety  may  be  quite  as  great,  are  unfor- 
tunately placed  in  districts  where  there 
is  a  sparse  population.  If  it  was  not  on 
one  of  these  three  points  that  the  succesi 
of  the  operation  is  supposed  to  depend, 
then  I  am  driven  to  conclude  that  the 
standard  must  be  the  number  of  deaths 
— that  ia  to  say,  the  succese  is  measured 
in  an  inverse  proportion  to  the  number 
of  infants  who  are  killed  by  the  opera- 
tion. Many  infants,  soon  after  the 
operation  has  been  performed,  die.  I 
believe  myself  that  a  lar^e  Dumber  of 
children  are  done  to  death,  not  immedi- 
ately after  the  operation,  but  it  may  be 
years  after  the  cicatrices  have  beg^n  to 
tell.  Under  the  present  eyetem  the 
State  takes  a  toll  of  healthy  infant  life, 
the  children  being  sacrificed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  community  at  large.  Now, 
however  successful  the  operation  may 
be,  I  contest  the  moral  right  of  any  set 
of  men,  or  any  State,  or  Qovernment 
to  take  such  a  course,  as  a  matter  of 
right,  as  is  taken  upon  tbie  question. 
I  would  beg  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  supposed  success  of  tits 
operation  is  tested  within  eight  days 
of  the  performance  of  the  operation. 
The  medical  man  in  the  great  majority 
of  oases  sees  a  child  at  the  end  of  thou 
eight  days,  and  makes  his  report  accord- 
ing to  the  state  in  which  he  then  finds 
it;  but  after  that  he  frequently  never 
sees  the  child  again,  and  he  makes  his 
report  according  to  the  appearances 
which  present  themselves  within  that 
period  of  eight  days.  Upon  that 
matter  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
Committee  a  letter  I  have  received 
from  a  gentleman  named  Morgac- 
He  says  that  having  recently  heard  tbat 
the  question  of  vaccination  was  to  be 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons 
shorUy,  he  was  desirous  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  a  case  which  had  occurred  in  hia 
own  family,  in  which  the  death  of  s 
child  had  resulted  from  vaccination.  Ea 
had  had  a  particularly  strong  snd 
healthy  child,  a  boy  who  had  never  had 
half- an -hour' a  illness  in  his  life,  and 
who  was  vaccinated  with  what  was  sup- 
posed to  be  pure  calf  lymph,  by  a  qusu- 
tied  medical  practitioner,  who  remarked 
at  the  time  that  he  had  never  seen  a 
more  strong  and  healthy  child.  !Fh« 
child  was  three  months  old.  Aboot 
nine  days  after  vaccination  the  cbild'i 
arm  became  inflamed,  and  the  inflam- 
mation slowly  but  gradually  spread  dewD 
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to  the  hand.  He  lingered  in  the  moat 
Awful  agony  while  the  poison  wm  doing 
its  work;  ererrone  wno  saw  him  de- 
dared  they  had  never  witnessed  such 
awful  Buffering,  and  no  death  could 
have  been  more  dreadful.  The  child 
died  on  the  20th  of  June,  and  the  father 
says  that  he  could  only  look  on  the  case 
as  one  of  slow  murder,  although  overy' 
thing  was  done  to  restore  him.  He  eX' 
presses  a  hope  that  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  anyone  else  from  undergoing 
similar  sufferings  in  consequence 
compulsory  vaccination.  The  letter 
signed  "J.  Morgan,  Socbdale." 
will  be  seen  that  dangerous  symptoms 
appeared  more  than  eight  days  after  the 
lapse  of  the  regulation  period.  After 
an  apparently  successful  operation  had 
been  performed,  symptoms  manifested 
themselves  which  throw  a  lurid  light 
upon  the  character  of  these  cases.  In 
this  instance  it  was  nine  days  before 
the  unfavourable  symptoms  appeared, 
but  it  might  have  been  nine  months  or 
nine  years  after  the  operation  had  been 
performed.  My  general  contention  is, 
that  there  is  no  certain  rule  by  which 
you  can  have  substantial  proof  of  suc- 
cess, or  anything  that  can  be  dignified 
with  the  name  of  success,  in  any  of 
these  cases.  The  system  of  giving 
bonuses  for  the  successful  performance 
of  vaccination  has  now  been  in  existence 
for  some  years,  and  yet  laet  year,  ac- 
cording to  apublishedreport,  the  Metro- 
politan Hospitals  admitted  36,000  cases 
of  persons  suffering  from  small-pox  who 
had  been  vaccinated.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  in  these  cases  the  operation 
was  not  successful.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Begistrar  Qeoeral  admits  that  within 
the  last  five  years  290  deaths  have  taken 
place,  which  cannot  be  ascribed  to  any 
ascertainable  cause  except  vaccination 
itself.  With  regard  to  the  returns  of 
the  Begistrar  General,  I  must  certainly 
demur  to  accept  them  as  at  all  conclusive 
or  satisfactory,  because  a  large  number 
are  in  the  habit  of  giving  certificates  of 
-  death,  where  the  death  has  been  caused 
by  vacoinstion,  in  such  a  form  and 
couched  in  such  phraseology  that  it  is 
impossible  to  recognize  what  the  actual 
cause  was.  Now,  I  think  that  this  is  a 
very  important  point,  and,  therefore,  Z 
ask  the  House  to  bear  with  me  while  I 
refer  to  a  passage  contained  in  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  residing  in  Camber- 
well,   which   puts    the    matter   in  the 


clearest  light.  He  says  that  lie  was 
presented  with  his  first-born  in  August 
12  months — a  very  fine  boy,  and  a  re- 
markably healthy  child  for  the  first  two 
months.  At  eight  weeks  old  it  was 
taken  to  be  vacoiuated.  The  effects  of 
two  operations  were  thrown  off  by  the 
child,  so  that  the  Committee  will  see 
there  were  two  unsuccessful  attempts  at 
vaccination,  because  the  child,  l)eiDg 
sound  and  healthy,  was  able  to  repel 
them.  He  was  vaccinated  a  third  time, 
and  that  was  the  beginning  of  the  end. 
It  was  a  successful  vaccination,  but  from 
the  time  of  the  operation  the  little  one 
was  never  well.  Eruptions  broke  out 
under  the  injured  arm,  on  the  back  and 
on  the  head,  the  top  of  which  became 
an  entire  mass  of  corruption.  It 
lingered  for  12  months  in  misery,  and 
died  in  October,  1836,  a  victim  of  the 
cruel  and  compulsory  vaccination  laws. 
Two  doctors  who  saw  the  child  acknow- 
ledged that  he  was  suffering  from  the 
effects  of  vaccination,  and  one  of  them 
described  it  as  "a  hideous  failure"  of 
vaccination.  The  doctor  whe  performed 
the  operation  at  the  bedside  of  the  dying 
infant  admitted  that  it  was  a  case  of 
invaccinated  syphilis,  and  described  it 
as  a  hideous  case  of  vaccination.  Yet 
this  doctor  filled  up  the  burial  certificate 
by  ascribing  the  primary  cause  of  death 
to  something  other  than  vaccination. 
The  truth  of  the  certificate  was  chal- 
lenged by  the  father,  who  reminded  him 
of  his  repeated  statements  as  to  tho 
cause  of  death,  and  demanded  that  a 
certificate  should  be  filled  up  with  "  in- 
vaccinated  syphilis "  as  the  primary 
cause.  The  doctor  refused  to  do  this, 
adding  that  the  certificate  he  had  given 
was  euGBcient  for  the  Begistrar.  The 
father  in  his  letter  says — 

\o  that  my  child  vas  not  only  killed  by 
Dstion,  but  he  was  regiaUraa  falsely,  ia 
ordtr  to  prevent  any  canse  (or  reproach." 

This  is  a  case  in  which  the  facts  are 
easily  ascertainable.  I  have  the  name 
and  address  of  the  man,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  place  them  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Local  Ooveinment  Board.  Perhaps  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  compare 
this  case  with  another — namely,  that  of 
Henry  Clark,  of  Crewe,  Cheshire,  who 
writes  as  follows :  — 

"  Sir, — Accept  my  thanka  for  jonr  objeclioa 
to  Uio  vsednation  Kitimste.  I  have  tour  aona 
•ad  four  daughter*,  irhou  sgel  ran  from  aerea 
to  2S.    Non«  have  been  vaccinated,  and  noaa 
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have  had  tha  Bmall-poi.  For  thia  I  have  Buf- 
fered 14  days'  imprisonment,  and  have  been 
Tttined  ID  my  bueiaeM." 

That  IB  how  the  VaccinatioD  Act  has 
worked  in  the  ease  of  a  man  who  has 
coDEcientiouB  objections  to  the  eyatem, 
and  who  does  not  believe  in  the  Taccioa- 
tion  for  which  you  ask  this  Houso  to 
vote  £16,S00  a-year  for  certain  privi- 
leged individuals.  As  to  successful 
vaccination,  I  believe  it  to  be  all 
moonehiae  and  a  delusion.  An  inquiry 
conducted  by  Dr.  Macuna,  the  late  super- 
iDtendent  of  the  Fulham  SmaU-Fox  Hos- 
pital, proves  that  certain  diseases  are 
inoculable  with  the  small -pox  virus. 
Since  the  introduction  of  vaccination 
itself,  and  especially  since  vaccination 
was  made  compulsory  upon  the  whole 
population,  the  diseases  which  are  said 
to  bo  inoculable  have  been  immensely 
increased.  It  is  not  at  all  easy  to  ob- 
tain detailed  information  from  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  regard  to  this 
matter;  but  I  have  had  prepared,  in 
great  detail,  from  a  variety  of  sources, 
a  statement  of  the  deaths  which  have 
resulted  from  these  causes,  separated 
from  small- pox — namely,  bronchitis, 
pneumonia,  pleurisy,  cancer,  and  erysi- 
pelas ;  and  I  find  that  since  the  intro- 
duction of  vaccination,  although  the  total 
number  of  deaths  from  small-pox  in 
proportion  to  the  population  has  de- 
creased, yet  deaths  from  small-pox  have 
not  diminished  to  a  greater  extent  than 
deaths  from  all  other  zymotic  diseases. 
In  other  words,  improved  sanitation, 
which  has  limited  and  checked  other 
zymotic  diseases,  has  also  limited  and 
checked  small- pox;  but  when  you  oome 
to  the  record  of  these  diseases,  which, 
according  to  the  contention  of  those  who 
have  inquired  into  the  matter,  are  inocu- 
lable with  small-pox  virus,  you  will  find 
that  all  of  them  have  increased  to  an 
alarming  and  horrible  extent^for  in- 
stance, the  number  of  deaths  from  bron- 
chitis in  the  year  IB38,  which  is  the 
earliest  date  to  which  I  am  able  to  go 
back,  was  2,067,  and  there  has  been  in 
that  disease  a  steady  and  alarming 
increase  concurrently  with  the  operation 
of  compulsory  vaccination.  The  num- 
ber went  on  increasing  from  1838  until 
1854,  when  vaccination  became  compul- 
sory, from  2,000  to  20,000.  From  1864 
to  1867,  the  date  of  the  Act  under  which 
rewards  are  given  to  the  medical  prac- 
titioners for  the  successful  pcrf( 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Cotinor 
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of  vaccination,  and  which  makes  vacd- 
nation  obligatory  under  very  striDgent 
penalties,  the  number  of  deaths  from 
broochitis  went  up  from  20,000  to  nearly 
40,000.  Since  the  operation  of  joot 
system  of  special  rewards  has  been  is 
force— that  is  to  say,  from  the  year  1868 
to  the  year  1885,  the  deaths  from  btoD- 
chitia  have  gone  up  from  33,000  to 
60,000.  Therefore,  they  were  2,000  in 
1838;  20,000  in  1854;  33,000  in  1868; 
and  60,000  in  the  last  year  for  which 
the  Heturns  are  complete.  Now,  thii 
is  a  horrible  and  terrible  disease;  and 
it  is  a  disease  which,  to  a  great  exteot, 
I  believe  is  due  to  the  operation  of  what 
is  called  "  successful  vaccination."  The 
cases  of  pneumonia  have  increased  from 
17,000  to  29,000.  In  pleurisy  the  num- 
ber is  smaller,  but  is  equally  in  propor- 
tion. From  1855  the  cases  of  pleurisy 
have  gone  up  from  552  to  1,677.  I 
come  next  to  cancer,  which  figured  at 
2,448  in  1838,  the  year  of  the  Vaccina- 
tion Act.  In  the  year  1854  it  figured 
for  more  than  double  that  number- 
namely,  5,826.  The  number  went  up 
in  the  year  1868,  after  you  had  had  14 
years  of  compulsory  vaccination,  from 
5,800  to  8,800.  That  waa  when  your 
present  Act  first  came  into  operatioD, 
and  the  result  of  that  Act  and  of  vacci- 
nation is  seen  in  the  fact  that  there  hu 
been  no  diminution  but  an  increase  from 
8,800  to  15,5G0.  Another  disease  which 
is  generally  spoken  of  with  great  horror 
and  loathing  figured  for  only  159  in 
1638,  for  964  in  1854,  but  went  up 
rapidly  in  1868— that  is  to  say,  after 
your  obligatory  vaccination  bad  been  m 
operation  for  some  years,  and  now  figures 
at2,196.  The  facts  are  similar  withre- 
gard  to  erysipelas,  although  the  number 
has  not  increased  in  the  same  propor- 
tion. There  has,  however,  been  a  sub- 
stantial increase.  The  last  point  I 
would  offer  to  the  consideration  of  Ihs 
Committee  is  this— that  if  this  sys- 
tem of  rewards  is  fair  in  itself  it  ought 
to  be  fairly  administered.  There  sr^ 
many  portions  of  the  country  in  vhich 
there  are  medical  men  who  are  perfectly 
prepared  loa&Jida  to  carry  out  the  Act 
quite  as  sincerely  and  as  well  as  an? 
other  medical  practitioners,  and  who,  ss 
far  as  I  can  judge,  merit  the  rewards 
which  it  io  proposed  to  provide  in  tlu» 
Vote  as  much  as  any  other  men.  But 
what  is  the  cose;  what  ia  a  msdlcal 
man  to  do  in  a  place  like  Dewsburr, 
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Trhere  there  are  20,000  young  children 
and  DO  small-pox  F  What  is  to  be  done 
in  a  place  ]ike  Leicester,  where  the 
people  will  not  be  vaccinated  at  all; 
where  thoy  have  established  local  option 
for  themselves  with  a  most  singLilar 
reault,  because  there  ia  no  small-pos 
there  either?  Medical  practitioners  there 
can  earn  nothing,  and  therefore  your 
system  of  rewards  is  unfair  and  partial. 
Where  ia  it  that  these  rewards  are 
earned  ?  They  are  earned  wherever 
there  is  an  accumulated  and  dirty  popu- 
lation in  large  and  closely  packed  towns 
like  Birmingham,  where  one  medical 
officer  gets  £224  a-year ;  or  in  places 
like  Liverpool,  where  a  medical  officer 
receives  £175  a-year;  or  in  places  like 
Middlesborough,  Salford,  Sheffield, 
Swansea,  West  Derby,  and  London — 
that  is  to  say,  where  the  population  is 
placed  in  circumstances  which  are  most 
favourable  for  the  dissemination  of 
zymotic  diseases,  and  where  amall-pox 
may  be  said  to  have  been  endemic  for 
many  generations.  In  London  you  hsve 
a  population  more  thoroughly  vacci- 
nated, probably,  than  any  other  people 
in  the  world,  yet  they  are  never  free 
from  small-pox — as  witness  the  Betarns 
from  Bethnal  Qreen,  Camberwell,  Mile 
End,  Chelsea,  8t.  Fancras,  Wandsworth, 
and  other  places.  I  altogether  object 
to  this  system  of  rewards  for  successful 
vaccination.  It  leads  to  medical  prac- 
titioners earning  the  rewards  by  making 
a  favourable  and  rosy-coloured  Report 
to  the  Department  in  support  of  a  sys- 
tem in  which  the  Department  and  them- 
selves  alike  ate  interested.  The  indirect 
oBeots  of  the  system  are  worse  than  its 
direct  effects,  because  the  Government 
are  induced  to  shut  their  eyes  to  the  real 
facts  of  the  situation.  It  blinds  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  mischinf  which  ia  being 
done  ;  to  the  misery  which  is  being  in- 
flicted upon  the  health  of  the  child  and 
the  adult  alike,  and  it  induces  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  close  its  eyes  to  the  cries 
for  mercy  and  pity  which  are  so  often 
addressed  to  them  by  people  who  have 
a  conscientiona  objection  to  vaccination, 
and  who  have  proved  the  sincerity  of 
their  convictions  by  submitting  over  and 
over  again  to  fine,  distress,  and  im- 
prisonment. The  Government,  influenced 
by  the  men  who  have  this  pecuniary 
interest,  refuse  to  recognize  the  mischief 
which  is  being  perpetrated,  and  refuse 
to  relieve  the   misery  which   is  being 
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caused.     There  are  many  insfances  of 

men  who  have  been  imprisoned  several 
times  after  they  have  lost  child  after 
child  by  vaccination.  The  Jews  of  old 
had  a  rite  somewhat  similar  to  vaccina- 
tion ;  but  if  you  will  look  into  the  Tal- 
mud you  will  find  that  if  a  Jew  lost  a 
child  by  that  operation,  and  then  lost 
another,  not  only  was  he  not  compellable 
to  have  the  operation  performed  upon  a 
third  child,  but  he  was  forbidden  by  the 
Jewish  law  to  submit  a  third  child  to  the 
rite.  In  this  country,  however,  a  true 
born  British  subject  may  lose  half-a- 
dozen  children  by  vaccination,  and  if  he 
objects  to  submit  the  seveuth  to  the 
same  danger  he  can  be  prosecuted  over 
and  over  again  as  the  unfortunate  man 
Hajward  was,  his  goods  distrained, 
himself  fined,  and  imprisoned  and  ruined 
in  his  busineaa.  That  ia  the  ayatem  at 
present  in  vogue.  It  is  a  system  bated 
by  a  large  portion  of  the  people,  a  sys- 
tem which,  to  a  great  extent,  is  bolstered 
up  by  these  rewards  in  regard  to  which 
medical  practitioners  are  practically 
identified,  although  as  to  them  in  pri- 
vate conversations  many  of  them  admit 
that  they  entertain  serious  doubts  aa  to 
the  real  efficacy  of  the  operation.  I  beg 
to  move  the  omission  from  the  Vote  of 
the  item  of  £16,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  ths  Item  ol  £16,300,  far  Pablio  Vac< 

cinatioQ, b« omitted  tiom the  propoied  Vote." — 

(Jfr.  Artkut  O'Conmr.) 

De.  FAEQUHAHSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the 
hoa.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  in  the  long  and  ela- 
borate condeoination  he  has  passed 
against  the  present  system  of  vaccina- 
tion. It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  there  was  considerable 
discussion  upon  the  same  subject  about 
two  or  three  years  ago  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Leeds  {Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  proved 
conclusively,  as  was  shown  by  the  Vote 
which  was  subsequently  taken,  that  the 
system  of  successful  vaccination  deserves 
to  be  sustained  by  the  House,  and  is 
certainty  to  the  advantage  of  the  public 
at  large.  I  feel  bound  to  protest  in  the 
strongest  manner  against  the  way  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Done- 
gal has  bolstered  up  hts  arguments 
ag^nst  vaccination  by  bringing  forward 
anumherof  cases  from  the  countiy  upon 
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purely  »jiarf0  statements  withoutliaviiig 
made  the  slightest  attempt  to  investi- 
gate those  cases  from  a  soieutiGo  stand- 
point. Under  such  circumstances,  the 
cases  themselves  are  not  worth  considi 
ing.  I  know  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  anxious  to  investigate  every 
case  ol  injury,  or  supposed  injury,  by 
vaccination.  Whenever  any  case  is  re- 
ported to  them  they  at  once  eead  down 
an  experienced  Inspector  to  inquire  into 
it,  and,  I  need  scarcely  say,  that  all  of 
these  cases,  of  which  so  much  has  been 
made  by  agitators  and  writera  in  the 
Frees,  have  broken  down  upon  investi- 
gation. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  No,  no ; 
not  at  all. 

Dn.  FAEQUHAE80N:  The  hon. 
Member  says  "No,  no;"  but  he  has 
not  investigated  the  very  cases  which  he 
has  himself  referred  to.  I  have  seen 
the  Reports  of  Inspectors  who  have  been 
sent  down  to  investigate  10  nases  of 
this  kind,  and  of  the  entire  number,  at 
least  seven  or  eight  were  admitted  by 
the  parents  themselves  to  have  bad 
nothing  to  do  with  vaccination.  One 
case,  in  particular,  of  erysipelas  turned 
out  to  have  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  vacoinution.  The  hon.  Member 
made  a  great  point  of  the  increase  i 
certain  number  of  diseases  since  ve 
nation  has  been  made  compulsory  and 
has  become  more  common  throughout 
the  country ;  but  of  the  diseases  he  men- 
tioned, a  number  of  them,  I  hear  for  the 
first  time,  have  any  connection  whatever 
with  vaccination.  Did  anybody  in  his 
senses  ever  heat  of  bronchitis  or  cancer 
being  attributable  to  vacciaation  ?  It 
might  just  as  well  be  said  that  any  per- 
sons who  died  from  being  run  over  by 
caba  in  the  streets  of  London  last  year 
died  from  the  efiFects  of  vaccination. 
Erysipelas  is  a  different  case ;  but  I  have 
known  epidemics  of  erysipelas,  and  it 
would  be  dangerous  and  certainly  in- 
conclusive to  take  the  statistics  of  one 
year  and  compare  them  with  those  of 
another.  With  regard  to  one  of  the 
points  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  a 
complete  answer.  Everybody  knows 
perfectly  well  that  within  the  last  10, 
15,  or  20  years  medical  science  has  made 
immense  progress,  and  in  no  direntioo 
more  remarkably  than  in  the  investiga- 
tion of  syphilitic  diseases.  In  former 
years  the  doctors  only  knew  of  secondary 
effects,  but  now  they  know  of  tertiary 
J>r.  Farjuharion 


effects  arising  from  aS'ectiona  of  the  Urn 
and  from  other  causes.    I  do  not  jn- 
pose,  however,  to  go  into  tho  genenl 
question  ;  but  I  maintain  that  there  hu 
been  a  great  and  steady  improvement  in 
vaccination  since  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion was  introduced.  I  have  no  donbt 
that  the  vaccination  is  better  done  by  th» 
compulsory  vaccinators  than  by  priTits 
practitioners.    Hy  hon.  Friend  spoke  of 
the  necessihr  of  having  four  marks  on 
the  arm.     I  never  heard  of  any  differ- 
ence of  opinion  existing  among  tbosa 
who  are  acquainted  with  the  subject  and 
are  the  best  qualified  to  judge.    The 
opinions  of  the  best  informed  persons 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Local  Oovera- 
ment  Board,  and  it  is  that  four  cicatricN 
are  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  oarrj 
out  the  vaccination   successfully.    No 
doubt  it  is  said  by  some  medii^  men 
that  four  cicatrices  hurt  a  child  veiy 
much,  and  that  one  is  quite  enough ;  but 
I  believe  that  that  is  the  cause  why 
vaccination  done  by  the  public  vaai- 
natoT  is  so  much  better  than  that  doot 
by  the  private  practitioner,     tn  the  casa 
of 'a  public  vaccinator  he  must  bars* 
distinct    qualification  ;    he     must    be 
approved    by   the   Local   Government 
Board,  and  his  certificate  must  bs  re- 
newed  annually— the    certificate  itself 
only  being  given  after  the  moat  careful 
inspection  carried  out  by  a  duly  qualified 
Inspector  sent  down  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.    The  vaccination  itssK 
is  only  done  from  lymph,  procured  fiom 
perfectly  healthy  children,  and  there  sre 
recommendations  made  that  the  dcatrice 
should  only  be  of  a  certain  shape  mi 
number.     I  think  we  have  only  to  look 
at  the  statistics  to  see  at  onoe  the  im- 
mense value  of  vaccination.    Uy  hon. 
Friend  attaches  very  little  value  to  tii« 
statistics    of    the   Local    QoverDmenj 
Board.    I  do  not  know  why  he  should 
have  more  faith  in  those  which  he  '>*' 
collected  himself.    The  Local  Oorern- 
ment  Board  pay  large  sums  for  the  on- 
lection  of  statistics. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  "^ 
statistics  whith  I  quoted  were  prspw*" 
by  a  friend  of  mine ;  but  they  were  »U 
taken  from  official  sources. 

Db.  FAEQUH  ARSON:  I  quiW 
accept  that  statement.  I  will  only  »*y 
that  personally  my  faith  in  the  figi"^ 
given  by  the  Local  Oovernment  ^'"'z 
is  greater  than  hia  as  it  is  al«gj»y 
skill   and   knowla^   of  f" 
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Frofeasion.  Uj  hon.  Friend  has 
stated  that  medical  practitioners  an 
actuated  b;  a  deairs  to  obtain  the  re- 
ward,  I  repel  with  warmth  any  inainua- 
tion  of  the  kiod.  Let  me  favour  my 
hoo.  Friend  with  Btatiatioa.  Tn  188 1 
117  children  under  the  age  of  10  died  of 
amall-pox  after  vacoination,  and  of  those 
82  were  vaccinated  hy  private  practi- 
tioners, and  a.S  by  public  vaccinators. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  go  through  the 
Btatietics  be  will  see  the  enormoua  ad- 
vantages derived  by  the  child  who  is 
vaccinated  by  a  public  vaccinator  in- 
stead of  by  a  private  practitioner. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  In  the 
cases  mentioned  the  children  died. 

Db.  FARQUHAHSON  :  Tea;  but  in 
much  leas  proportion  than  those  vacci- 
nated by  private  practitioners.  I  will 
not  detain  the  Gommittes  any  longer ; 
but  in  conclusion,  I  will  simply  say  that 
there  ia  one  point  on  wbioh  I  am  glad  to 
find  myaelf  in  thorough  agreement  with 
my  hon.  Friend.  I  think  the  primary 
object  of  my  hon.  Friend  in.  bringing 
forward  his  Amendment  waa  to  protest 
agfiinat  the  money  which  ia  given  in 
England  for  vaccination  purpoaea  not 
being  extended  to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 
I  have  been  in  communication  with 
medical  men  in  Scotland  on  the  subject, 
and  I  know  they  feet  keenly  in  regard  to 
it.  The  work  ia  very  well  done  there ; 
but  the  medical  men  who  perform  it  get 
no  remuueration  whatever.  I  do  not 
think  they  get  the  slightest  reward  or 
remuneration  at  all,  not  only  for  carry- 
ing out  excellent  vacoinationa,  but  for 
teaching  the  subject  extremely  well. 
They  have  also  succeeded  in  populariz- 
ing it,  whereas  in  England  there  are 
pernetual  discuaaiona  going  on  as  to  the 
value  of  the  system  of  vaccination.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  poaaible  to  pick  out  of 
the  whole  of  Scotland  as  many  anti-vacci- 
nators  as  would  fill  this  room.  It  is 
highly  creditable  both  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland  that  the  medical  practitioneri 
do  the  work  without  any  deaire  to  obtain 
pecuniary  reward.  In  their  case  virtue 
IB  its  own  reward ;  but  I  do  not  see  why 
they  should  not  have  it,  and  I  hope  on 
some  future  occasion  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Houae  and  submit  it  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate. 

Mr.  FIOTON  (Leicester) :  It  is  often 
said  that  doctors  differ,  although  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aber- 


deen (Dr.  Farqubarson)  seems  to  think 
they  are  all  one,  especially  upon  matters 
of  this  kind.  Now  there  was  one  doctor 
to  whom  the  present  generation  is  Bun< 
posed  to  be  under  great  obligations  for 
the  present  system  of  vaccination — I 
refer  to  Dr.  Jenner,  the  founder  of 
the  vaccination  system.  No  doubt  bis 
opinion  is  regarded  by  my  hon.  Friend 
as  antiquated,  and,  therefore,  it  must  go 
for  what  it  is  worth ;  but  Dr.  Jenner 
certainly  took  the  view  that  one  single 
puncture  waa  ample  to  prevent  any  at- 
tack of  small-pox,  and  that  the  medical 
practitioner  is  not  bound  to  make  more. 
At  page  21  of  Dr.  Jenner'e  "  Inquiry 
into  Oausea  and  Effects,"  he  says— 

"  That  aome  medical  men  make  three 
puQctures ;  but  poreonally  he  had  always  re- 
garded ODH  puncture  aabeiag  quite  sufficient." 
Again>  at  pages  109  and  110  he  says 
that  aaingle  pustule  ia  all  that  is  necea- 
sary  to  render  the  variola  vaeeinitt  effec- 
tive. 

Da.  FARQUHARSON:  When  was 
it  that  Dr.  Jenner  said  that  ? 

Ur.  PICTON:  At  the  beginning  of 
the  century.  It  is  Dr.  JenDer*s  own 
words.  It  may  be  said  that  the  ideas  of 
Dr.  Jenner  are  old-fashioned.  They  are 
certainly  opposed  to  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Uember  for  West  Aberdeen,  who 
insists  that  four  wounds  are  absolutely 
essential.  Although  I  had  tbis  extract 
in  my  pocket  when  the  discussion  com- 
menc»d,  I  certainly  did  not  expect  that 
it  would  he  of  any  value ;  and  if  I  had 
supposed  that  it  was  necessary  to  make 
a  speech  upon  the  general  subject,  I 
would  have  prepared  one,  which  would 
have  convinced  even  the  right  hon,  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  I  have  not,  however,  ven- 
tured to  presume  so  far  upon  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Committee ;  and  I  propose 
to  confine  myself,  as  nearly  as  I  possibly 
can,  to  the  question  which  I  take  to  be 
before  the  Committee— namely,  whether 
we  should  or  should  not  grant  this 
money  for  extra  rewards  or  fees  to  the 
Public  Vaccinator  who  is  supposed  to 
have  done  his  work  well.  Now,  my  firat 
objection  is  similar  to  the  one  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor), 
although  I  shall  put  it,  probably,  a 
little  differently.  He  said  that  it  was 
giving  two  rewards  for  the  same  thing. 
I  say  that  it  is  giving  a  reward  becauee 
a  man  has  not  failed  to  do  his  duty. 
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We  confer  knighthoods  and  baronetoiea 
upon  geotlemen  because  they  have  not 
foiled  in  their  duty  on  the  oooaaion  o{ 
Bome  ^reat  Stats  ceremonial  ;  but  I 
think  it  ia  an  unwise  and  an  ucsound 
policy  to  lead  persons  to  expect  a  reward 
for  not  having  failed  to  do  their  duty. 
Surely,  if  vaeeination  is  not  effectively 
performed ;  if  the  proper  virus  ia  not  in- 
troduced into  the  system  of  the  child,  no 
payment  ought  to  be  made  at  all.  Any 
local  fiody  who  had  the  management 
and  control  of  the  system  would  soon 
stop  payment  to  any  person  who  failed 
to  do  his  duty.  It  is  said  that  the  re- 
ward  is  given  for  extra  successful  vaeei- 
nation ;  but  bow  can  the  extra  suooesa 
be  known?  It  either  prevents  small- 
pox, or  it  doea  not.  If  it  prevents  it, 
well  and  good ;  but  how  are  you  to  tell 
that  it  has  prevented  small-pox,  unless 
yon  watoh  the  child  until  be  reaches  50 
or  60  years  of  age  ?  You  cannot  know 
the  success  of  the  operation  unless  you 
watch  the  career  of  the  child  through- 
out life.  Then  my  hon.  Friend  says 
there  is  a  special  form  of  scar  or  cicatrice 
which  shows  successful  vaccination  ;  and 
he  says  there  is  absolutely  no  case  in 
which  injury  from  vaccination  has  been 
proved  to  the  satiafaotioa  of  the  officials 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  Now, 
I  admit  that  you  are  pretty  certain  to 
secure  the  satisfaction  of  officiala,  es- 
pecially when  they  are  prejudiced  in 
favour  of  any  particular  ay  stem  of 
operation ;  but  how  does  the  matter 
stand  when  it  is  the  other  way  ?  In 
that  ease  it  takes  more  trouble  to  con- 
vince the  official  mind  than  it  is  said  to 
take  in  order  to  force  a  joke  into  the 
heads  of  our  Sootch  fellow-countrymen. 
There  have,  however,  been  cases  in 
which  even  this  miracle  has  been  per- 
formed— as,  for  instance,  in  the  City 
of  Norwich,  where  four  children  died, 
and  it  was  admitted,  on  inquiry,  that 
they  died  from  ths  effects  of  vaccination, 
and  that  a  considerable  number  of  other 
children  had  suffered  injury  from  the 
same  cause. 

Dr.  FAEQUHAESON  :  I  did  not 
deny  utterly  that  any  snob  cases  had 
happened;  but  what  I  said  was  that 
most  of  the  cases,  when  investigated  by 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board,  turned  out  not  to  be  cases  of 
death  from  the  effects  of  vaccination. 

Me.  FIOTON  :  I  understood  my  hon. 
Friend  to  say  that  there  bad  absolutely 
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been  no  proof  of  death  from  the  effects 
of  vaccination  at  all.      Id  the  Norwich 
case,  the  very  doctor  who  vaccinated  the 
children,  ana  who  received  himself  the 
reward  for  aiiccessful   vaccination,  was 
in  utter  despair  of  finding  any  suffideot 
cause  of  death  than  the  injury  produced 
by  the  vaccine  Influe;ce  itself;  and  the 
authorities  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  doctor  must,  for  once,  at  least,  have 
been  cereless.     There  was  no  proof  of 
it ;  and  he  altogether  denied  it  liimself. 
He  is  a  man  of   excellent  reputation, 
and  there  was  no  one  to  say  a  word 
against  him.     There  was   no  proof  of 
oarelessness  or  negligence  whatever.  Ha 
did  the  same  work  he  had  previously 
done  so  well  as  to  entitle  bim  to  the 
reward  ;  and  could  it  be  possible  that  be 
could  have  been  so  careless  aa  to  use 
dirty  ivory  points  ?    In  previous  cases 
he  had  shown  himseir,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Inspector,  to  be  deserving  of  the  reward. 
Then  there  ia  only  one  of   two  things 
possible— either  that  the  Inspectors  fail 
to  do  their  duty,  or  they  find  it  impossi- 
ble  to    determine    whether   the    public 
vaccinator  haa  done  his  duty  or  not.     It 
is  said  that  the  Inspectors  require  several 
soars  to  be  made,  whereas  I  have  shown 
that  Dr.  Jenner  was  of  opinion  that  only  ~ 
one    puncture  was    neoessarj.       What 
course  ia  now  taken  to  prove  that  the 
vaccination  has  been  successful  ?    It  ii 
found  to  be  trouble  enough  to  bring  the 
child  up  to  be  viewed  eight  days  after  it 
has  been  vaccinated ;  and  it  is  not  likely 
that  the  pareut  will  be  troubled  to  bring 
it  up  before  the  Inspector  again.     Does 
the    Inspector   go    round    among   the 
children  who  have  been  vaccinated  ?  Be 
cannot  possibly  go  round  among  them 
all ;  and,  therefore,  he  only  takes  a  few 
specimens  of  the  cases  which  have  been 
vaccinated    by  the   public  vaccinator. 
Surely   that  is  not   a  fair   basis  upon 
which  to  rest  the  claim  which  is  made 
by  the  public  vaccinator  for  the  reward. 
1  say  that  it  ia  impossible  to  show  that 
the  money  has  been  justly  and  fairly 
earned,  and   on    that   ground   alone  I 
think  there  is  sufficient  reason  for  refus- 
ing the  Yote    this   afternoon,   and  I 
earnestly  hope  the  Committee  will  agree 
with  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  trust  that  they  will  extend  their  sym- 
pathy for  once  to  my  constituents  whom 
they  know  to  be  deeply  ioteresEed  in 
this  question.    Hon.  Members  have  re- 
ceived a  good  many  letters  on  the  ssb* 
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Bftport  TBS  a  very  clear  oae,  and 
pointed  out  that  it  was  moat  important 
to  secure  the  support  of  public  opinion, 
and  that  where  one  full  penaUr  had  been 
imposed  the  m^istiates  should  not  im- 
poee  auother. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  ia  travelling  much  beyond  the  Vote 
under  diEcuEaioc.  I  would  point  out 
that  it  is  not  competent  to  him  to  enter 
into  the  question  of  policy. 

8iK  JOSEPH  PEASE :  I,  of  course, 
submit  to  jour  ruling',  Sir,  although  it 
is  aomewnat  difficult  to  conSne  one' 
remarks  within  it.  It  ia  most  incon 
venient  to  have  to  diaouas  a  queation  a 
thia  broad  oharaoter  upon  a  Vote  i: 
Committee ;  but  I  point  out  to  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  that  if  he  once  goes  back  on 
the  old  Butea  on  which  this  House  haa 
decided  the  question  of  these  offioera 
doing  their  duty  or  otherwise,  itwould  not 
come  up  overy  year  aa  it  does  now.  My 
position  is  that,  while  I  disagree  with 
compulsory  vaccination  as  carried  out, 
I  ahall  decline  to  vote  on  this  question, 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  againat  public 
feeling  to  permit  such  Yotes  aa  these  to 
pass  without  dieousaion. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  strongly 
support  this  Amendment,  on  the  ground 
that  the  grant  ia  only  to  bs  paid  to 
medical  men  in  England  and  Wales — 
not  one  penny  of  it  going  to  medical 
men  in  Scotland;  and  even  if  I  were  as 
strong  an  advocate  of  vaccination  as  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr,  Farquharson)  I  should  equally 
oppose  the  Vote  on  that  ground.  You 
pay  our  prison  surgeons  only  one-half 
what  you  pay  the  English  surgeons ;  our 
medical  men  have  not  the  same  privi- 
leges as  English  medical  men,  and  we 
shall  continue  to  refuse  this  money  until 
you  reduce  the  English  scale  or  level 
the  Scotch  scale  up  to  it.  With  regard 
to  the  general  question,  I  have  one  or 
two  things  to  say  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire.  He  haa 
quoted  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair) ;  but  in  doing 
so  has  fallen  into  the  same  errors  which 
he  did,  and  which  in  a  re -publication  of 
his  speech  be  corrected.  I  am  not  an 
anti-vacciuationist  in  the  sense  in  which 
Bome  are.  I  believe  that  vaccination 
modifies  small-por,  and  I  have  had 
some  experience  in  the  matter.  I  am 
not  only  of  adiSerent  opinion  from  that 
of  my  hoQ.  Friend,  but  I  am  of  opinion 
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that  deaths  are  caused  by  it  under  cntain 
conditions.  I  do  not  think  these  chiUna 
die  directly,  but  indirectly  from  vaecina- 
tion — that  ia  to  say,  without    vaccina- 
tion they  would  not  die;  that  by  thii 
process  theseedsof  disease  are  awakened 
and  cause  the  death  of  children  who 
would  otherwise  grow  up.     X  agree  that 
it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that   bronchitis 
may  result  from  vaccination  ;  bnt  may 
it  not  be  that  it  gives  riae  to  Btnunotis 
and  tubercular  diaease  f   I  think  it  does. 
and  that    the  great  increase    ia    thesQ 
diseases  is  due  to  vaccination.    I  protest 
against  the  assertion  that  general  ync- 
titioners  endeavour  to  perauade  people 
not  to    go  to  a  public    vaccinator   by 
representing  that  the  latter  would  make 
four  marks  on  the  arm  Instead  ot  one ; 
but  I  say  that  thero  are  two  children 
vaccinated  privately  to  every  one  vac- 
cinated by  the  public  vaccinator.      I  am 
bound  to  say,  having  had  ezperienoe  of 
public  vaccination,  that   I  would    not 
advise  a  friend  to  have  a  child  vaocinatad 
at  a  public  office,     I  am  sorry   to  say 
that  I  have  in  some    cases  vaccinated 
from  children   suffering  from  eyphilrs. 
I  knew  nothing  about  the  parents  of  the 
children  from  whom  the    lymph    wai 
taken;  and  that  will    happen  because, 
although  they  may  look  healthy,  the 
children  may    have  syphilis  latent  in 
them.     It  is  said  that  four  marks  are 
better  than  one  ;  bnt  I  cannot  understand 
why  my  hon.  Friend  should  think  so. 
The    virus    enters  into  the  blood  and 
creates  there  constitutional  disease ;  and, 
that  being  so,  I  think  that  one  mark  ii 
just    as  effective  as  40   would   be.    I 
must  say  that  my  faith  in  vaccination 
has  been   decreasing   year  by  year.    I 
think  the  medical  theory  is  carried  too 
far,  and  it  seems  as  unwise  to  compd 
children,   whose   parents  object,  to  be 
vaccinated,   as  it  would  be  to  compel 
them,  under  similar  circumstances,  to  DS 
baptized. 

Mh.  WHITBEEAB  (Bedford):  I 
desire  to  point  out  to  the  Qovernment,  by 
way  of  warning,  how  very  rapidly  the 
feeling  againat  vaccination  is  spreading 
in  the  country.  I  have  always  advised 
thoae  who  have  come  to  me  on  the  sub- 
ject that  the  best  course  they  can  pursae 
is  to  move  for  a  Boyal  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  which  would  get  a  great  deal 
of  information,  and  throw  new  light  npon 
the  subject.  I  think  the  House  ought 
to  approach  with    great   oantion   taA 
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eonsideration  thoee  vho  think  tbeii 
ohildren  ought  not  to  be  vacciaated  by 
the  public  vaccinator.  I  believe  that 
Taaaination  ia,  in  a  great  measure,  a  pre- 
vantative  agataat  Bmall-pox.  I  deaire  to 
see  it  maintained  still  at  the  public  ex- 
pense ;  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with 
compulsory  vaccination  ;  the  two  ques- 
tiooa  are  entirely  distinct.  In  the  case 
of  our  own  children  we  take  them  to  the 
best  practitioner  we  can  get ;  we  take 
the  greatest  care  that  they  are  not  ex- 
posed to  cold,  the  arm  is  kept  dean,  and, 
in  abort,  everything  is  done  to  make 
vaccination  a  Bucoess ;  bnt  the  case  is 
veiy  different  with  the  children  of  the 
poorer  class,  who  are  taken  to  the  vacci- 
nator when,  perhaps,  they  ate  not  in 
the  beat  state  of  health,  and  whose 
parents  cannot  provide  for  them  the 
same  protection,  comfort,  or  cleanlineaa. 
If  hon.  Members  will  bear  in  mind  these 
facts  they  will  understand  that  vaccina- 
tion  is  a  greater  risk  with  the  children 
of  the  poor  than  it  is  with  thair  own 
children.  It  is  compulsion  that  places 
this  Vote  in  jeopardy.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  an ti- vaccinators  would  have 
moved  against  the  Vote  but  for  this,  and 
I  ask  the  House  to  remember  what  an 
absurd  position  we  now  stand  in  with 
regard  to  this  question.  Every  step  you 
take  in  the  direction  of  fining,  imprison- 
ing, and  bullying  the  objectors ;  every 
man  you  tine  or  imprison  becomes  an 
apostle  and  ready  to  make  converts  to 
the  anti- vaccination  theory,  and  after 
all,  if  the  parent  resists,  you  do  not 
l^t  at  the  child.  It  seems  to  me  that 
those  who  do  not  get  their  children 
vaccinated  belong  to  two  classes  — those 
who  are  careless  and  pat  it  off  from 
day  to  day,  and  those  who  have  a 
rooted  determination  that  nothing  shall 
force  them  to  have  their  children  vacci- 
nated. If  you  do  not  distinguish  be- 
tween these  two  classes  and  consider 
those  who  conscientiously  object  to  vac- 
cination, I  think  you  will  increase  the 
numbers  of  those  who  oppose  vaccination 
to  such  an  extent  as,  perhaps,  to  jeopar- 
dize this  Yote. 

Thk  PHESIUENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVEBNMENTBOAED(Mr.EiTOHiB) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
very  maoh  alive  to  the  great  importance 
of  the  question  which  is  raised  on  thia 
Yote,  and  I  only  wish  the  occasion  was 
one  more  suitable  for  Koing  into  the 
vhole  question  of  the  effects  of 


tion,  and  for  stating  to  the  House  folly, 
from  the  information  which  we  now 
possess,  what  effect  vaccination  has  had 
in  reducing  the  mortality  &om  small- 
pox, and  what  result  might  be  expected 
if  the  precautions  now  observed  were 
relaxed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr,  Whitbread) 
has  given  the  Government  a  warning 
that  the  an ti- vaccinators  are  increasing 
to  snoh  a  degree  that  unless  some  steps 
are  taken  with  the  view  of  amending 
the  existing  law  we  may  anticipate  some 
trouble  in  the  future.  I  admit  with 
regret  that  the  opposition  to  the  vacci- 
nation  law  is  not  decreasing ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  information  I  possess 
does  not  lead  me  to  think  that  the  posi- 
tion is  so  gloomy  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  supposed.  I  do  not 
think  that  tbe  an  ti- vaccina  tors  are 
largely  on  the  increase  in  number.  No 
doubt,  year  after  year  they  do  draw 
attention  to  this  question  of  compulsory 
vaccination,  and,  perhaps,  now  more 
than  has  hitherto  been  the  case ;  but  I 
doubt  whether  it  can  be  said  that,  except 
in  the  case  of  certain  towns,  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  vaccination  law  is  increasing. 
But,  if  it  were  increasing,  Z  should  not 
thick  it  in  the  least  surprising,  because 
anyone  who  is  famEiar  with  the  gross 
misrepresentations  that  are  constantly 
placed  before  the  people,  and  especially 
the  working  classes  in  our  large  towns, 
as  to  the  effect  of  vaccination,  can  fully 
account  for  any  growth  there  has  been 
of  opposition  to  the  law.  I  have  before 
me  here  one  or  two  illustrations  of  the 
way  in  which  publio  opinion  is  sought 
to  be  influenced  by  those  who  take  an 
active  part  in  the  an  ti- vaccination  pro- 
paganda. Here  ia  a  small  bill  headed 
"Vaccination  propagates  small-pox;  it 
never  protects;  it  often  kills;  2,60(1 
slain  by  small-pox."  There  is  another 
bill  in  which  vaccination  is  referred  to 
as  "The  Vaccination  Vampire;"  and 
in  addition  to  the  letterpress  there  is  a 
wood-cut  entitled  "Death,  the  Vaccina- 
tor"— there  is  a  policeman  presenting 
a  vaccination  warrant  to  a  woman,  and 
a  skeleton  is  vaccinating  the  child. 
There  is  a  joke  no  doubt  intended  ;  bnt 
the  effect  of  publications  of  this  kind 
must  be,  of  course,  considerable  amongst 
the  mora  ignorant  portion  of  the  popu- 
'lations  of  our  great  towns,  and  where 
these  means  are  resorted  to  I  thick  no 
one  can  be  surprised  that  the  opposition 
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to  vaccisBtion  increases.  Uy  own  feel- 
ing is  one  of  astonishment  that  when 
such  means  are  resorted  to  opposition 
does  not  increase  to  an  alarming  extent. 
I  should  have  thought,  howerer,  that  in 
the  present  6&j  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  for  anyone  to  stand  up  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  defend  Tacoina- 
tion,  although  I  can  quite  underitaod 
that  amongst  those  outside  who  are  im- 
perfectly informed  there  should  be  a 
feeling  against  it.  I  am  surprised  to  find 
BO  intalligent  a  Qentleman  aa  the  bon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Ur.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  standing  up  in  this  House 
and  giving  expression  to  the  well-worn 
platitudes  of  the  Anti  -  Vaccination 
Society,  not  one  of  which  has  the 
slightest  shadow  of  foundation.  I  do 
not  intend  to  trouble  the  Committee 
with  many  figures ;  but  I  will  give  a  few 
with  reference  to  the  mean  annual  death- 
rate  amongst  children  under  five  years 
of  age.  From  1847  to  1853,  when  vac- 
cination was  optional,  the  death-rate  per 
1,000,000  yearly  of  children  under  five 
years  of  age  from  small-pox  was  1,617  ; 
from  1854  to  1871,  during  which  time  it 
was  obligatory,  but  inefficiently  per- 
formed, it  was  817  per  1,000,000  ;  and 
from  1872  to  18B0,  when  the  machinery 
had  improved,  it  was  323  per  1,000,000; 
BO  that  it  may  be  stated  that  a  yearly 
saving  of  4,529  lives  takes  place  by  the 
enforcement  of  vaccination  among  the 
3.500,000  children  under  five  living  in 
England  and  Wales.  Now,  look  back 
to  the  death-rate  among  the  children 
under  10  who  died  in  1884-5  in  London 
from  small-pox.  Out  of  1,000  consecu- 
tive deaths  in  that  year,  323  were  of 
children  under  10  years,  of  whom  16 
had  been  vaccinated ;  34  respecting 
whom  it  was  not  stated  whether  they 
had  been  vaccinated  ;  and  273  of  the 
deaths  were  of  children  who  hod  not 
been  vaccinated. 

Db.  CLABE  :  How  can  they  tell,  in 
the  case  of  children  bronght  into  hos- 
pital suffering  from  confluent  small- 
pox, whether  they  are  vaccinated   or 


and  there  has  never  been  a  single  dtitk 
amongst  them.      But  the  et&citmej  ni 
vaccination  is  strikingly  shown  ia  tk 
case  of  the  Oerman   ehip  A-«nhm,  ob 
board  which  small-pox  broke  out.  IntLii 
case  there  were  312  passan^ra  qaami- 
tined  at  Sydney  ;  there  were  £9  caaet  ot 
the  disease,  and  12  deaths.      Among  Si 
passengers  who  had  been  waocinated  ud 
re- vaccinated,  there  were  four  coses  and 
no  deaths  ;  among  209  who  were  vacci- 
nated, but  not  re- vaccinated,  there  wen 
45  oases  and  three  deaths,   bat  in  tfasM 
cases  the  vaccination  scars  wore  veij 
slight;     among     13     who      had     pre- 
viously bad  the  small-pox  there   wen 
three  oases  and  no  deaths  ;     among  16 
who  were  stated  to  be  vaccinated,  bat 
had  no  scars,  there  were  two  cases  and 
no  deaths;    and  among    19   who   were 
unvacoinuted  there  were   15    cases  aod 
nine  deaths:  and  besides  one  child,  who 
lost  one,  and  another  both  eyes.     Thai 
we  see  that  6  per  cent  of  the  paasengen 
were    nnvaccinated,    and   among  them 
occurred  75  per  cent  of  the  deaths.    A« 
to  the  Tote  itself,  I  ask  the  OommittM 
to  understand  that  it  is  in  accordancs 
with  the  Act  passed  in  1867.     In  186(i, 
Dr.  Simon  reported  that  the    perform- 
ance of  vaccination  in  England  was  ei- 
tensively  deficient  in  quantity,  and  thit 
also  very  generally  it  was  lammtablj 
inferior  in  quality.     Similar  testimonj 
was  borne  by  the  annual  Bepnrts  of  the 
Department.     I  point  out  that  by  tb 
use  of  the  term   "quality"  it  was  dd( 
intended  to  imply  that  the  lymph  *u 
bad,  or  that  bad  results  enaued  fron 
vaccination,  but  simply  that  there  **< 
not  sufficient  protection  to  the  ohildrea 
from  the  number  of  scars.      Ths  hos. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  do« 
not  place  much  account  on  the  nnmbei  of 
scars,  and  I  think  other  hon.  Qentleoai 
have  spoken  in  the  same  sense;  butlb^ 
lieve  the  hon.  Uember  for  Leicester  (Mr- 
Picton)  referred  to  the  opinion  of  Of- 
Jenner  at  the  beginning  of  the  oeoturf. 
that  one  scar  was  qmte  sufficient.    1 
should  be  sorry  indeed  to  say  one  i^ 
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^-^imoD  reported  that  the  quality  of  rac- 
^binatioQ  was  very  imperfect,  and  the 
: .'Committee  who  considered  Iho  Bill  of 
-  ^1886  iosertod  a  clause  providioK  for  the 
:<L:pa;ment  which  we  are  now  asking  for. 
•i-  .iThis  was  assented  to  by  the  Treasury, 
>-!aDd  there  was,  no  doubt,  an  enormous 
...^iocrsaee  in  the  number  of  satisfactory 
j.Taocinatioos.  It  will  b«  a  satisfaction 
ji-to  the  Camoiittee  to  know  that  sinoe 

regulations  were  provided  by  Act  of 
..,:  Parliament  the  number   of   successful 
. ,  vaccinations  has  neatly  doubled.    The 
^  question  of  additional  awards  has  been 
.  treated  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  as  in 
.  the  nature  of  a  gratuity  over  and  above 
**  that  which  the  public    vaccinator    had 
'  earned  in  the  performance  of  his  duty. 
^  In  1871  the  whole  question  was  referred 
again  to  the  Treasury  with  the  view  of 
^  seeing  whether  the  awards  should  be 
1  continued,  the  whole  question  was  tho- 
'  roughly  examined  and  gone  into,  and  the 
';_  opinion  arrived  at  was  that  the  results 
"  had  been  eminently  satisfactory.    The 
'    hon.     Member     for     Caithness     says 
'   that  if   the  grants  are  continued  they 
'    ought  to  be  paid  from  the  local  rates. 
'   That  question  was  also  considered,  and 
it  was  found  that,  while  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  on  the  subject, 
there  was  no  local  organization  which 
could  adequatelyperform  the  duty  which 
is  now  pemrmed  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;    but  Lord  Lingen  consi- 
dered that  the  time  might  arrive  when 
this  could  be  done.    I  uso  think  there 
is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  fur  that  view  of 
the  case,  and  I  am  looking  forward  to 
no  distant  day  when  we  may  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  whole  question  of  these 
grants  in  a  comprehensive  way,   and 
when  we  may  be  able  to  propose  to 
Parliament  some  means  by  which  this 
grant  may  be  taken  off  the  Imperial 
funds  and  placed  on  the  local  rates.  But 
that  time  has  not  yet  arrived,  and  we 
cannot  yet  safely  arrange  that  this  ^ant 
should  be  discontinued,  because  I  do 
not  think  you  have  the  requisite  Local 
Authorities  to  be  put  in  the  place  of  the 
liocal  Qavernment  Board  to  continue  the 
grant  for  vaccination.     One  other  ques- 
tion which  Lord  Lingen  had  to  consider 
was  the  assertion  that  the  payment  was 
something  over  and  above  that  which 
the  officers  were  entitled  to  for  opera, 
tions,  and  he  said  that  hs  did  not  regard 
the  matter  ,from  that  point  of  view  at 
all;  that  the  Sth  and  6tu  sections  of  the 


Act  of  1 867  ought  to  be  read  together  ; 
and  that  the  awards  should  be  consi- 
dered the  remuneration  to  which  the 
medical  men  were  entitled.  I  have  ex- 
plained to  the  Committee  why  we  are 
unable  to  assent  to  the  Motion  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eaet  Donegal  to 
discontinue  this  Vote,  although  I  trust 
that  the  day  may  arrive  when  Parlia- 
meat  may  fairly  consider  whether  the 
grant  should  be  continued  by  the  State, 
or  placed  on  local  funds.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  asks  very  fairly 
why  the  grant  is  paid  in  England  and 
not  in  Scotland  ?  The  Act  strictly  limits 
the  payment  to  England ;  and  the  hon. 
Q«ntleman  will  also  know  that  Scotland, 
with  reference  to  operations  performed 
by  public  vaccinators,  stands  in  a  posi- 
tion altogether  different  from  that  in 
which  we  are  placed.  The  only  persons 
vaccinated  in  Scotland  at  the  cost  of  the 
ratepayers  are  paupers  and  defaulters. 

Db.  CLABK  :  It  is  open  to  all. 

Mb.  EITCHIE:  Teej  but  the  only 
persons  who  are  vaccinated  at  the  coat 
of  the  rates  in  Scotland  are  paupers  and 
defaulters.  In  1681  the  number  of  such 
persons  vaccinated  in  Scotland  was 
1,920,   so    that,    supposing   the    same 

f:ant  were  made  to  Scotland  as  to 
ngland,  the  amount  paid  would  be 
£98  10«.  I  now  come  to  the  case  of 
Ireland,  for  which  country  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  says  that 
we  do  not  take  any  grant.  Now,  in 
Ireland  the  public  vaccinator  is  also 
the  dispensary  doctor,  and  half  Ms 
salary  is  paid  by  the  State  out  of  the 
Imperial  funds,  where  the  Local  Oo- 
vernmant  Board  approves  of  his  appoint- 
ment. Take  the  whole  question  of 
grants  in  aid  in  England  and  Ireland, 
it  will  be  found  that  Ireland  does  not 
come  out  very  badly.  The  grant  in  aid 
of  salaries  of  medical  officers  in  Ireland 
is  £75,000,  whilst  the  corresponding 
grant  in  England  is  £140,000  ;  and 
if  we  add  to  that  the  payments  to 
public  vaccinators  £16,600,  we  bring 
tbe  total  for  England  to  £166,600. 
This  is  only  a  little  more  than 
double  the  sum  paid  in  Ireland  out  of 
the  Imperial  funds,  and  yet  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  is  only  one-sixth  of 
that  of  England.  If  England  received 
the  same  proportion  that  Ireland  does 
towards  the  cost  of  medical  officers,  the 
sum  paid  would  be  £430,000  instead  of 
£166,000.     Now,  the  hon.  Oentlemau 
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the  Ucmber  for  East  Donegal  put  seve- 
ral queationa  to  me  in  addition  to  the 
one  that  referred  to  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, and  he  asked  what  is  the  standard 
or  gauge  of  aucceasful  vaccination?  Well, 
according  to  the  instructions  issued  with 
reference  to  the  award  of  the  Farlia- 
montary  grant,  no  award  must  he  made 
to  any  vaccinator  unless  the  at^ar  pro- 
duced by  the  operation  is  thoroughly 
well  marked,  and  is  not  leas  than  half  a 
square  inch  in  total  area.  That  ia  what 
is  considered  aucceaaful  vaccination,  en- 
titling a  public  vaccinator  to  a  firet-olas! 
award.  Then  the  hon.  Member  foi 
Eaat  Donegal  aaid  something  about 
lymph.  He  said,  I  think,  that  it  waa 
tiie  virus  of  modified  small-pox.  I 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
definition  as  to  that  point.  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  lymph  which  is  used  for 
vaccination  of  any  kind  has  ever,  withr- 
the  memoir  of  man,  paaaed  through  tl 
human  body.  Dr.  Jenner'a  first  lymph 
was  derived  from  an  animal  source;  and 
the  lymph  which  is  now  sent  out  is  calf- 
lymph.  None  of  the  lymph,  I  aay— at 
all  events,  in  historic  times — has  passed 
through  the  human  body ;  therefore,  I 
cannot  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
any  way  justified  in  calling  the  lymph 
modified  small -pox. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  What 
is  it,  then  ? 

Me.  RITCHIE:  I  am  afraid  I  am 
not  qualified  to  give  the  hon.  Qentleman 
a  medical  opinion  of  what  lymph  is.  I 
have  told  him  whence  it  is  derived,  and 
he  will  see,  from  what  I  have  aaid,  that 
there  is  no  ground  tor  calling  it  modi- 
fied small-pox.  I  must  leave  the  mat- 
ter as  it  stands,  pleading  my  utter  igno- 
rance to  give  anything  like  a  medical 
definition  of  what  lymph  is. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  repudiate  the  answer  given 
byawell-known  witness  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House,  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  two  sources  of  supply  for 
vaccine  matter,  and  that  in  one  case  he 
obtained  it  from  the  cow  with  lymph  of 
emall-pox  ? 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  not  entitled  to 
repudiate  a  statement  that  I  have  not 
aeen.  I  am  not  responaible  for  this 
statement.  I  can  only  tell  the  hon. 
Qentleman  what  my  information  is  at 
the  preaent  time.  I  cannot  attempt  to 
reconcile  what  the  hon.  Member  refers 
Hr.  Eiithit 


to  with  the  information  I  have  received. 
As  to  the  diseases  contracted  by  vaccina- 
tion, they  are  said  to  be  ayphilii, 
tubercle,  and  ecrofala.  Well,  750,000 
are  vaccinated  annually,  and  not  a  single 
case  has  come  before  the  Board  of  com- 
muaicalion  of  either  diaease  through 
vaccination.  I  am  told,  on  good  autho- 
rity, that  among  the  last  6,000,000  of 
English  vaccinations  no  caae  of  syphilis 
has  come  to  light. 

Db.    tanner   (Cork    Co.,    Mid): 
Have  any  been  sought  for  ? 

Me.  RITCHIE  :  It  is  certain  that  if 
cases  could  he  substantiated  they  would 
be  produced  and  placed  before  the  Local 
Qovernment  Beard.    We  are  constantly 
receiving    reports  of   caaea    of   iojnry, 
and  we   make  it  a  practice  to  inquire 
into  every  case  laid  before  us.     There 
certainly  has  not  been  a  single  case  in 
which  any  allegation  as  to  communica- 
tion of  syphilis  by  vaccination  which  hss 
been  made  has  been  substantiated  afler 
full  inquiry.    I  do  not  for  a  moment 
deny  that  cases  of  injury,aQdof  death, 
unhappily,  do  occur ;  but  tbeir  number, 
looking  at  the  number  of  children  vac- 
cinated, is  exceedingly  small.     I  think 
something  like  290  cases  have  occurred 
in  five  years— from  1881  to  1885.  Tho« 
are  all  the  deaths  that  have  been  re^s- 
tered  as  being  due  to  vaccination.    The 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Donegal  knows  quite  well  that  one  ol 
the  most  fruitful  sourcea  of  these  deaths 
is   erystpslas,  after  the  operation   has 
been   performed;    and  he  also  knows 
this — that  erysipelas  may  be,  and  very 
often  is,  oontractod  not  as  any  result  of 
vaccination  itself,  bnt  from  the  fact  of  a 
wound    existing    in  the  arm  and  the 
patient  who  is  operated  upon  passing 
through  an  atmosphere   of  eryaipelsa. 
We  invariablymake  inquiries  into  cases 
of   that  kind  when  they  arise,  and  in 
almost  every  case  we  are  able  to  discover 
the  cause  of  the  attack  of  erysipelas, 
and  to  show  that  it  haa  not  been  by  any 
means  caused  by  the  operation  itself. 
In  these  cases  almost  any  scratch — cer> 
tainly,  any  wound,  however  inflicted— 
would  have  led  to  the  disease  bring 
communicated  just   as   readily  as  the 
operation  of  vaccination. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Then,  why  scratch  ths 
children  f 

Mb.  RITOHZE:  Because,  I  presume, 
the  operation  cannot  be  performed  with- 
out it.    Do  I  understand  the  hon.  Mem- 
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1)«r  to  hold  that  Taccinalion  shonld  not 
take  place  because  that  ia  what  it  comes 
to? 

Mb.  PICTON:  Not  compuleorily. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  :  It  is  not  a  queBtion 
oi  oompalaion  at  all.  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  eaja — "Whyaoratoh  the  arm?" 
That  is  to  say,  why  perform  the  opera- 
tion at  all?  Well, ifl  the  hoD. Member 
prepared  to  abolish  vacoination  ?  I  do 
not  suppose  be  is  prepared  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kitd. 

Mb.  PIOION:  The  rigbt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  describing  the  oanae  of  sry- 
aipelas.  He  said  a  mere  scratob  would 
oanse  it  in  delicate  children.  Then  I 
■aid — "  Whysoratch  them?" 

Mb.  filTOHIE :  I  never  said  a  word 
about  delicate  children.  It  does  not  at 
all  follow  that  because  a  child  contracts 
erysipelas  that  therefore  it  is  an  un- 
healthy child  in  any  way.  I  am  not 
alluding  to  unhealthy  children.  I 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  (  Mr.  Picton) , 
when  the  result  of  his  obBcrration  was 
put  broadly  before  him,  would  at  once 
get  up  and  repudiate  it.  Just  one  word 
with  reference  to  Leicester,  the  condition 
of  which  town  be  has  quoted  as  an 
example  of  the  satisfactory  result  of 
non-compulsory  vaccination.  The  hon. 
Member  knows  quite  well  that,  so  far  as 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  any 
jurisdiction  in  tbe  matter,  they  are  always 
aTerse  to  the  law  being  pushed  to 
extremities.  We  have  again  and  again 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  Guardians  to 
the  fact  that  when  their  prosecutions 
degenerate  into  perseoutions,  so  far  from 
doing  good  they  do  a  great  deal  of  harm. 
But  we  cannot  take  away  by  action  of  the 
Local  Government  Board — we  cannot  see 
our  way  to  taking  away  from  the  Gnar- 
disiiB  the  responsibility  of  judging  of 
eases  which  responsibility  shouldreet  on 
themselves.  Something  has  been  said 
of  the  case  of  Charles  Hayward,  who 
has  been  again  and  again  fined  for  non- 
TaeoinatioQ.  Well,  1  regret  that  case 
should  have  arisen.  I  felt  regret  so 
much  that  I  sent  an  Inspector  down 
to  tite  Guardians,  in  addition  to  all 
the  letters  we  have  written  to  them. 
The  Evesham  letter,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows,  has  been  sown  broadcast 
amongst  all  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
conveying  the  views  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  In  addition  to  that,  I  sent 
down  an  Inspeotor  to  see  the  Guardians, 
and  ask  them  whether  the  coarse  which 
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they  tbought  it  necessary  to  poreue  with 
reference  to  Oharles  Hayward  ought  to 
be  pursued.  What  was  the  representa- 
tion that  was  made  to  us?  Why,  that 
this  was  a  case  whioh  was  flung  at  our 
head  by  the  Anti- Vaccination  Society. 
This  Charles  Hayward  acknowledged 
that  all  the  fines  werepaid  by  the  Ant!, 
Vaccination  Society.  He  bad  set  himself 
up  to  Eght  the  Guardians,  and  to  defy 
the  law  as  represented  by  the  Board  >: 
Guardians.  Well,  we,  having^the  respou- 
sibility  cast  on  our  shoulders  iu  this 
matter,  must  act  on  our  own  judgment, 
and  do  what  we  think  best  to  see  that 
the  law  is  carried  out.  I  felt  that  this 
Board  of  Guardians  was  most  conscien- 
tious in  the  performance  of  the  duty 
devolving  ou  them,  and  I  did  not  con- 
sider that  my  powers  went  beyond  what 
I  undertook  to  do,  to  show  to  them  that 
in  certain  cases  they  ought  to  serioosly 
consider  whether  the  law  is  more  likely 
to  be  respected  by  operations  of  that 
hind  or  the  reverse.  Having  done  that, 
I  left  the  matter  to  them,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  having  heard  the  ex- 
planation they  had  to  offer,  I  think 
there  is  an  immense  deal  to  say  for  the 
course  they  have  taken.  I  was  going  to 
say  one  word  about  Leicester.  The  hon. 
Gentle  man  who  preceded  theGentieman 
who  now  sits  for  Leicester  in  1883  gave 
ae  an  illustration  of  the  feeling  against 
vaccination  the  condition  of  the  town  of 
Montreal.  Mr.  Taylor  said  that  only 
five  years  before  the  Town  Hall  at  Mont- 
real was  raced  to  the  ground,  to  show 
that  people  would  not  endure  vaceiua- 
tion.  No  doubt,  up  to  that  time,  Montreal 
had  been  singularly  free  from  small- 
pox. Bat  in  1889  an  epidemic  reached 
the  town.  It  commenced  in  August, 
and  during  that  year  3,164  deaths  took 
place  in  a  population  of  167,500,  or  at 
the  rate  of  18,880  per  1,000,000.  In 
one  ward  of  the  city  the  deaths  were  at 
the  rate  of  33,650  per  1,000,000.  As 
regards  Leicester,  the  authorities  there 
have  a  small-pox  hospital  outside  the 
town,  and  though  it  is  a  fact  that  only  one 
death  has  occurred  in  the  town  from 
the  disease  in  10  years,  there  have  been 
during  that  period  10  deaths  in  the 
borough  hospital. 

Mb.  FICTON  :  Where  do  the  patients 
come  from  ? 

Mb.  ItlTCHIE :  No  doubt,  the  autho- 
rities in  Leicester  do  exercise  an  immense 
amount  of  precaution  with  reference  to 
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small-pcz.     Whenever  there  is  the  lesstj  to.      Well,  that  Committea  went  veiy 
reason  to  believe  that  Bmall-pox  has   aearchingl;  into  the  vbole  qaestion  ol 


broken  out,  the  patient  la  removed  at 
once  to  the  hospital,  and  not  only  the 
patient,  but  everyone  in  the  house,  and 
the  authorities  immediately  proceed  to 
Tacciuate  and  re-vaccinate  each  pereon. 
Mb.  PICTON;  I  contradict  that. 
What  they  do  is  to  clean  up  the  house, 
sanitate  it,  and  put  it  into  proper  order. 
Mk.  BITGHIE  :  I  am  very  sorry  to 
have  laid  such  a  charge  at  the  door  of 
the  Local  Authorities.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, no  doubt,  is  most  justly  indignant ; 
but  that  is  my  information.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  clean  up  the  house  as 
Tell ;  but  I  tbiob,  if  the  hon.  Member 
makes  inquiries,  he  will  find  out  that 
they  vaccinate  and  re- vaccinate  everyone 
in  the  bouse  in  which  the  infection  has 
broken  out.  The  hon.  Member  will  not 
deny  this,  that  every  person  who  has 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  hos- 
pital in  Leicester  —  medical  officers, 
inspectors,  nurses,  matron,  doorkeepers 
—are  all  vaccinated  and  re-vaccinated. 

Mk.  FICTON  :   That  is  the  fauk  of 
the  doctors. 

Mb.  BITCHIE:  No  doubt;  and  a 
very  wise  precaution  to  take.  My  infor- 
mation is  that  the  greatest  precautions 
are  taken  in  Leicester  with  reference  to 
the  isolation  of  cases  of  small  pos  when 
they  do  occur,  and  that  every  precaution 
is  taken  to  vaccinate  and  re-vaccinate 
everyone  who  comes  within  the  area  of 
the  infecticoi  of  those  who  have  been 
suffering.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is 
any  other  point  that  has  been  alluded  to 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  to  which  I 
have  not  referred.  There  was,  I  think, 
only  one  thing  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
suggested,  and  that  was  that  there  should 
bea  Oommiesion  of  Inquiry.  Well,IhBve 
very  grave  doubts  whether  any  Commis- 
sion the  House  could  appoint  would  have 
the  least  effect  in  getting  rid  of  the  pre- 
judioes  of  those  who  are  now  opposing 
vaccination.  I  do  not  believe  you 
could  bring  forward  a  single  medi- 
cal man  of  any  eminence  whatever  be- 
fore a  fioyal  Commission  to  gtve  evi- 
dence in  fovonr  of  abolishing  vaccina- 
tion. I  do  not  know  a  single  man 
amongst  the  Jennera,  Listers,  or  Gulls 
who  would  be  prepared  to  come  forward 
and  say  one  single  word  against  vaccina- 
tion. The  Committee  of  I87I,  presided 
over  by  Mr.  Forstar,  has,  been  alluded 
Mr.  Ritehie 


vaccination,  and  I  do  not  know  that  any- 
thing has  occurred  since  whiob  wonld 
seem  to  demand  further  inquiry.  The 
medical  officers  of  the  L/Ocal  Govern- 
ment Boardare,  perhaps,  the  most  skilled 
in  matters  of  this  kind  of  any  medical 
men  throughout  England  ;  and  though 
tbey  are  taunted  with  their  ofiBcial  con- 
nection with  the  (Government,  and 
though  it  is  said  that  wl»t  they  say  and 
what  they  do  is  said  and  done  in  their 
own  interests  and  not  in  the  iDterests  of 
the  public,  I  venture  to  think  that  Dr. 
Buchanan  and  those  who  give  evidence 
in  favour  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  are  altogether  oblivious  to  their 
own  interests.  These  geutlemen  are  al- 
together above  reproach,  and  they,  with 
99  out  of  every  100  of  the  thinking 
men  of  the  country,  are  unequivocally 
in  favour  of  vaccination.  I  confess  that 
I  cannot  see  the  slightest  chauce  of  sncb 
an  inquiry  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford 
having  the  least  effect  on  the  minds  of 
the  Buti- vaccinators.  I  do  not  believe  it 
would  deprive  us  of  one  ungle  opponent 
whom  ve  now  have  the  misfortune  to 
meet.  I  am  afraid  I  have  trespassed 
somewhat  unduly  and  long  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  I  have  only 
touched  very  lightly  on  the  various 
points  that  have  been  raised.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  I  had  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  going  more  fully  into  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  hope  I  have  satisfied  the 
Committee  that  they  would  not  act 
wisely  in  refusing  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment the  Vote  we  ask  for. 

Mb.A.M'ARTHUR  (Leicester):  Idid 
not  intend  to  intrude  upon  the  time  of  the 
Committee  ;  but  I  desire  to  reply  to  one 
observation  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  tbe 
Local  Qovemraent  Board.  I  understood 
bim  to  say  that  all  the  oaseeof  small-pox 
treated  in  the  Leicester  Hospital  came 
from  the  town  of  Iieicester;  but  that  is 
not  the  fact.  We  have  traced  each  case 
to  its  source,  and  we  have  found  tAiem 
to  come  from  Birmingham  and  other 
outside  places.  The  cases  have  been 
taken  into  the  hospital ;  they  have  been 
subjected  to  the  sanitary  arrangements 
to  which  reference  has  been  made,  and 
the  disease  has  not  re-appeared.  I  am 
not  aware  of  a  single  instance  in 
Leicester  in  which  a  fresh  cose  has  arisen 
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c    owing  to  infeolioii  laft  behind  hy  a  ease 
t     sent  to  tbe  hospital ;  and  if  that  amount 
!.    of  suocess  attends  the  etringeitt  applica- 
I      tion  of  precautionary  measures  in  Leices- 
ter, why  ehould  it  not  happen  in  other 
tomis?    I    am   not  diepoaed  to    argue 
I     against  raccination.     On  the  contrary,  I 
believe  it— as  is  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — to   be  of  great  value.       I 
hare  had  all  my  own  family  vauoinated 
and  re-vaccinated,  and  I  belieTe  that 
where  the  operation  is  performed  with 
pure  lymph  and  upon  healthy  children 
the  effect  is  generally  good,   and  if  I 
conld  be  perauaded  that  vaccination  ie 
in  all  cases  a  certain  preTsntatiTe    of 
smalUpoE  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to 
vote  in  favour  of  ooinpuls<»y  vaccination. 
But  I  have  known  many  oases  where, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  himself 
admitted,   injury  has   been    done    and 
death    has   resulted    from  vaccination. 
That  being  so,  although  I  am  in  favour 
of  vaccination  individually,  I  feel  that 
I  cannot  cansoicDtiousIy  vote  for  it  in  a 
compulsory  form.      I  hope  I  am  not 
transgressing  your  ruling,  Sir,  in  saying 
that  I  have  read  a  great  deal  about  this 
question,  and  have  heard  a  great  deal 
about   it,  and   that   whenever  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  medical 
men    I  have  asked  their   opinion  with 
regard  to  it.     I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
in   the  vast  m^ority    of   cases,    that 
opinion  has  baen  in  favour  of  vaccination ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  also,  that  I  have 
known  oases  in  which  medical  men  of 
high  standing  have  disagreed  with  that 
view  and  have  been  opposed  to  vacci- 
nation altogether.    I  recollect  some  time 
ago  asking  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
30  years  in  the  profession  for  his  opinion 
upon  this  question,  and  his  reply  was 
— "If  you  ask  me  for  my  candid  opinion, 
it  is  that  nine-tenths  of  all    the  skin 
diseases  that  we  have  in  this  country 
arise,  directly  or  indireotly.from  vaccina- 
tion."    Weil,  I  quite  eadorse  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  others,   that  the  medical  men   of 
this  country  are  of  high  standing  and 
of  high  honour,  and    that    no  charge 
has   been    brought  against  them  as  a 
whole ;  but  in  the  case  I  refer  to,  where 
a  medical  gentleman  told  me  he  believed 
□iae-tentbs  of  the  skin  diseases  of  the 
counti^  wsro  due  to  vaccination,  I  asked 
him  what  he  did  with  his  own  children, 
and  he  said — "  I  do  not  vaooiDate  them." 


I  pressed  bim  why  he  did  not  discuss 
the  matter  in  the  papers,  and  why  be 
did  not  speak  out  oa  the  subject,  and 
his  reply  was— "I  do  not  feel  disposed 
to  take  that  extreme  step.  I  am  a 
public  vaccinator,  and  the  post  is  worth 
a  good  deal  to  me."  Therefore,  the 
opinions  of  medical  men  are  to  be 
qualified  by   the   fact   that   they   are 

rid  for  their  Barvices  aa  vaccinators, 
may  say,  with  reference  to  Leicester 
and  other  towns  as  well,  that  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement.  He 
states  what  be  has  heard ;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  his  informants  are  altogether 
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parents  in  Leicester  who  would  not 
allow  their  children  to  be  vaccinated 
on  any  terms,  as  they  are  conBcientiousIy 
opposed  to  it.  There  are  now  in  the 
town  between  20,000  and  30,000  people 
unvaccinated.  Ever  since  I  have  been 
in  Leicester  I  have  heard  it  said  that 
the  time  will  come  when  the  town  will 
suETer  for  this  disregard  of  vaccination ; 
but  we  have  never  relaxed  our  sanitary 
precautions,  and  the  outbreak  which  has 
been  threatened  has  never  come,  and, 
I  trust,  never  will  come.  I,  therefore, 
say  that  this  Yote  ia  one  wbiob  cannot 
be  defended  on  any  right  principle, 
and  therefore  I  shall  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Sib  UGHTEED  KAT-SHTJTTLE- 
WOHTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe):  I 
merely  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  opening  and  concluding 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Bttchie).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  opening  part  of 
his  speech,  admitted  that  the  opposition 
to  compulsory  vaccination  was  not  de- 
creasing, and  he  said  he  should  not  be 
surprised  at  its  increasing,  because  of 
ths  gross  misrepresentations  dissemi- 
nated amongst  the  public.  I  would  ask 
what  is  the  proper  way  of  meeting  this 
misrepresentation  amongst  the  public, 
which  has  a  tendency  to  cause  agitation 
of  this  kind  to  increase  ?  Is  it  not  by 
the  measure  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
— namely,  by  the  institution  of  a  public 
inquiry  of  a  character  calculated  to  com- 
mand public  confidence,  whose  concln- 
eiona  would  be  received  not  as  the  oon- 
olusions  of  prejudioed  persons,  bat  as 
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those  of  porsoQS  appointed  bMause  of 
their  impartiality  and  fitness  to  conduct 
the  inquirf ,  and  becaaee  of  their  capa- 
bility of  ascertaining  the  truth.  The 
right  bon.  Oentleman  has  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  the  medical  offloers  of 
the  Local  GoTernment  Board  are  entitled 
to  the  greatest  cooGdeoce.  I  would  not 
say  a  word  against  that  view  of  thi 
right  faon.  Gentleman ;  but  what  I  wish 
to  point  out  to  him  and  to  the  Com- 
mittee is  thia — that  those  who  have 
strong  opinions  or,  it  may  be,  prejud:' 
on  this  subject — and  I  do  not  propose  to 
decide  whether  or  not  they  are  justiSed 
in  those  prejudices — naturally  do  not 
regard  the  utterances  of  an  official  of  a 
Department  like  that  presided  oyer  by 
the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  in  the  same 
way  as  they  would  regard  the  decision 
of  a  Commission  constituted  in  the  man- 
ner recommended  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford.  The  offloers 
of  the  Board  are  held  to  be  committed, 
to  ft  great  extent,  to  certain  opinions. 
Early  in  hia  career  Dr.  Simon  committed 
himself  to  opinions  which  cannot  now 
be  maintained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  present  officers  of  the  Board. 
It  is  natural  that  the  public,  or  that  por- 
tion of  the  public  who  are  Buspicious  on 
this  subject,  should  regard  any  views 
put  forward  by  such  officials  with  sus- 

ficion.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  stated  that  prosecutions  have  a  ten- 
dency sometimes  to  degenerate  into  per- 
secutions. Is  it  not  possible  that  there 
may  be  an  advantage  in  having  an  in- 
quiry, inasmuch  as  it  may  show  why 
prosecutions  are  apt  to  degenerate  into 
pereecutton  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  himself  described  to  the  Committee 
how  circumstances  have  occurred  which 
have  rendered  it  desirable  for  him  to 
send  down  Inepectora  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  remonstrate  with  the 
Local  Authorities  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  carry  out  the  law  for  the 
enforcement  of  vaccination.  All  these 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  the  conrse  of  this  debate  seem  to 
mo  to  illu&trate  the  osistence  of  scepti- 
cism in  the  minds  of  many  people,  and 
doubts  in  the  minds  of  many  more,  as  to 
the  value  of  the  law  of  compulsory  vac- 
cination. They  seem  to  me  to  show  the 
wisdom,  which  I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gen< 
tleman  will  himself  admit,  of  instituting 
another  of  those  inqoiries  which  have 
Sir  Ughtrtd  Kay-Shutihivorih 
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been  held  from  time  to  time,  and  of 
taking  care  that  it  is  one  appointed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  command  public  con- 
fidence.    I  am  going  to  bo  very  care- 
ful myself  not  to  express  any  opinion  of 
my  own  on  the  euoject  of  the  present 
law.     I    wish    myself    to     reserve    my 
opinion  until  some  inquiry  of  this  kind 
has  been  held.    I  will  boldly  say,  i^ree* 
ing  with  what  the  hon.    Member  for 
Bedford  has  said  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that,  personally,  I  regard  vacd- 
nation   as   being,    to  a  large   extent,  « 
preventive  of  small-pox,  and  therefore 
of  great  value  ;  for  we  all  know  what  a 
frightful  disease  small-pox  is.      It   has 
been  described    as  the    most  hideous, 
loathsome,  and  fatal  disease,  sare,  per- 
haps, hydrophobia,  which  can    possibly 
affect  the  human  system.  My  contention 
is    that    the     right    hon.     Oentleman 
has    shown  by  his   observations   that 
there  is  a  cause  for  such  an  inquiry  as 
that  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford ;  and  I  will  not  say  any  more 
than  press  upon  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  considering  very 
carefully  whether  it  would  not  be  better, 
in  the  interests  of  the  views  they  have 
themselves  taken  of  this  matter,   that 
there  should  he  a  full  and  impartial  in- 
quiry.   Let  me  point  out  this  in  conclu- 
sion. Suppose  that  such  an  impartial  in- 
quiry by  a  Commission  so  constituted  as 
tocommand  public  confidence  is  held,  and 
results  in  the  complete  justification  and 
maintenance  of  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  present  law  is  ft  good 
law  and  ought  to  be  continued.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  hands  would  bs 
strengthened  enormously.    He  eays  that 
not   ft    single   fanatic    anti- vaccinator 
would  be  converted.    That  may  be  true ; 
but  there  are  many  people  who  bang  upon 
the  skirts  of  the  fanatica  who  strongmen 
a  movement  such  as  this  anti-vaccination 
agitation  by  their  sober  and  senuble 
support,  and  these  people,  I  take  it, 
would  be  greatly  influenced  by  the  result 
of  such  an  investigation. 

Dn.  OAMEKON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  have  come  to  my  owm  conclusion  con- 
cerning the  value  of  vaccination,  and 
have  come  to  it  not,  as  most  men,  too 
blindly  and  on  simple  anthority,  bnt 
after  careful  analysis  of  the  most  de- 
tailed statistics  of  SO  years'  experieoce ; 
and  I  am  the  more  itrengtheoed  in  the 
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::     conclusion  I  have  arrived  at  after  that 

examination  into  the  eubjet^,  because  I 

=    find  that  the  laws  which,  on  examination 

r     of  these  statistics,  appear  to  rersal  vac- 

■  cination  as  a  remedy  for  the  proreation  of 

■  small-pox,  tally  with  the  general  pnn- 
ciplsB  in  the  laws  which  haye  since  been 

:  diaonvered  with  regard  to  the  action  of 
[  vaccinators  in  general.  Now,  Sir,  these 
inqniriee  on  the  subject  ha?e  left  me  no 
doubt  whatever  as  to  the  protective 
natnre  of  vaccination — no  donbt  as  to 
the  efficacy  of  vaccines  in  a  number  of 
diseases,  and  as  to  their  protective 
influence  in  connection  with  small-pos  in 
particular.  But  I  have  always  thought 
that  the  question  of  compulsion  and  ad- 
ministration is  not  a  medical  question  at 
all,  and  that  it  is  a  matter  which  should 
ba  left  in  the  hands  of  laymen.  At  the 
same  time,  I  have  never  had  any  practical 
doubt  about  compulsion.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  admit  that  it  is  not  a  medical 
question,  but  is  a.  question  of  adminis' 
tration  to  bs  looked  into  by  laymen ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  say  I  have  no 
grievance  against  it.  But  what  I  desire 
to  point  out,  or,  rather,  what  induced  me 
to  rise,  was  the  remark  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Gktvemment  to  find  some 
means  of  reconciling  to  the  practice  of 
vaccination  persons  who  do  not  altogether 
approve  of  it,  and  even  some  of  those 
who  are  vehemently  opposed  to  it.  lam 
certain  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the 
matter  himself,  and  would,  instead  of 
making  the  practice  of  vaccination  a  de- 
terrent to  persons  who  ought  to  bs  vacci- 
nated, he  would  try  to  make  it  as  easy  as 
possible  to  go  through  the  process — I 
am  quite  oertain  that  he  would  sweep 
away  the  ohjection  which  exists  to  the 
practice.  Kot  long  ago  I  suocseded  in 
inducing  the  Government  to  set  up 
a  calf-lymph  establishment  in  Lamb's 
Conduit  Street,  where  persons  could  be 
vaccinated  straight  from  tbe  calf.  I  did 
BO  because  I  was  convinced  that  this 
kind  of  vaccination  would  remove  a  great 
many  of  the  difficulties  which  exist  in 
the  case  of  vacdoation  from  the  arm. 
Not  only  was  I  convinced  that  the 
vaccine-lymph  from  the  calf  would 
bo  a  more  perfect  preventative,  but  I 
ur^ed  upon  the  Government  that  a 
number   of   persons  would  be  willing 


to  have  their  children  vaoiiinated  in 
that  way  who  would  not,  perhaps,  be 
wilting  to  subject  their  children  to  vacci- 
nation from  other  children  who  might 
be  supposed  to  be  infected  with  disease. 
Welt,  the  scheme  was  pronounced 
to  be  absolutely  impracticable,  and  all 
sorts  of  objections  were  raised  to  it. 
At  Isast  100  o^ections  were  raised — 
it  was  unreliable,  it  was  this  and 
that  and  the  other.  It  was  not  until 
the  institutiou  was  established  that 
every  one  of  these  objections  was  found 
to  he  dissipated  into  thin  air,  and  that 
the  nature  of  tbe  advantage  of  the  plan 
was  recognized.  What  has  been  the 
result  of  that  institution?  Why,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  number  of  persons 
who  have  been  vaccinated  there  is  enor- 
mously  greater  than  the  number  vacci- 
nated at  any  other  station  in  London. 
The  fact  that  people  can  have  their  chil- 
dren vaccinated  with  calf-lymph  straight 
from  the  calf  removes  from  the  minds 
of  large  numbers  of  people  their  one 
objection  to  vaccination.  Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  thismatter,  and 
act  upon  the  suggestion.  Let  him  not, 
for  Heaven's  sake,  attempt  to  strengthen 
his  case  by  suppressing  facts.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  he  was  quoting  Arom  evi- 
dence supplied  to  him  when  he  said  that 
no  case  is  known  in  which  it  has  been 
conclusively  proved  that  syphilis  has 
been  communicated  by  vaccination.  In 
saying  that  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
committed  himself  to  a  statement  which 
is  altogether  incapable  of  proof.  That 
statement  was  made  for  many  years,  and 
had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that  during 
the  sitting  of  the  Commissioners  there 
was  an  outbreak  of  syphilis,  where  it 
was  clear  that  it  had  been  communi- 
cated by  vaccination,  the  fallacy  would 
never  have  beeu  recanted. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  When  was  that? 

Da.  CAMERON  :  During  the  sitting 
of  the  Commission.  One  hon.  Member, 
in  speaking  upon  this  question,  referred 
to  a  certain  amount  of  the  vaccine 
matter  used  iu  this  country  as  being 
modified  small- pox.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  indignantly  denied 
that  assertion,  and  there  again  his  denial 
was  incorrect.  I  am  not  going  to  deal 
with  theories  on  this  question.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  facis 
referred  to  by  Seely.     As  a  matter  of 


>v  Google 


Supply-  Ciiil  ^COMMONSl  Serpitt  Eaim<U».         1?16 

OTory  town  of  Scotland  where  they  ate 
offered. 

Mr.  BTTCHIE  :  You  have  got  oom- 
pulaion  in  Scotland. 

Da.  CAMERON :  Yea ;  but  we  do  not 
Tel;  upon  it;  if  we  did  we  should  put 
ourselves  in  aa  bad  a  state  aa  you  do. 
But  I  Bay  that  inetead   of    compulsioa 
wo  have  persuasion,  and  this  leads  me 
to  a  particular  point  in  the  speech  of  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman.     He  was  chal- 
lenged for  not  affording  in  the  case  of 
the  Scotch  vacciaators  the  aame  indaca- 
ments  for  bringing  about  an  improved 
system   of  vaccination,  and  be  told  ua 
that  when  the  Local  Govemment  Board 
Boheme  was  brought  forward  that  should 
be  done.     I  called  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman's  Predecessor  to 
the    anomaly,    and    it    is    not     at    all 
attempted  to  defend  it.     In  fact,  the 
right  hon.  Gentlcmaa's  Predeoeseor  ad- 
mitted the  anomaly,  and  promised  that 
it  should  be  recti&ed ;  but  from  that  day 
to  this  no  step  has  been  taken   in  tbs 
matter.     I  must  say  that  the  right  ban. 
Gentleman's  facts  as  to  vacotnation  in 
Scotland  were  incorrect.    Aa  a  matterof 
fact,   only  panpera   are  vaccinated  by 
these  officials ;  but  the  public  officer  of 
health  at  the  expense  of  the  town  has  a 
vaccination  establishment  or  public  in- 
stitution—for inatanoe,  "The  Faculties 
of  Physicians  and  Surgeons"   keeps  a 
vaccination  establishment  and  a  number 
of  vaccination  stations  that,  not  paid  for 
out  of  the  poor  rates,  are  supported  at 
the  public  expense.  [  Criei  of*  Divide ! " ) 
Well,  I  do  not  wish  to  help  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  talk  out  the  Yote,  and 
I  will  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  Goni- 
mittee  many  more  moments.     I  desiie 
to  say  that  I  do  not  approve  of  the  sys- 
tem of  Grants  in  Aid  at  all ;  but  when 
you  want  to  make  tham  fair  as  regards 
different  portiona  of  the  Kingdom  yea 
must  make  them  equal  with  regard  to 
those  different  operations,   or  else  do 
away    with   them    altogeUier.      There 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  making  them 
equal.     He  says  there  is  no  authority 
like  the  Local  Government    Board   to 
look  after  the  matter  in  Scotland,  hut 
we  should  adopt  the  same  course  as  to 
this  Vote  in  Scotland  which  is  adopted 

regard  to  the  medical  grant  in  Eng- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sboidd 
compute  the  proportion  which  Scotland 
should  receive,  and  should  distribnte  it 
under  the  present  method. 
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fact,  that  lymph  was  very  widely  dis- 
seminated, and  one  of  the  highest  autho. 
rities  upon  this  subject  —  a  French 
physician  who  is  very  well-known  in 
this  country — declared  that  that  lymph 
was  neither  more  nor  less  than  modified 
small-pox,  and  that,  according  to  his 
experiments,  it  was  by  no  means  certain 
that  it  was  not  contributing  to  amall-pox 
infection.  Now,  I  do  not  endorse  that 
statement,  or  contradict  it;  but  I  say 
that  when  such  an  authority  as  this — 
one  of  the  greatest  authorities  on  the 
science  of  vaccines  in  the  world— does 
not  hesitate  to  take  such  a  view,  I  hold 
that  it  would  not  be  very  dreadful  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  look  into 
the  facts,  and  if  he  sees  that  such  things 
are  the  case,  to  take  steps  to  clear  out  of 
the  country  all  the  questionable  lymph. 
I  maintain  that  that  could  be  very  easily 
done.  There isthiscalf-lymph  inLamb's 
Conduit  Street,  from  the  windows  of 
which  the  entire  stock  of  lymph  in  the 
country  could  be  replaced  in  a  very 
short  space  of  time.  I  will  take  the  case 
of  Leicester.  Now,  I  know  that  the 
medical  authorities  on  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  are  alwa^  trying  to  explain 
away  the  case  of  Leicester ;  but  to  my 
mind  what  is  going  on  in  that  town  is  a 
most  important  experiment,  and  I  am  per. 
feotly  content  to  observe  that  esperimont 
in  connection  with  other  experiments 
that  are  going  on  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  Some  years  ago,  when  there 
was  an  epidemic  of  small-pox  in  London, 
I  called  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Predecessor  to  the  system 
of  vaccination  adopted  in  Scotland  as 
contrasted  with  the  system  adopted  in 
London.  In  Scotland  there  is  general 
vaccination ;  but  from  time  to  time — in 
Glasgow,  for  instance — an  epidemic 
breaks  out,  and  when  such  a  thing 
occurs  every  care  is  taken  to  withdraw 
the  persons  infected,  and  to  allow  the 
authorities  to  give  re-vaccination  to  all 
who  desire  it.  I  have  shown  that  in 
London  nothing  of  the  sort  existed.  I 
showed  that  there  are  no  opportunities 
afforded  for  this  re- vaccination,  and 
where  there  are  opportunities  people  can- 
not avail  themselves  of  them.  I  would 
uige  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  to  trust 
rather  to  facilities  offered  for  vaccination 
and  re- vaccination  than  to  compulsion. 
If  he  did  this  I  am  sure  that  the  Mcilities 
he  would  offer  would  be  lai^ely  availed 
of,  aa  they  are  largely  availed  of  in 
Dr.  Cameron 
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:        Ma.  BITOHIE :  This  ia  done  by  Aot 
of  Parliament. 

Da.  OAMBHON :  Tea ;  it  should  be 
done  by  Act  of  Parliament  one  way  or 
the  other.  It  ia  the  duty  ofthe 
House  to  eee  that  granta  are  given  on 
equitable  principles,  and  if  an  Act  of 
Parliament  provides  for  these  grants 
being  made  on  equitable  principles  he 
sliould  see  that  the  law  is  amended. 
While  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
ceded far  from  the  position  taken  up  by 
hia  FredeoesGor  on  that  Bench  aeren  or 
eight  years  ago,  the  then  President  of 
the  Local  Qovernment  Board  thought 
the  anomaly  was  indefensible,  and  I 
think  be  promised  on  the  very  nest 
Session  to  have  the  matter  sent  up  with 
a  view  of  rectifying  that  anomaly.  As 
it  frequently  happens  when  a  promise 
ie  made  by  a  Qentleman  occupying  a 
aeat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  no  practical 
result  followed.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hitchie)  appears  to  be  abso- 
lutely impenetrable  to  the  just  demands 
made  to  him  in  this  matter.  He  appears 
to  have  no  idea  that  there  ie  any  injus- 
tioe  perpetrated,  and  in  that  respect  I 
think  he  has  shown  signs  of  very  great 
retrogression. 

Dk.  H.  McDonald  {Eobs  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  shall  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee more  than  a  few  moments.  I 
want  to  point  oat,  in  the  first  place,  what 
I  think  is  not  sufficiently  known  to  the 
House  and  to  right  hon.  Oentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  that  ia  that 
the  position  of  many  of  the  public  medi- 
cal officers  in  Scotland  and  public  vacci- 
nators in  England  is  very  much  on  a 

T.IIT.  -Whan    T    WHO    n  nnrfnh    mni^Ir-nl 


bound,  or  ought  to  bo  bound  when  he 
takes  vaccine  lymph  from  a  child,  to 
know  the  history  ofthe  child.  I  regard 
these  Grants  in  Aid  aa  entirely  uselesB.  I 
object  to  them,  in  the  first  place,  because 
they  are  not  given  to  Scotland  or  to  Ire- 
land ;  and  I  object  to  them,  in  the  second 
place,  beoBuea  they  are  given  to  the  same 
gentlemen  year  after  year.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  look  down  the  list 
of  gentlemen  who  get  these  public  grants 
he  will  see  the  same  name  recurs  six, 
seven,  and  10  times.  I  do  not  saythat 
the  inspectors  are  much  at  fault.  Per- 
hapa  they  are  doing  the  work  in  the 
different  districts  better  than  others 
oould ;  but,  at  any  rate,  one  cannot  help 
regarding  it  as  somewhat  suspicious 
that  the  same  men  should  receive  the 
grants  year  after  year.  I  must  vote 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor), 
because  these  grants  are  not  given  to 
Scotland.  I  think  it  would  be  wise  of 
the  Government  to  grant  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  into  the  system  of  public 
vaccination.  I  have  seen  evils  arise 
from  the  system.  I  have  seen  deaths 
follow  vaccination,  but  they  have  not 
been  really  duo  to  vaccination.  If  after 
vaccination  a  child  has  a  skin  disease 
and  dies,  the  mother  and  father  consider 
it  has  died  from  syphilis  produced  by 
vaccination  when  it  has  died  through 
the  sins  of  its  parents.  We  medical 
men  know  very  well  that  syphilis  can 
pass  a  generation — that  you  may  have 
parents  perfectly  free  from  syphilis  all 
their  lives,  and  yet  you  may  find  syphilis 
in  their  children.  All  this  talk  about 
death  from  vanoination  is.   to  mv  mind. 
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may  be  1^0  aball  find,  I  am  sorry  to  aay, 
Leiceater  paylag  aome  of  these  days  a 
lioary  penalty  for  ita  opposition  to,  and 
disregard  of,  the  Toccination  law. 

Dk.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
riae  for  the  purpoae  of  explaining  my 
Tote  on  this  occaaion.  I  intend  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  hou.  Friend  tue 
Hember  for  Eaat  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Oonnor) ;  bat  I  do  bo  eimply  because 
the  Tote  we  are  now  asked  to  pass  is  a 
bonus  conferred  upon  o£Sciala  nir  doing 
their  duty.  To  give  such  a  bonus  ia 
absurd,  and  therefore  I  intend  to  rote 
againat  it.  No  one— no  sane  man,  and 
I  presume  we  are  all  sane  men  here — 
will  deny  the  good  results  which  hare 
attended  vaooiuation.  The  present  gene- 
ration  are  practicaliy  secure  from  that 
terrible  disease  which  ravaged  the  gene- 
ration which  went  before  it.  Every  man 
who  can  recollect  what  happened  a  gene- 
ration or  two  ago  can  tell  us  of  the  won- 
derful changes  which  hare  been  effected 
by  vaccination;  and,  accordingly,  I  am 
very  pleased  to-day  to  hear  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
does  not  support  the  anti-vaccination 
craze.  |^Mr.  AnTHna  O'Connok  dis- 
sented. I  Oh,  I  understood  him  to  say 
BO.  Then  I  bope  the  time  will  soon 
come  when  he  will  withdraw  his  support 
from  this  phantom.  I  must  take  excep- 
tion to  what  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Oovernmeut 
Board  (Mr.  Bitchie)  said  with  regard  to 
the  grant  made  to  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
medical  officers.  He  said  the  grant 
made  to  theae  offioera  was  equal  to  half 
of  theb  aalary,  and  that  it  was  made  to 
them  in  connection  with  vacoination. 
The  Irish  Poor  Law  medical  officers 
have  to  perform  all  the  various  medi- 
cal services,  and  they  are  not  paid 
specially  for  vaccination  serrices.  The 
reverse  is  the  case  in  England.  Public 
vaccinators  here  are  paid  simply  for 
vaccination  work.  People  talk  a  great 
deal  about  the  advisability  of  direct 
vaccination  from  the  calf.  There  is  no 
necessity  whatever  for  keepiug  up  theae 
vaccination  institutions.  Anyone  who 
has  any  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
subject  will  tell  you  that  vaccination 
direct  from  the  calf  is  attended  with 
very  much  graver  results  than  ot^er 
vaccination — that  patients  are  placed  in 
greater  jeopardy  and  danger  by  vacci- 
nation direct  from  the  calf  than  by  vacci- 
nation from  the  individual. 
Ifr.  S.  MeDonaid 


Mr.  JACOB  BBIQBT  (Uandiertw, 
e.W.) :  May  I  ask  you,  Mr.  ConrtMFy, 
if  the  Question  before  the  Committaa  ia 
whether  there  should  be  vacoiDation  fia^ 
the  calf  or  from  the  iodividual  ? 

TheCHAIBMAN;  The  queetioahas 
been  raised  in  illustration  of  the  odiiu* 
nistration  of  this  Vote. 

Dn.   TANNEB:    I    assora   my  ba«. 
Friend  (Mr.    Jacob   Bright)    I    do  a«>« 
intend  to  deal  with  the  matter  in  txUmMy. 
I  merely  want  to  convince  some  hon. 
Qsntlemen  who  apparentiy  are  labocxr- 
ing  under  a  false  impreseion.     IjtA  m* 
give  one  instance  of  ihe  evil  effect  of  o«Lf- 
vaccination,  and  perhaps  that  will  do 
more  than  if  I  were  to  give  them  etatia- 
tics  galore,  as  we  say  in  Irelasd.     Tli« 
case  occurred  during  the  past  year  in 
the  County  of  Cork.     A  ladj  of    bigit 
rank  in  that  county  would  not  allow  b«r 
child  to  be  vaccinated  from  the  lymph 
which  was  taken  from  the  veins  of  ma 
ordinary  child — a  child  of  the  peo[^e- 
What  happened?    She  sent  over  hm 
to  one  of  the  public  vaccine  eetablish- 
ments  and  got  lymph  direct  from  the 
oolf.     This  child  of  the  arietocracy  was 
not,    as  is  very   often  the  case  with 
aristocratic  children,  very  healthy;  it 
got  erysipelas  and  died.    I  asaara  has. 
Gentlemen  that  this  was  the  one  aolitaiy 
cose  in  the  South  of  Ireland  of  a  chiU      | 
being  vaccinated  directly  from  the  calf, 
and  yet  it    was   attended    with    fatal ' 
results.    We  are  to  say  whether  this 
Tote  shall  pass  or  not.    I  say  the  Tote 
is  unnecessary.     Although,  at  the  out- 
set,  vacoination  may  be  neceesary  to 
protect  the  population,  as  time  loUs  oa 
there  is  not  that  absolute  neoesaity  for 
re-vaccination  which  people  appear  to 
think  is  necessary.     The  case  of   the 
North  American  Indiana  has  been  fre- 
quenUy  mentioned.    Theae  people  wen 
not  protected   in    any  case  from   the 
virulence  of  the  disease,   and,  aooord- 
ingly,when  small-pox  appeared  amongst 
them,   it  swept  them  down  wholet^s. 
That  is  not  the  case  in  any  Enropeas 
country,  or  in  this  country.  TacoioatioB 
has  been  in  force  here  for  a  vei;  long 
time,  and,  where  it  has  not  prevented  ths 
disease,  it  has  niodified  its  severity  when 
it  has  broken  out.     This  being  the  cass^ 
we  ought   to  see  a  reduction  of  thii 
Tote,  instead  of  being  asked,  year  after 
year,  to  vote  the  same  sum.    I  give  this 
as  my  second  reason  for  supporting  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  u 
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J.   lis  goes  to  a  Division  on  the  present 
i:    ocoasion.     I  have  only  a  word  to   Bay 
T.  withraapeot  to  the  proposal  that  a  Corn- 
er misuon  of  Inquiry  should  be  appointed. 
:    The  present  Oonserrative  Qovernment 
<;    have    appointed    many    Commisaions ; 
E    sufely  one    Commission   more   or  less 
vill  not  do  any  barm.  There  ia  no  smoke 
,    without  fire,  and  although  I  am  against 
;    the  anti-TSooinatorB,  I  think  that  if  you 
,    appoint  a  good  Commission  to  inquiro 
.    into  the  alleged  grievances  yon  will  cer- 
tainly dissipate  all  the  fears  and  doubts, 
and  restore  confidence  where,   at    the 
present    time,    we  have    nothing    but 
doubtings  and  trepidations.    I  sinoerely 
hope  that  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  will 
be  appointed,  and  that  the  Vote  will  be 
diminished. 

Me.  C  banning  (Northampton,  E. ): 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  this  debate ; 
but  it  IB  only  tight  to  draw  attention  to 
two  pointsin  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Ur.  BJtchiel,  whtohj 
I  think,  as  the  Bepresentative  of  a  con- 
stituency interested  in  this  matter,  I  am 
entitled  to  do.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man threw  doubt  upon  the  connection  of 
syphilis  with  raccination.  But,  if  that 
ware  so,  I  shonld  like  to  know  how 
it  is  that  ia  the  instmctions  which 
have  recently  been  issued  to  the  public 
vaccinators,  the  public  Taooioators  are 
especially  directed  to  give  their  closest 
attention  to  the  state  of  the  children 
from  whom  they  take  the  lymph,  to  as- 
certaiD  whether  they  are  free  from 
syphilis  or  not?  These  instruotions 
amount  to  an  official  recognition  of  the 
risk,  and  it  is  because  of  the  re- 
cognition in  official,  as  well  as  other 
sources  of  the  danger  of  other  diseases 
being  communicated  by  vaocination,  that 
there  is  this  objection  to  the  system. 
Mj  second  point  is  this.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  challenged  to  state 
exactly  what  was  the  standard  and  the 
gauge  upon  which  these  bonuses  and 
rewards  to  public  vaocinatars  were  to  be 
assessed ;  and  what  be  said  practically 
was  that  the  size  of  the  scar  which  the 
public  TSocinators  produced  was  the 
gauge.  I  should  thick  the  best  plan 
would  be  to  wait  for  six  months  or  a 
year,  and  to  give  the  reward  to  the 
pablio  vaooinator  who  had  then  the 
smallest  number  of  children  who  had 
become  ill  oa  his  hands.  A  great  objec- 
tion felt  to  the  system  of  which  these 
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Sir,  it  bos  not  been  possible  to  legislate 
dnring  tbe  present  year,  with  a  view  of 
redressing  the  groas  inequalities  wbich 
at  present  exist  between  tbe  poor  rate 
of  the  poor  distriote  of  London  and  tbe 

nr  rate  of  tbe  rioher  districts  of  Lon- 
,  and  I  shall  never  be  content  until 
tbe  cost  of  pauperism  in  London,  being 
a  common  interest  of  the  Metropolis,  is 
defrayed  by  an  equal  rate  over  the  whole 
area.  My  chief  intention  ia  to  oall  at- 
tention to  one  item  of  expenditure  which 
is  defrayed  out  of  what  is  called  the  Me- 
tropolitan Common  Poor  Fund.  I  refer 
to  the  rations  of  tbe  officers  of  work- 
houses. It  is  a  question  to  which  I  called 
attention  in  Supply  last  year.  I  com- 
plain that  tbe  Loc^  QoTorament  Board, 
having  imposed  upon  it  the  statutory  duty 
of  fixing  a  scale  in  accordance  with 
which  tbe  cost  of  rations  is  to  be  paid 
out  of  this  Fund,  has  fixed  a  scale  wbicb 
is  not  a  reasonable  and  a  proper  scale ; 
tbey  have  fixed  a  scale  whereby  every 
principal  ofBcer  is  allowed  12*.  a-week, 
and  every  subordinate  ofBcer  7«.  a-week. 
Since  I  last  addressed  the  Committee 
upon  this  subject,  I  am  bappy  to  say  that 
the  scale  has  been  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  (Mr.  Bitcbie). 
I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  he 
has  fixed  the  scale  as  regards  tbe 
principal  officers  at  the  old  rate- 
namely,  l'2«.— but  he  has  raised  the 
scale  with  reference  to  the  subordi- 
nate officers  from  7*.  to  8«.  9d.  I  am 
very  grateful  to  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man lor  what  he  has  done.  It  has  re- 
lieved my  constituents  in  Bethnal  Green 
of  a  good  many  hundreds  of  pounds  per 
annum,  as  it  has  also  relieved  the  con- 
stituents who  are  represented  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
himself.  But  my  contention  is  that  tbe 
right  hon. Gentleman  basnet  carried  his 
revision  quite  f^r  enough.  Last  year  I 
drew  his  attention  to  the  actual  cost  of 
these  rations  in  two  East  Eai  consti- 
tuencies. In  my  own  constituency  of 
Bethnal  Green  the  actual  cost  of  the 
rations  of  the  principal  officers  and  sub- 
ordinate  officers  together  ia  IS*,  ad. 
a-head,  and  in  Shoreditoh  it  is  13*.  9<i. 
a-head.  Now,  even  after  the  revision  for 
which  we  are  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  tbe  amount  per  head  allowed 
out  of  the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor 
Fund  is  only  9*.  a-head,  so  that  the  rate- 
payers of  Bethnal  Green  are  paying  oat 
Mr.  PithngiU 


W.  rates  3*.  8<(.  a- bead,  asd.  Sk 
I  of   Shoreditch    are   p^ysw^  I 
head.     I  want   to  Monrti^  1 
right  hon.  Gendeman — aad  1  1 
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of  the  local  rates  3*.  id.  a-head,  asd  dv  , 
ratepayers  of   SI 
4*.  %d.  a-head. 
from  ihe  right 
have  given  liin 
of  tbe  questions  which  I  propose  to  m- 
dress  to  him — I  want  to  asccrtaiii    fa«« 
he  has  arrived  at  the  praaent  aoal^     \ 
want  to  know  whether  he  haa  tsko^  <^* 
absolutely  lowest  cost  of  ratJona  tluoaish' 
out  the  Metropolitan TTDions,  or  wl>«i<lii  i 
hehastakenthe  averageof  aoartain  la'Hic- 
ber  of  the  lowest  cases ;  and  if  h»    laa« 
adopted  the  latter  oourse,   I   waafc    ^i 
know   upon  how  many  caaea  Ii»     kas 
formed  his  average,  and  what  ax9   tfei 
names  of  the  Unions  he  baa  takena   ts 
form  the  average  ?    I  should  alao  1£J^ 
to  know  what  is  tbe  higbeet  actual  ooat 
throughout    the  Metropolitan    TJoions. 
what  js  the  lowest  cost,  and  what  ia  tJia 
average  cost?    I  am  alsoa  little  curioaa    . 
to  know  what  is  the  cost  of   tbe  S&   i 
Q«orge's  Union  itself  ?  I  press  the  rigte   ] 
hon.    Gentleman    with     this    questiom. 
Does  be  contend  that  the  Uetropohtaa 
Board  of  Guardians,  exeroiaiiig  fair  aad 
reasonable  economy  in  thia  matter,  need 
not  exceed  the  scale  which  is  laid  don, 
or,  upon  the  other  hand,  does  he  ohaig* 
the  Guardians  of  Bethnal  Qreea  and 
Shoreditch,  who,  respeotiTely,    expcad 
St.  8^.  and  4*.  9d.  more  than  tbe  aeali^      i 
with  extravagance  F     Sir,  tharo  ar«  oas       ] 
or  two  other  qasstions   upon  whidi  I 
desire  to  get  information  from  the  rig^ 
hon.  Gentleman.    My  attention  haa  beta 
drawn  to  the  great  diaorepancieB  in  tbe 
cost  per  head  of  the  children  edneatsd 
indifferent  pauper  schools  in  conneettoa 
with  the  Metropolitan  Unions.     In  tlu 
Report  of  I882lfindan  analysis  of  suck        ' 
expenditure,  and  I  invite  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  eztzaerdi- 
nary,  as  it  seems  to  me,  ^sorepanoy  be- 
tween the  cost  of  educating  a  panos 
child  ia  one  school  and  tbe  cost  of  edn- 
cating  a  pauper  child  in  another  school. 
At  the  head  of  the  list  there  is  a  trainiDg 
ship   Exmovth.     I   should  expect  that, 
owing  to  oauBH  wbicb  I  need  not  ex- 
plain, the  cost  of  education  on  board  tbt 
Exntouth  would  be  very  high,  and  there- 
fore I  do  not  rely  very  much  upon  that 
case.     The  actual  cost  per  boy  in  the 
training  ship  Exntouth  is  £38  per  annum. 
But,  then,  1  come  to  a  pauper  school 
proper,  the  South  Metropolitan  School 
at  Heme  Bay.    The  total  cost  per  head 
is  stated  to  be  aomething  oret  £31,    I 
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■'^  will  not  woary  the  Committoe  by  giving 
'-  the  intSTVening  iustancen;  but  I  nill 
^  '  take  the  lowest   in    the   scale,   which 

'■'■'>  The  chairman :  Order,  order! 
'''-  Perh&pe  the  hon.  Oentleman  will  indi- 
'^  cate  how  this  queation  is  connected  with 
•  "  the  Local  OoTemment  Board  ? 
■^-  Mb.  PI0KER8GILL  :  My  object  ia 
•"  to  draw  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa'a  at- 
-I  tention  to  the  cost  in  order  that  in 
X-  accordance  with  what  I  understand  to 
••  be  part  of  the  function  of  the  Board,  he 
:  may  oommunicate  with  the  various 
!     authorities. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  It  is  entirely  beyond 
the  province  of  the  Local  Govemment 
BoaM. 

Mb;PI0KBSSOILL:  I  was  under  the 
impression  it  was  one  of  the  functions  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board  to  look 
very  closely  into  cases  where  there  is 
great  diecrepanoyin  the  cost  of  perform- 
ing the  different  services ;  but  I  will 
submit  to  your  ruling,  Sir,  and  leave  the 
question.  There  is  one  other  question 
which  I  think  will  come  within  the  cog- 
nizance of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  it  is  the  question  of  outdoor  relief. 
Now,  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
very  large  powers  of  supervision  with 
regard  to  outdoor  relief.  I  quite  admit 
that  outdoor  relief  requires  to  be  very 
closely  watched,  but  I  am  also  convinced 
that  in  the  present  circumstances  out- 
door relief  cannot  be  altogether  dis- 
pensed with.  My  object  in  referring  to 
this  question  is  to  impress  upon  the 
ti^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  importance  of 
not  breaking  up  a  decent  home,  where  it 
exists,  by  sending  the  family  into  the 

workhouse.     Upon  this  point  I  will 

Mb.  BITCHIE  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  is  now 
raising  a  question  over  which  the  Local 
O'OTemment  Board  have  no  jurisdiction. 
The  Guardians  of  the  Poor  are  respon- 
Bible  to  their  electors,  and  they  adminis- 
ter relief,  some  in  one  way  and  eome  in 
another — some  give  no  outdoor  relief, 
and  others  do.  We  have  no  control  in 
the  matter. 

Me.  PICKER8GILL:  The  I^cal 
Government  Board  certainly  issue  statu- 
tory orders  under  which  the  Ouardiane 
act  ;  and,  therefore,  subject  to  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  or  two  more  upon  this  question. 
Thb  chairman  :  If,  as  I  under- 
atond,  the  Local  Goverment  Board  can- 
VOL.  OOOXVU.    [thibd  eraiBs.] 


not  override  the  discretion  of  the  Guar- 
dians in  the  matter  of  outdoor  relief,  it 
would  not  be  competent  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  discuss  the  question  of 
outdoor  relief  upon  this  Yote. 

Mb.  PICKEHSQILL  :  I  understand 
it  is  not  disputed  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  power  of  regulating  to 
a  large  extent  outdoor  relief.  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  Committee  for  more 
than  a  moment  longer.  I  simply  desire 
to  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  an 
authority  upon  this  subject,  to  which  I 
am  sure  he  will  be  disposed  to  pay  very 
great  respect.  With  regard  to  the  care 
which  is  exercised  in  one  London  Union 
not  to  break  up  decent  homes,  Mr. 
Brown,  the  clerk  to  the  8t,  George's 
Union,  says — 

"  Applications  for  relief  are  met  in  most  in- 
ataoces  by  an  offer  of  iodoor  relief  either  to  the 
whole  family  or,  where  there  is  a  homo  worth 
preaeTvlDg,  to  apart  of  the  family.  Id  the  latter 
case  the  remaiQin);  part  of  the  family  is  aas!ated 
by  co-operation  with  the  Charity  Orgauization 
Society,  and  thus  decent  homea  arc  not  broken 
up." 

I  thank  the  Committee  for  listening  to 
the  remarks  I  have  made,  and  I  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  for  what 
he  has  already  done,  and  the  great  care 
he  has  devoted  to  the  complaints  which 
have  been  brought  before  him. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Piekersgill)  for  what  he  has  said  with 
reference  to  my  action  in  connettion  with 
the  question  of  rations  to  which  he  called 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  last  year. 
As  he  well  knows,  I  should  have  been 
very  glad,  representing  as  I  do  a  very 
poor  union,  ifl  had  been  able  to  do  more 
than  I  feel  myself  at  liberty  to  do.  He 
asks  me  upon  what  principle  I  acted  in 
fixing  the  scale.  Well,  I  felt  that  look- 
ing to  the  fact  that  this  charge  was  borne 
by  the  whole  of  the  Metropolis,  I  was 
bound  to  look  at  what  was  the  lowest 
oost  at  which  the  rations  could  he  pro- 
vided. I  thought  it  would  be  quite  out 
of  my  power  to  fix  a  scale  which  would 
leave  a  profit  on  the  rations  in  any  par- 
ticular Union.  I  felt  I  was  precluded 
from  fixing  any  higher  sum  than  the 
lowest  sum  which  I  saw,  from  a  Return 
made,  it  was  impossible  to  provide 
rations. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  Do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
he  took  the  absolutely  lowest  cost  f 

Mb.  BITCHIE :  Yes. 
3  N 


i82r 


Supp'y —  Civil 


{00MM0N81 


Sertict  Etlimatet. 


Mb.  PICKEESGILL:    May    I 
what  that  was  f 

Hr.  BITOHIE  :  I  am  afraid  I  BhaU 
detain  the  Cammittee  too  lon^  if  I 
into  details. 

Mb.  PICKEESGILL :  That  is  a  rery 
eimplequeetion. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  In  HacinBy  the 
average  weekly  cost  ia  Glaas  II.  was 
8«.  IQld.  per  head.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Oenttenian  wants  the  ave- 
raf;e  weekly  coat  in  Class  I.  ? 

Mr.  PICKEESGILL:  Yea. 

Mb.  BITOHIE:  I  find  that  12*.  k 
the  cost  in  the  Holborn  Union,  and  that 
that  is  the  lowest  cost  in  that  class.  I 
felt  bound  to  adhere  to  the  lowest  coat. 

Mb.  PICKEESGILL  :  But  surely  the 
same  Union  should  be  taken  for  both 

Mb.  BITOHIE  :  No,  I  think  not. 

Mh.PICKERSGILL:  Most  certainly. 

Mb.  EITOHIE  :  We  were  bound  to 
take  each  class  by  itself,  and  see  what 
was  the  lowest  sum  for  which  it  was 
possible  to  provide  the  rations  required. 
Of  oourse,  we  had  to  consult  the  lowest 
Union  in  each  class;  which  we  did. 
With  reference  to  the  question  of  out- 
door relief,  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  certain  jurisdiction  in 
the  matter.  Within  certain  limits  the 
jurisdiction  lies  with  the  Guardians. 
The  regulations  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  provide  that  where  outdoor 
relief  is  given  it  is  not  to  be  given  to 
able-bodied  men  without  the  labour  test. 
Short  of  that  it  is  entirely  within  the 
option  of  the  Guardians.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware,  in  some  of  the 
poorest  Unions  there  ia  absolutely  no 
outdoor  relief  at  all.  In  St.  George's-in- 
the-East,  one  of  the  poorest  Unions,  out- 
door relief  is  ao  small  that  it  is  hardly 
worth  mentioning,  and  there  a  large 
amount  of  assistance  is  giTeu  by  the 
Charity  Organization  Society.  I  under- 
stand a  deserving  person  is  never  turned 
away  from  the  workhouse  without  relief 
in  some  way  or  other  being  given.  The 
hon.  Genlleman  is  aware  that  we  have 
bad  a  Return  presented  to  Parliament 
upon  the  question  of  outdoor  relief.  If 
he  does  not  possess  a  copy  of  it,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  supply  him  with  one. 

Db.  CLABK  :  I  wish  the  Oovemment 
to  get  several  Totes  to-night,  and  there- 
fore  I  will  postpone  until  Beport  one  or 
two  questions  I  intend  to  raise  upon  this 


Vote.  We  shall  certaialy  oppose  t^ 
Grant  in  Aid  next  rear,  unless  the  Qo- 
vemment  will  level  up  in  the  case  at 
Scotland. 

Dr.  TANNEE  :  I  desire  to  ask  a  qnw- 
tion  for  my  own  information  and  the 
information  of  hon.  Gentlemen  geius 
rally.  I  should  hke  to  know  how  it 
comes  to  pass  that  when  there  is  a  de- 
crease in  the  salaries  there  happens  to 
be  an  increase  in  the  travelling  expeosw 
connected  with  theMediiral  Department? 
I  also  want  to  ask  a  question  in  con- 
nection with  Sub-head  D — Poor  Law 
medical  officers.  There  appears  to  b« 
some  doubt  as  to  whether  the  English 
and  Welsh  Poor  Law  medical  officers 
are  publio  vaccinators — whether  they  are 
enabled  to  act  as  public  vaccinatonia 
the  same  sense  as  Irish  Poor  Law  medi- 
cal officers  act  as  public  vaccinaton.' 
I  also  desire  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  practical  question  connected 
with  the  diplomas  granted  by  the  various 
schools.  Are  the  Poor  Law  medical 
officers  who  are  under  the  Local  Goveni- 
ment  Board  able  to  grant  certificates  in 
vaccination  ?  This  is  a  question  whicb 
has  cropped  up  again  and  a^ain.  I  can- 
not understand  why  these  officers  in 
England  and  Wales  are  not  able  to 
grant  certificates  in  vaccination,  while 
officers  in  Ireland  who  are  paid  in  the 
same  way  are  able  to  do  so. 

Ma.  RITCHIE:  The  Poor  Law 
medical  officer  in  England  is  capable  of 
performing,  in  addition  to  his  duties  as 
Poor  Law  medical  officer,  the  duties  of 
vaccination  officer;  but  not  necessaril; 
so,  as  is  the  case  in  Ireland.  CertiBcitas 
are  given  by  officers  of  the  Local  flo- 
vernment  Board,  and  uot  by  any  Local 
Authority  at  all. 

De.  TANNEE :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman fails  to  grasp  my  point.  Certifi- 
cates are  required  in  connection  with 
various  diplomas  granted  by  school)- 
In  Ireland  these  certificates,  if  signed 
by  a  dispensary  officer,  are  valid  for  anj 
of  the  examinatioDS  that  the  student  msy 
go  in  for.  That  is  uot  the  case  in  Eng- 
land. Students  have  to  go  to  the  poblic 
vaccinators,  and  not  to  the  dispensar; 
officers,  for  certificates.  I  want  to  knov 
why  that  is  the  case,  because  it  saenis 
extraordinary  that  one  system  shonlil 
exist  in  England  and  another  in  lie- 
land  ?  The  reason  why  I  call  the  atteo- 
tiou  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  thii 
point  is  that  a  number  of  Irish  student! 
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txraa  oror  to  England  to  obtaia  certain 
l:!ngliah  diptotaaa ;  and,  to  their  aur- 
prise,  they  have  to  go  to  the  public 
TBCcinatore,  iiiHtoad  of  taking  out  a 
certiSoate  in  the  usual  way — namely, 
through  a  diepensary  officer. 

Ua.  BITCHIE:  The  ordinary  dis- 
pensary offiosr  in  Ireland  is  also  the  vao- 
cination  officer.  The  Poor  Law  medical 
officer  in  England  is  not  necessarily  the 
TaccinattOD  officer.  Therefore,  you  could 
not  expect  the  Poor  Law  medical  officer 
to  give  a  certiGcate  which  it  is  necessary 
for  the  Tacoinatioa  officer  to  gire. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

Besolutioua  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  anm,  not  eiceadm^  £8,227,  be 
granted  to  Her  Uajeaty.  to  complete  the  aum 
necesury  to  detiajr  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  course  of  pajment  during  the  ;eu  ending  on 
the  Slitduy  of  March  ISSH.for  the  Salaries  and 
£xpenBeii  of  the  OESca  of  the  Commisaionera  in 
Lunacy  in  England." 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  lenre  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  William 
Corbet,) — put,  and  agrird  to. 

Besolutiooa  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to 
Bit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS 
Moniajf,  2btk  July,  1887. 
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THE  SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  — 
LEGISLATION'.-QDESTION. 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEHY  asked  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Scotland,  Whether  he  could  give  their 
Lordships  any  information  with  refer- 
ence to  what  prospect  there  was  of  pass- 
ing the  Bill  enlarging  the  powers  of  his 
Department  ? 

Thk  8E0BBTAET  toe  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothiam).  in  reply, 
said,  he  proposed  to  lay  the  Bill  on  the 
Table  in  the  course  of  the  next  two  or 
three  days;  be  was  sorry  he  had  not 
been  able  to  introduce  the  Bill  earlier. 
He  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  noble  Earl ;  and  although 
it  was  Inte  in  the  Session,  he  trusted 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  pass  it 
without  delay  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  [AFGHANISTAN}— THE 
FRONTIER  QUESTION.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  asked. 
Whether  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
could  give  the  House  aoy  information  as 
to  the  reported  settlement  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier  Question  ? 

TsB  PRIME  MINrSTEB  and  SE- 
CRETAHY  OF  STATE  fob  POREION 
AFFAIRS(Th8Marqueuof8ALi8BDBf): 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  a  settlement  has 
been  arrived  at  upon  the  points  which 
have  been  in  dispute.  The  eettlement 
is  of  80  tecboical  a  character,  and  to 
understand  it  so  much  knowledge  of 
localities  is  required,  that  I  fear  I  shall 
only  mislead  the  noble  Earl  if  I  were  to 
attempt  to  explain  it.  The  dooumenta 
upon  the  subject  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 

The  Eabl  of  ElMBERLEY :  I  do 
not  expect  the  noble  Marquess  to  give 
details.  What  I  venture  to  ask  him  is, 
whether  it  is  true  that  an  arrangement 
has  been  made  by  which  the  Ameer 
retains  the  district  of  Eham  i-Ab  ? 

The  MiaauEss  of  SALISBURY :  I 
understand  that  he  will. 

INTERNATIONAL  ARBITRATION. 
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been  confided  to  him,  had  averted  a  wk 
which   at  one   time  eepmed  immlDflnt 
Men's  miada  on  the  Oontiaaot  h&d  bera 
prepared  for  a  revival  of  the  interrea- 
tioR  of  the  Court  of  Borae,   in  order  to 
diminish  the  evils  of  uDJust  ware.  Daring 
the  Vatican  Council  of  1869-70  a  pos- 
tulatum  had  been  presented,  signed  by 
40  of  the  leading  Bishops  from  all  part* 
of  the  world,  and  formed  a  part  of  the 
acts  of  that  Council,  pra^iog  the  Pope 
to  take  measures  for  the  re- establish- 
ment of  respect  for  the  Law  of  Nations. 
In  November  of  last  year  there  was  a 
Congress  at  Lille,   at  vhich    the  Abbe 
Defourny  und  Baron  d'Avril  presented 
proposals  for  the  re- establish naest  of  the 
Law  of  Nations,  and  a  pamphlet  by  the 
Abbe  Defourny  containing  a  draft  of  a 
Bill  for  the  French  Chambers,  enjoin- 
ing the  necessity  of  examination  of  all 
tnteroational   disputes  by   a  dulj  con- 
stituted body,  and  of  its  sanction  previous 
to  the  issue  of  a  declaration  of  war. 
These  proposals  were  nearly  the  same 
as  the  provisions  of  English  lav  with 
regard  to  declarations  of  war,  and  ths 
functions  to  be  entrasted  to  the   body 
charged  with   inquiring  into    ioterna- 
tional  disputes  were  those  which  were 
vested  in  our  Privy  Council  previous  to 
the  Statute  of  Queen  Anne.  He  thought 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
do  well  to  follow  the  example  of  Prioce 
Bismarck,  and  refer  their  next  difficulty 
to  tbo  arbitration  of   the    H0I7  See. 
Those  who  doubted  the  impartiality  of 
the  Holy  See,   might  be  reminded   of 
what  was  well-known,  that  the  Pope  bad 
objected  to  the  Bevocatioa  of  the  Edict 
of  Nantes,  and  had  blamed  the  Dragon- 
nades  of  the  Cevennes,  and  had  blamed 
James  II.  for  disregarding  the  feelings 
of  his  Protestant  subject;  and  what  was 
less  well-known,  that    the    Pope   had 
objected  to  theezpulsion  of  the  Morialoes 
from  Spain. 

The  prime  MINISTEB  and  SE- 
CRETARY OP  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS^The  Marquess  of  Salwbijbt); 
My  Lords,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  mis- 
take the  spirit  of  earnestness  la  which 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Bristol)  has  brought  this  subject  before 
the  House  ;  and  I  know  that  he  does  not 
stand  alone  in  the  feeling  with  which 
he  regards  the  proposal  he  has  made. 
There  are  a  certain  number  of  persons 
very  earnest  and  very  excellent  who  be- 
lieve that  this  would  be  a  remedy  for 


tioDal  tribnoal  for  the  reference  of  national 
disputes  ia  the  Brat  imtance  is  bigbly  to  be 
desired." 

The  noble  Marquess,  who  was  imper- 
fectly beard,  was  underetoud  to  say  that 
nothing  but  an  imperative  senae  of 
public  duty  would  have  induced  him, 
who  was  ordinarily  a  silent  Member  of 
the  House,  to  bring  this  subject  before 
their  Lordships.  He  was  old  enough 
to  remember  the  Great  Eibibition  of 
ISai,  in  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  took  so 
prominent  an  interest.  At  that  time  the 
most  hopeful  anticipations  of  the  future 
prevailed,  and  it  was  believed  that  a 
new  era  was  opening  in  which  all  the 
nations  of  Europe  would  be  bound  toge- 
ther in  a  brotherhood  of  amity  and  con- 
cord. Now  nothing  was  seen  or  heard 
in  Europe  but  the  preparations  and  the 
operations  of  war.  No  effort,  therefore, 
ought  to  be  spared  to  lessen  or  minimize, 
and,  if  possible,  to  put  an  end  to,  the 
existing  state  of  things.  He  left  this 
Resolution  with  confidence  in  their 
Lordships'  hands.  If  they  oonld  see 
their  way  to  give  him  their  support  and 
encouragement  in  the  great  and  glorious 
cause  of  peace  and  goodwill  among  men, 
he  was  sure  that  support  would  not  be 
withheld;  but  if  from  any  cause  they 
should,  in  their  wisdom,  conceive  that 
the  time  had  not  yet  come  when  it  would 
be  opportune  for  taking  any  such  action 
as  he  recommended,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  give  the  Resolution 
a  direct  negative,  but  would  permit  him 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mavtd  to  resolve,  "  That  thig  Hoaie,  in  view 
ol  tbe  yearly  increMing  annoioenta  of  European 
nations,  is  of  opinion  that  the  formation  of  an 
interaational  tribnnul  for  the  refeTence  of 
national  disputes  in  the  Qret  instance  is  highly 
to  be  denied." — (The  Marqneu  of  Bn'tlol.) 

Lord  STANLEY  or  ALDEELEY,  in 
■upporting  tbe  Motion,  wiehed  to  point 
out,  before  any  objections  were  made 
as  to  the  possibility  of  carrying  out  the 
Motion,  tnat  a  Court  of  Arbitration 
existed  already,  and  that  although  it 
had  been  for  many  years  in  abeyance, 
yet  it  had  been  revived  very  recently 
with  great  success.  When  all  Eurupe 
was  Catholic  the  Court  of  Rome  was 
the  natural  arbitrator  when  disputes 
arose  between  natione,  and  very  recently 
the  German  Empire  had  submitted  ita 
dispute  with  Spam  respecting  the  Caro- 
line Islands  to  the  Pope,  who,  by  accept- 
ing the  duty  of  arbitratioD  which  had 
Tkt  Mar^Mu  of  Briftol  ■ 
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the  terrible  evile  of  war,  and  who  from  tion  of  war,  which  would  give  an  oppor- 
time  to  time  urge  it  on  the  public  mind,  tunity  to  the  Power  least  prepared  to 
He  haahad  some  great  predeceBaors.  I ;  bring  itself  to  a  lovel  with  the  Power 
may  mention  alone  the  name  of  Cobden  >  most  prepared.     It  ie  rery  unlikely  that 

as  one  who  certainly  took  the  proposal *" *-■-*■  '-'"'  -■--"  '-  •--  '^'-- 

out  of  the  category  of  merely  fanciful 


suggestions.  Yet  I  confess— and 
think  it  is  the  general  feeling — 
that  deeply  as  everybody  sympathizes 
with  the  object  my  noble  Friend  has  in 
view,  and  earneaUy  as  we  must  desire 
to  see  the  day  when  the  horrors  of  war 
may  be  prevented  by  the  eatabliahment 
of  some  species  of  international  arbitra- 
tion, it  is  very  far  from  ua  now  and  fur- 
ther apparently  than  it  was  some  years 
ago.  No  one,  I  think,  can  watch  the 
progreaa  of  affairs  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe  and  the  tendency  of  various 
States  without  seeing  that  the  pacific 
spirit  has  not  increased,  and  that  the 
chances  of  avoiding  war  are  not  more 
favourable  than  they  were.  My  Lords, 
the  reason  why  any  proposal  of  this 
kind  has  not  yet  been  dealt  with  by  any 
Government  as  a  practical  proposition  is 
that  it  preaupposea  in  Statea  a  condition 
of  mind  whion  would  in  itself  accom- 
plish all  the  objects  my  noble  Friend 
haa  in  view.  If  nations  were  once  to  get 
to  that  state  of  mind  that  they  would 
submit  all  their  dieputea  to  any  tribunal, 
and  would  obey  that  tribunal,  the 
warlike  spirit  would  so  far  disappear 
that  the  very  necessity  for  taking  pre- 
cautions would  cease  to  exist.  At  pre- 
sent we  can  only  say  we  see  no  prospect 
of  the  formation  of  any  such  tribunal.  I 
will  not  be  tempted  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  to  discuss 
the  capacity  of  the  Papal  See  to  611  such 
a  position  ;  but  there  is  no  probability  of 
the  formation  of  any  tribunal  under 
which  all  nations  would  confidently  feel 
that  they  would  have  equal  law.  There 
is  no  Legislature  to  lay  down  the  law  bj 
which  such  a  tribunal  could  be  guided, 
and  there  is  no  authority  to  enforce  its 
decrees  when  once  they  have  been  pro- 
nounced, and  therefore  it  would  be  a 
mere  form  and  its  functions  would  be 
reduced  to  a  nullity.  My  noble  Friend 
proposed  to  avoid  these  practical  objec- 
tions by  leaving  to  nations  after  they 
had  submitted  themselves  to  a  tribunal 
the  choice  if  they  thought  ht  of  going  to 
war  if  they  did  not  like  the  decision. 
The  only  effect  of  that  provision  would 
be  to  interpose  a  period  of  time  between 
the  origiu  of  the  dispute  aud  the  deolaift* 


any  Power  which  felt  itself  to  be  the 
best  prepared  would  submit  to  an  arti- 
ficial disadvantage  sach  aa  that.  The 
chief  effort  of  all  nations  now  with 
regard  to  ita  warlike  machinery  is  not 
merely  to  make  it  as  potent  aa  It  can  be 
made,  but  alao  to  bring  it  into  such  a 
state  of  perfection  that  it  can  be  set  in 
operation  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 
I  fear,  therefore,  that  tbe  proposal  of 
my  noble  Friend  is  contrary  to  the  ten- 
dency of  all  modem  nations,  and  is  not 
likely  to  meet  with  acceptance  at  their 
hands.  I  think,  my  Lords,  we  are 
misled  in  this  matter  by  the  facility  with 
which  we  use  the  phrase  "  International 
Law."  International  Law  has  not  any 
existence  in  the  sense  lu  which  the  term 
"law"  is  usually  understood.  It  de- 
pends generally  upon  the  prejudices  of 
writers  of  text-books,  It  can  he  en- 
forced  by  no  tribunal,  and  therefore  to 
apply  to  it  the  term  "  law  "  is  to  some 
extent  misleading,  and  I  think  haa 
given  rise  to  the  somewhat  exaggerated 
hope  to  which  those  persons  who  hold 
the  views  of  my  noble  Friend  approach 
this  matter.  I  do  not  think  there  would 
be  any  advantage  in  committing  this 
House  to  a  barren  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  believe  that  one  man  in 
one  hundred  supposes  that  such  an  issue 
as  my  noble  Friend  desires,  intensely 
desirable  as  it  is,  will  be  witnessed  by 
ourselves,  by  our  children,  or  by  our 
grandchildren  ;  and  it  is  idle  to  attempt 
to  conceal  from  our  mlnda  the  terrible 
realities  of  the  case.  I,  therefore,  can 
meet  the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  in 
no  other  way  than  by  recommending 
him  to  withdraw  it. 


WAR  OFFICE  {ORDNANCE  DEPAET- 
MBNT)-THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON 
WABLIKE  8T0HES.-0BSERVATI0NS. 
The  Earl  of  MORLEY,  in  rising  to 

call   attention    to  that    portion  of    the 

Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission — 
"Appointed  to  inquirs  into  the  If  stem  undor 

which  pattern!  of  wstlike  ttoroi  ara  adopted 

and  the   stores  olitained  snd  poued   for  Ucr 

Hajesty'i  servies," 

which  deals  with  the  ohai^ea  made  by 
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Oolonel  Hope  againet  certain  ofBcers 
and  olher  peraone  who  have  been  or 
now  are  in  Her  Uejest^'a  service, 
said,  that  the  answer  made  on  thia  sub- 
ject in  the  House  of  Commons  by  his 
right  hoD.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  on  the  30th  of  June,  1867,  did 
not  appear  to  him  entirely  aatiafactory. 
The  Secretary  of  State  had  made  a  dis- 
tinctioa  between  the  cases  of  Colonel 
Hope  and  Captain  Armit.  On  June  27, 
11187,  bis  right  hon.  Friend  addreesed  a 
letter  to  Captaiu  Noble,  the  head  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  at  Sir  William 
Armstrong's  worlca,  in  answer  to  a  com- 
munication from  that  gentleman,  sub' 
slantially  to  the  following  effect : — 
"Mr.  Stanhope  entirely  agrees  with  the; 
log  of  the  CommisBioneis  that  these  charg^g 
'  were  haied  on  pretexta  which  were  notenp""'' 
to  leiee  in  nny  fair  mind  even  a  paeaing 
picioD  that  Ihrro  might  he  corruption  ;  '  and  aa 
tegatdalhetransactiona  in  which  you  were  m< 
immediately  concerned  that  the  charges  wi 
'  not  ddIj  wholly  unfounded,  but  there  never 
wBi  any  evidence  whatever  to  justify  their  being 

In  making  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject 
of  hie  Notice,  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  was  not  speaking  of  any 
errors  of  system  or  judgment,  but  of 
these  charges  of  corruption.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  these  charges 
had  been  going  on  for  years.  Colonel 
Hope's  charges  might  be  Bummarized 
thus— 

"  That  between  the  ;ean  ISfiB  and  IS61  Sir 
William  Armatrong  and  Captsia  Noble  made  a 
cortnpt  coDipiracy  whereby  the  country  waa 
induced  between  18G9  and  1862  to  give  orden 
for  worthleaa  guns  to  the  Elswick  Ordnance 
Company  to  the  amount  of  £1,0S7,000.  That 
after  both  Sir  William  AnnatTong  and  Captain 
Iloble  had  left  the  public  aervjce,  the  influence 
of  the  Elawick  Srm  continued  and  waa  exerciaed 
by  them  through  a  imiill  cliijiie  of  corrupt 
offlciala  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  a  practical 
monoply  in  the  conatnictioQ  of  guns  to  the 
EUwick  firm.  These  persons  Colonel  Hope 
described  as  the  '  gun  ling,*  which  he  said  con- 
sisted of  Sir  William  Armstrong,  Captain  A. 
Noble,  General  Campbell,  and  Bome  others,  to 
whoae  names  he  could  give  no  cine;  and  llr. 
Lynall  IliomaB  added,  ae  members  of  this  '  gun 
Ting,'  Mr.  Lewis  Engelbach  and  Mr.  Hunter,  a 
clerk  in  the  War  Office.  The  evidence  on  which 
Colonel  Hope  relied  for  the  establishment  of 
the  charge  relating  tu  what  he  called  the 
'initial  conspiracy'  was,  according  to  his  ac- 
count, to  be  found  in  two  Bine  Books  published 
in  1862  and  1 B63,  containing  the  eviaence  and 
Beport  of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  Houae  of 
Commons  which  sat  in  each  of  those  years  and 
made  their  final  Beport  on  the  23td  of  July, 
1863.  The  evidenca  of  the  second  charge,  that 
of  corrupt  influence,  subseqaent  I«  the  original 
Uf  Earl  of  Iferleg  ' 


conspiracy,  was  the  piistenco  of  the  foIkrwiDg 
alleged  facts;— (I.)  The  appointment  of  eertu* 
Committees,  the  partialily  of   which  waa  wtai 
to  appear  both  from  their  coDstitatian  and  froa 
their  Beporia.     These    Committeea  were,  fii^ 
the  Committee  tc  inquire  into  the  btuatintt  ol 
the  Thundtrer  gun  in  1879.     With  r^ud  to 
thia  Committee,  Colonel  Hope  said  that  Captau 
Noble  went  out  to  Malta  in  order  frKadoMntly 
to    devise    some   theory   with    regard   to    tlu 
bnrsting  of  the  gun  in  question  which  wtniU 
exonerate  the  Royal  Grun  Factory  in  geaenl, 
and  in  particular  ^ir  Frederick  C^pbcll,  who 
was  at  that  time  Director  of  Artillery,  from 
the  charge  of  making  bad  guns;  and  that  Sit 
Fredericfe  Bram well  gave  evidence  in  themattw 
professionally,  knowing  nothing  of  the  eubject 
except  what  he  learnt  from  Captain  Noble  and 
attending  before  Committoes  for   the  potpoae 
of   supportiog  CaptHin   Noble   as    an    expert 
witness.     Secondly,  Colonel  Hope  compUioed 
of   the  constitution  of   the  Committee  for  in- 
quiry into  the  bursting  of  the  CoiIiiiftvo*d  g:aa 
in  1886.     This,  he  said,  was  fraudulently  con. 
stituted,  inasmuch  as  Captain  Noble,  as  repre- 
sentative  of  the  KiBwick  Grm,   and    anather 
gentleman,  Mr.  Whinfield.  as  represeatatire  of 
Whitworth's  firm,  were  members  of  it,  whscsa 
Colonel  Hope  himself  was  excluded,  though  ha 
bad  applied  to   b«  put   upon  it.     There  was, 
thirdly,  the  Committee  on  the  bnreting  of  the 
Actiri  gun,  which  assembled  in  1S8S.    Thisgna 
was  made  by  the  Elswick  firm  upon  Woolwidl 
plans.     (2.)  The  statement  made  by  Lord  Hac- 
tington  in  Parliament  in  March,  18M.     This 
statement,   according    U>   Colonel    Hope,    wu 
made  by  Lord  Hartington  in  perfect  good  faith. 
but  was  in  fact  '  a  wicked  and  nnpatriotio  lis,' 
put  into  his  mouth  by  members  of  the  Ordnance 
Department  for  the  purpose  of  coneealiog  a 
mistake  which  had  been  made  by  the  Depait- 
ment  in  deferring  for  an  unreasonable  time  the 
adoption  of  steeffor  the  manufacture  of  large 
guns." 

The  Committee  in  their  Beport  state— 
3ne  or  two  further  observations  arise  upm 
Colonel  Hope's  evidence  as  to  thiisecond  Com- 
mittee.    Chairman. — Where  is  the  Report  of 
that  C<immittee  ?— I  have  never  seen  it.    Ton 
lot  know  that  it  has  been  published  F — I  do 
know.     Bo  that  your  knowledge  about  that 
imittee  is  iadislinctr  — Entirely.    Bat   I 
suppose  if  it  was  a  War  OSes  Committee  the 
Beporls  would  be  preserved  F — Certainly ;  the 
Beport  must  be  in  axistence.    The  Repeat  is 
contained  in  full  in  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Ordnance,   IS62,  p.  166.    It  is 
abstracted,  and  the  evidence  on  it  is  rsferred 
in  the  Report  made  by  the  Select  Committee 
Ordnance  in  1863,  p.  4.     Great  importance 
was  attached  to  this  decision.     Colonel  Hope 
us  that  he  had  derived  his  information 
jpaUy  from  these  Blue  Books,  but  thaths 
dictated  from  memory  to  a  shorthand  writer  the 
paper  in  which  his  accusations  were  contained, 
and  that  he  did  not  take  the  trouble  to  refredi 
his   memory,  either  by   going  to  the  BrJliah 
Museum,  or  by  going  to   the  library  of  the 
United  Service  Institution,  at  either  of  which 
places  ha  would  have  been  able  to  see  them. 
rhe  reports  were  on  sale  at  the  Stationetr  Ofbs 
--  February,  18S7,  and  we  found  oo  diffioott/ 


jX^ooglc 


1837  it^ar  Ogitt 

in  obtaiaic^  a  number  of  copies.  Colonel  Hope 
eiplMined  his  conduct  by  laying  that  the  paper 
Iras  written  in  a  hurry  in  order  to  be  ready  for 
the  September  number  of  Thf  Foiln-ghlly  Ri- 
tiew.  It  tbova  Rreat  rashneu  of  aswrtion  that 
itsUmentt  lo  msde  ahould  be  declared  to  be 
true  by  a  alatntory  declaration  before  the  person 
who  made  tbem  had  taken  the  mott  obvious 
ttepa  for  testing  their  tmth." 
The  Committee  weut  on  to  state — 

"  Colonel  Hope's  statement  about  his  having 
quoted  'texlually'  from  General  Feel's  letter 
to  Tlu  Timet  of  the  let  of  September,  18B8,  is 
wholly  incorrect.  The  Cammiuion  examined 
that  letter,  and  Ending  that  it  did  not  mention 
the  subject  at  all,  applied  to  Colonel  Hope  for 
information  as  to  the  sonrce  from  which  ha  had 
got  hie  alleged  qnotation.  Colonel  Hope,  npon 
his  second  examination,  admitted  that  he  had 
been  miataben  about  General  Feel's  letter,  and 
being  asked  for  his  authority,  said  : — '  I  cannot 
find  it.  The  words  I  quoted  out  of  something, 
and  I  wrote  them  on  a  slip  of  paper,  which  I 
tore  up  when  I  dictated  them  to  the  shorthand 
writer.  Then  you  cannot  give  any  authority 
for  that  F — "  I  cannot  Snd  it,  and  I  have  hunted 
everywhere.  They  are  not  my  words  ;  I  quote 
it  out  of  something."  It  is  clear  to  us  that 
Colonel  Hope  has  entirely  mistaken  the  object 
and  purpose  of  this  third  Committee,  and  that 
ha  has  BSvnbed  to  it  a  degree  of  importance 
which  it  did  not  deserve.  The  result  is  that 
with  reforonoe  to  each  of  these  three  Com- 
mittees Colonel  Hope  has  made  mistakes  which 
entirely  destroy  thu  value  of  his  evidence,  and 
that  the  gross  impatations  which  he  throws,  on 
the  strength  of  them,  first  upon  those  who 
appointed  the  second  Committee,  and  secondly 
upon  Sir  William  Armstrong  in  connection 
with  the  third  Committee,  which  he  says  Sir 
William  Armstrong  'squared,' are  uafoimded 
and  fall  to  the  ground." 
And  they  added — 

"  Colonel  Hope's  contontion  that  Sir  William 
Armstrong  contrived  by  fraudulent  conspiracy 
with  Captain  Noble  to  give  to  himself  enormous 
contracts  for  worthless  gons  thus  appears  to  us 
to  have  been  based  upon  a  series  of  misstate- 
ments. We  do  not  suppose  that  they  were  in- 
tentionally false.  Colonel  Hope  admitted  his 
mistakes  with  honourable  candour,  but  we  think 
that  he  was  culpably  reckless  in  making  those 
■UtemenU.  A  full  account  of  the  dream- 
stances  under  which  these  contracts  were  given 
is  contained  in  the  Blue  Books  aJreudy  referred 
to,  from  which  it  appears  not  only  that  Colonel 
Hope's  Msertione  are  ill-founded,  but  that  he 
ought  to  have  had  in  his  bands  the  very  docu- 
ments which,  with  the  most  common  attention, 
would  have  shown  that  the  matters  out  of  which 
ho  has  drawn  these  charges  were  fully  con- 
sidered by  a  Special  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  24  years  ago,  and  that  they, 
thoDgh  differing  in  opinion  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
the  course  adopted,  abstained  from  condemning 
it,  and  described  it  in  such  a  manner  to  leave 
no  doubt  whatever  that  whether  that  course 
was  wise  or  foolish,  it  was  taken  in  good  faith, 
at  the  request  and  on  the  suggestion  of  the  late 
loni 
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The  Committee  Bummed  up  the  case  as 

^  "Thisis  the  whole  account  of  thpse  transac- 
tions, and  it  appears  to  us  not  only  that  the 
charges  made  against  these  gentlemen  in  this 
matter  are  wholly  nnfouaded,  hut  there  never 
was  any  evidence  whatever  to  justify  their 
being  made,  whereas  then  was  evidence  which 
ought  to  have  been  consulted  by  Colonel  Hope, 
which  he  had  actually  referred  U)  in  support  of 
his  charges,  and  which  he  might  have  examined 
at  his  leisure,  with  noother  trouble  than  that  of 
going  to  the  British  Museum,  or  by  laying  ont 
B  few  shillings  st  the  Stationery  Ufflce,  We 
regard  this  as  discreditable  to  Colonel  Hope, 
alihongh  he  may  bo  considered  as  having  more 
or  less  atoned  for  hia  conduct  in  making  these 
charges  by  the  frankness  with  which  he  ad- 
mitted his  mistakes  when  they  were  pointed  ont 

With  regard  to  the  Thandertr  Gon  Com- 
mittee, Colonel  Hope  in  hie  evidence 
gave  the  following  anawers  to  questions 
that  were  put  to  him : — 

"  The  first  point  referred  to  by  Colonel  Hope 
is  the  evidence  as  to  the  Thandtrtr  Gun  Com- 
mittee. On  this  Cotonol  Hope  originally  gave 
the  following  evidence;— Chairman. — You  sug- 
gest that  two  persons— namely,  Captain  Noble 
and  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell— I  can  only  read 
it  thus,  but  yon  mast  be  good  enough  to  say 
whether  this  is  or  is  not  your  meaning— went 
out  to  Malta,  and  that  there,  in  order  to  conceal 
the  facta,  they  invented  a  theory  that  the  Thun- 
tUrtrgaa  had  been  double  loaded  F— Yes.  Yon 
mean  that  they  fraudulently  invented  that 
theory  F— Captain  Noble  did.  You  think  that 
Captain  Noble's  object  was,  to  put  it  quite 
plainly,  the  fraudulent  object  of  inventing  a 
story  which  irould  tranquillize  the  public  and 
avoid  a  recognition  of  the  real  facta  with  re- 
gard to  the  ThundtTtr't  gona  F — Yea,  I  have  no 
doubt  of  it." 
The  Committee  went  on  to  atate— 

"  Under  these  circumstances  it  appears  to  DS 
ridiouloos  to  allege  that  there  waa  any  kind  of 
corruption  or  fraud  in  the  matter.  It  is,  of 
course,  open  to  Colonel  Hope  or  to  any  one 
else  to  differ  from  the  opinions  entertained  by 
the  Committee,  by  Sir  Frederick  Brvmwell,  and 
by  Captain  Noble,  but  to  infer  fraud  from  the 
fact  that  they  arrived  at  the  conclusion  at 
which  they  did  arrive  seems  altogether  extra- 

They  further  state— 

"  The  next  matter  alleged  inproof  otoormp- 
tion  is  the  '  wicked  and  unpitriatio  lie  '  stated 
by  Colonel   Hope  to  have  been   put  into  the 
moulh  of  Lord  Harlington   by  the   Ordnance 
Department,   and    to  have   been    repeatad    by 
Colonel  Mailland  at  a  lecture  given  by  him  nt 
the  United  Service  Institution   in  1S84.     We 
exceedingly  regret   the   Coarse  and   offensive 
language  used  by  Colonel  Hope  upon  this  occa- 
sion.    It  is  language  which  admits   neither  of 
justiBcation  nor  excuse;  butosCutonol  Hope  in 
IS  Gonsiderabl]! 
rat  occasion,  it 
bearing  of  this 
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mfttter  on  tbe  qupttit 
TioDS  that  the  stat^meot  mado  waa  a  sUtemeDt 
upon  matters  keenly  diacuMed  betweCD  profea- 
aional  men  upon  which  (treat  difference  of  opi- 
nion may  and  does  eiist.  Colonel  Maitlsad 
maintained  that  the  Btatement  by  Lord  Hart- 
ington  on  the  aathority  of  tha  Ordoance  De- 
paitment  was  strictly  true,  and  he  obvionily 
understood  that  statement  in  a  aomewbitt  diffe- 
reot  sanBe  from  that  which  was  attached  to  it  by 
Colonel  Hope.  Mr.  Viokera,  tha  eminent  ateel 
manufacturer  of  Sheffield,  laid  that  if  Coloael 
Uaitland's  statement  had  excepted  his  firm  it 
would  have  been  strictly  true.  This  matter, 
therefore,  may  be  thrown  out  of  consideration 
in  connection  with  the  preaent  charge." 
With  regard  to  Colonel  Hope's  charge 
that  the  OrdnaDce  Department  was  a 
"seething  maea  of  corruption,"  inaa- 
much  as  two  members  of  that  Depart- 
ment were  targe  sbareholders  in  the 
Elswick  Compaoj,  the  Committee  re- 
ported— 

"  Upon  this  Co'.onel  Hope  ayowedlf  stated 
that  he  had  merely  auspiciona  and  admitted  that 
be  had  no  knowledge  except  what  he  gained 
from  the  inspection  of  the  Register  of  Joint 
Stock  Companies." 

With  regard  to  the  alleged  corruption 
in  the  purchase  by  the  English  Oovem- 
ment  of  tho  guns  which  were  being  con- 
Btruoted  by  the  Elawick  firm  for  the 
Italian  Government,  tbe  Committee  re- 
ported that  to  say  that  the  purchase  was 
corrupt  appeared  to  them  to  be  an 
utterly  groundless  aasertioQ.  With  re- 
gard to  the  charge  against  Sir  Frederick 
Abel  the  Committee  reported — 

"  Coloael  Hop«  further  observed  that  Sir 
Frederick  Abel,  the  chemist  to  the  War  De- 
partment, had  £1,600  worth  of  aharea  in  the 
Blawick  Company,  and  Major  Anoit  makes  the 
aama  statement.  Thia  is  true.  There  is  no 
evidence  to  show  any  aort  of  cormption  on  Sir 
Frederick  Abel's  part,  and  nothing  to  hii  dia- 
credit  has  heen  suggested  bj  any  one.  We 
think  it  undesirable  that  ofBcials  in  the  War 
Department  should  hold  shares  in  a  firm  of  any 
land  which  enters  into  contracta  with  the  De- 
partment, but  in  the  ahsence  of  such  a  rule  we 
cannot  think  that  any  bUmo  ooght  to  attach  to 
Sir  Frederick  Abel.  This  is  the  one  point  on 
which  Colonel  Hope  ban  been  rightly  informed 
in  the  whole  of  his  allegations  of  corruption, 
and  it  is  a  point  to  which  he  himaelf  attaches 
no  importance." 

The  Committee  also  reported  that  the 
charge  against  Sir  Frederick  Campbell 
was  utterly  groundless.  The  result  of 
this  charge  having  been  brought  against 
this  distinguished  officer  year  after  year 
had  been  to  seriously  injure  his  health. 
The  Committee  wound  up  their  Beport 
by  stating — 

"Thia  completes  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
adduced  by  Colonel  Hope  to  prove  his  asser- 
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tion  of  corraption  in  the  Ordaance  Depnt- 
ment.  It  appeara  to  ns  that  wben  the  nattM 
is  properly  stated  it  ia  not  enoagh  to  raise  ia 
any  fair  mind  even  a  paaaiofc  nupieion  that 
there  might  be  cormption.  Of  all  tha  aias- 
tiona  made  one  only  is  true,  and  that  one  ii 
worthless.  It  is  tha  assertion  that  Sir  Fred- 
erick Abel  holds  shares  in  the  Elswick  Com- 
pany. We  may  observe  that  moat  of  hit 
charges  have  been  formally  withdrawn  bj 
Colonel  Hope.  He  said  that  he  bad  been  mis- 
taken about  all  the  three  Committeos,  that  he 
had  beeo  mistaken  about  tlie  transuctioo  be- 
tween Sir  William  Armatnwg  and  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  18S9,  that  he  had  been  mistakeo  ia 
imputing  a  conspiracy  to  Captain  Nolan  and 
Sir  William  Annstrong  in  IBSO,  and  thst  wbai 
he  said  the  Ordnance  Departmeot  waa  a  seeth- 
ing maaa  of  corruption  he  had  made  nae  of  a 
foolieh  expression.  The  expreeaion  appeara  Is 
us  correct  as  far  as  it  goca,  but  it  ia  alao  ioailB- 
quate.  It  is  something  woiae  Ihaa  foolish  to 
bring  accusations  of  this  grievous  lutura 
against  gentlemen  and  men  of  honour  npoa 
pretexts  which,  when  axamined,  oome   to  no- 

But  that  was  not  all.  It  mia;ht  be 
expected  that  Colonel  Hope  would  hare 
made  some  apology  to  the  Commission 
at  least  for  the  trouble  to  which  be  had 
put  them  in  investigating  unfounded 
charges.  Not  at  all.  Colonel  Hope 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  Chairman  of  tbe 
Commission,  after  the  Report  was  pub- 
lished, in  which,  if  he  did  not  repeat  the 
charges,  he  did  in  the  most  offensire 
manner  insinuate  them.  Speaking  of 
the  dealing  with  Sir  William  Armstrong, 
he  said,  at  page  17 — 

"I  called  this  '  continuous  corrupt  favour- 
itign.'  That  it  was  oontinoons  favouritiBra  ia  a 
fact.  I  rejuioe  to  learn  that  you  bare  bean 
satiafied  that  it  waa  not  also  corrupt." 
Speaking  at  page  27  of  a  Return  made 
to  the  Boyal  CommisBioD,  be  said — 

"But  it  is,  to  my  personal  knowledge,  a 
false  return,  intended  to  mislead  yon,  and 
through  yoo  the  public." 

He  did  not  think  it  necesaarj  to  sayanj- 
thing  more.  When  their  Ijordsbips 
found  that  men  who  had  borne  the 
highest  character  in  private  life  were, 
when  placed  in  a  public  position,  sub- 
jected to  such  unjust  accusations  as  had 
been  brought  against  them  by  Colonel 
Hope,  Captain  Armit,  and  others,  they 
were  bound  to  protect  them,  not  only 
because  it  was  right,  but  because  it  was 
politic.  Did  their  liordships  thiak  we 
should  get  men  to  act  with  loyalty  if, 
when  they  were  subjected  to  these  re- 
peated attacks  and  accusations  of  cor- 
ruption and  bribery  in  its  worst  faro, 
and  when  these  attacks  Led  beeo  dia- 
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proved,  the  Oovemment  took  no  steps  to 
protect  tbemf  He  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  would  give  some  assuraace  thai; 
some  steps  would  bs  taken  beyond  what 
had  been  indicated  by  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  He  would  ask  whether  a 
gentleman  who,  in  the  words  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  was  capable  of  makior 
false,  calumnious,  and  disgraceful 
charges,  and  whose  conduct  had  been 
characterized  by  the  Commission  as 
"  culpably  reckless,"  was  a  fit  person  to 
hold  a  high  commission  in  Her  Majesty's 
Farces  as  head  of  a  Volunteer  regi- 
ment? 

LoED  NAPIEE  AMD  ETTHICK  said, 
that,  as  an  old  friend  and  a  relative  of 
the  gallant  officer  whose  conduct  had 
been  so  severely  impugned,  he  wished 
to  say  a  fen  words.  He  bad  long  been 
intimate  with  tho  gallant  officer,  and 
cognizant  of  his  many  high  qualities 
which  were  not  known  to  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Morley).  Colonel  Hope 
belonged  to  a  family  more  than  usually 
distinguished  in  the  Public  Service,  a 
family  which  was  honourably  repre- 
sented in  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
which  bad  been  conspicuous  characters 
to  the  Kavy,  the  Bar,  and  the  Bench,  as 
well  as  to  other  departments  of  Her 
Majesty's  Service.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  Colonel  Hope  in  no  respect  dero- 
^ted  from  the  high  reputation  which 
his  family  bore.  Colonel  Hope  entered 
the  Army  in  the  beginning  of  the  Cri- 
mean War,  and,  although  in  a  very 
humble  professional  position,  such  was 
his  energetic  character  and  the  remark- 
able qualities  with  which  he  was  en- 
dowed,  he  very  soon  made  a  name  even 
in  a  scene  where  so  many  were  dis- 
tinguished. Before  the  end  oC  that  war 
be  had  acquired  a  claim  to  the  highest 
distinction  which  a  young  officer  could 
obtain — the  Victoria  Cross — by  humane 
and  romantic  courage  which,  though  it 
might  have  been  equalled,  has  never 
been  excelled  in  Her  Majesty's  Service. 
He  would  aak  their  Lordships  to  think 
of  this  young  officer  as  carrying  his 
wounded  oomrodea  from  the  field  ia  the 
face  of  the  fire  of  the  Russian  batteries, 
or  aa  standing  on  the  roof  of  s  burning 
magazine  and  extiaguisbing  the  fire 
which  must  have  caused  terrible  de- 
struction of  life,  vhile  not  a  few  shrank 
from  the  appalling  work  of  tho  moment 
and  others  stood  around,  to  use  a  phrase 
which  had  now  become  claasicB   in  an 
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attitude  of  "  animated  expectancy."  It 
might  be  said  that  the  distinguished 
actions  of  his  gallant  friend  in  his 
yoimger  days  were  no  justification  of 
the  errors  of  which  he  had  been  guilty 
in  later  years.  He  did  not  say  that  they 
were  ;  but  they  might  lead  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  coaclusion  that  the  aberra- 
tions of  which  his  gallant  friend  had 
been  guilty  wore  tbe  aberrations  of  a 
generous  and  exalted  mind,  that  they 
could  be  (raced  to  no  personal  motives, 
but  were  caused  by  a  disordered  or  dis- 
tempered view  of  public  duty.  After 
the  end  of  the  Crimean  War,  Colonel 
Hope,  believing  that  all  chances  of 
fighting  were  over,  forsook  the  Mili- 
tary Service  and  passed  at  once  to  the 
opposite  extreme.  Ceasing  to  be  a 
subaltern,  he  became  an  attache,  and 
accompanied  him  when  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  Minister  to  the  United 
States.  There  Colonel  Hope  remained 
for  two  years,  during  which  he  devoted 
himself  with  tbe  greatest  assiduity  to 
the  performance  of  hie  duties,  and  in 
connection  with  them  to  inquiries  into 
tho  military  organization  and  equip- 
ment  of  that  country,  and  especially  to 
inventions  having  reference  to  military 
armaments  and  equipmenta  in  which  tbe 
citizens  of  the  United  S'Atea  were  so 
expert.  Colonel  Hope  was  the  author 
of  Hepoits  toHer  Majesty'sGovemment 
on  these  topics,  and  the  Heports  were 
allowed  to  be  of  great  use.  Colonel  Hope 
served  also  in  Holland  at  IThe  Hague, 
and  in  that  peaceful  and  even  what 
might  be  called  stagnant  scene  managed 
to  attract  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  by  the  services  which  he 
rendered.  Colonel  Hcjie  not  finding  the 
Diplomatic  Service  ofioring  a  sufficient 
field  forsook  it  and  entered  into  the  pur* 
suits  of  engineering  and  mechanical 
contrivance,  for  which  he  had  a  natural 
genius.  That  was  a  career  which 
sometimes  led  to  great  triumphs  and 
gains,  but  was  also  sometimes  attended 
with  great  trials  and  misfortunes. 
In  the  course  of  his  struggles  as  an 
inventor  and  projector  Colonel  Hope 
was  brought  into  contact  with  the 
Department  of  Ordnance.  During  his 
connection  with  that  Department  Colonel 
Hope  came  to  think  that  injustice  was 
eometimes  done  by  it,  that  it  was  not 
invariably  competent  in  all  its  branches, 
and  that  it  was  governed  by  a  spirit  of 
exclusiveneea.    If  he  had  restricted  his 
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incriminalion  to  the  charge  of  incom- 
petency and  error  his  action  would  not 
have  been  blameworthy,  for  it  was  right 
that  the  imperfections  and  miscarriages 
of  a  Public  Department  should  be 
brought  to  li^bt.  He  was  no  advocate  of 
strong  or  unjust  language  ;  but  no  one 
wbobad  taken  a  prominent  part  in  bring- 
ing before  the  public  in  recent  years  the 
errors,  imperfections,  and  miscarriages 
in  that  and  other  departments  of  mili- 
tary administration  would  say  that  their 
exertions  had  been  useless.  The  best 
proof  of  thia  micrht  be  found  in  the 
Heport  of  the  CommisHion  itself,  to 
which  reference  had  been  made,  which, 
while  it  exonerated  the  gallant  ofBcers 
referred  to  by  Colonel  Hope  from  the 
charge  of  corruption,  certainly  did  not 
exonerate  the  department  from  the 
imputation  of  incompetency  and  inefB- 
cieucy.  Unfortunately  his  gallant  rela- 
tive had  not  confined  his  criticism  to  the 
conduct  of  the  department,  but  had 
attacked  also  the  morality  of  individuals 
holding  conspicuous  positions  within  it. 
That  was  undoubtedly  the  weak  part  of 
his  gallant  relative's  case.  He  rejoiced 
to  know  that  the  Oommission  had  tho- 
roughly exonerated  all  the  officers  whose 
morality  had  been  impufi;nod,  and  deeply 
regretted  that  Colonel  Hope  should  have 
occasioned  pain  to  any  honourable 
officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service.  His 
gallant  relative  owed  an  apology  to  the 
officers  whom  be  had  attacked.  He 
might  almosi  be  considered  to  have 
apologized  already,  for  in  a  letter  to  the 
Commissioners  be  bad  acknowledged  the 
justice  of  their  decision.  He  (Lord 
Napier  and  Ettrick)  did  not  complain 
that  the  subject  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, but  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
deliberate  upon  it  with  caution  and 
reserve.  Colonel  Hope  was  at  present 
liable  to  be  proseouted  before  the  Court 
by  the  officere  whom  he  had  offended, 
and  if  their  Lordships  wore  collectively 
to  express  an  opinion  averse  to  him  bis 
case,  should  a  prosecution  be  under- 
taken, would  go  into  Court  pra- 
judged.  In  conclusion,  he  asked  that  a 
lenient  view  might  be  t^en  of  the 
conduct  of  his  gallant  relative,  and 
appealed  to  their  Lorehips  to  refrain 
from  pronouncing  any  hasty  decision 
which  might  imperil  Colonel  Hope's 
connection  with  the  Volunteer  Force,  to 
which  he  had  so  long  given  zealous  and 
gratuitous serrioe,  anathat might  sever 
Lord  KapUr  ani  EllTUk 


the  last  link  that  connected  him  with  ths 
glorious  profession  of  ivhioh  he  was  oocc 
a  distinguished  ornament. 

The     under     8ECEETAKT    or 
STATE  FOE  WAE  (I^ord  Habbis)  said, 
he  was  glad  that  the   noble  Carl  (tb« 
Earl  of  Morley)  had  brought  the  subject 
before  the  House,  and  had  stated,  u 
the  Beport  showed,   that    tfao    charges 
made  by  Colonel  Hope  had  been  most 
clearly  and  conclusively  disproved.     A 
discussion  which  had  already  been  held 
upon  this  subject  had  given  thetr  Lord- 
sbifis  an  opportunity  of  eipressiDg  their 
indignation  tliat  such    charges    should 
have  been  made  against  officere  of  high 
character.    That  discussion,  he  thought, 
must  have  convinced   the    public    that 
those  officers   still  deserved  its    entire 
con  fide  noe.      He    had    refrained    from 
saying  anything  when  this  subject  was 
last  before  their  Lordships,  because  he 
preferred  that  others  who   had   longer 
and  greater  experience  should  express 
their  confidence  in  the  Public  Services. 
There  was  a  danger,  however,  that  the 
public  might  forget  that  the  charges  hod 
been  disproved,  that  it  might  remember 
only  the  statements  of  the  Oommission, 
that  the  system  of  carrying  on  affairs  at 
the  War  Office  was  capable  of  amend- 
ment.  This,  he  hoped,  would  not  occur. 
Notwithstanding  what  has  been  said  by 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Napier 
and  Ettrick),  the  public  ought  not  to 
forget  that  men  of    probity   and   dis- 
tinction had  lain  for  months  under  the 
gravest  and  most  hateful  charges,  with 
the  result  that  the  health  of  one  of  them 
was   seriously  affected,    and    that    the 
working  powers  of  the  remainder  were 
for  a  time  greatly  impaired.     The  Doblo 
Earl  deserved  thanks  for  having  stated 
as  clearly  as  he  bad  that  the  charges  had 
fallen  absolutely  to  the  ground!     The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  opposite,  whose 
feelings  of    kinmanship   he  honoured, 
had  appealed  to  their  Lordships  to  ex- 
tend sympathy  to  Colonel  Hope  on  the 
ground  of  his  distinguished  services  in 
the  Crimea  and  elsewhere.    He  thought 
that  equal  sympathy  ought  at  least  to 
be  extended  to  the  men  who  had  been 
compelled    to    live   under  the   charges 
brought  by  Colonel  Hope.     The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  had  used  the  expression 
"if"  the  Oommission  exonerates  these 
offioers.    There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Commission   did   exonerate  them  from 
all  charges  of  corrupt  practices. 
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Lord  NAPIER  and  BTTRIOK  laid, 
lie  did  not  mean  to  cast  the  Blighteet 
doubt  upon  the  fact. 

Ix>KD  HARRIS  :  The  result  of  the 
Inquiry  waa  that  there  was  no  evidence 
varrantin^;  a  auepicion  of  corruption  on 
the  part  of  any  of  the  superior  officers 
of  the  Ordnance  Department.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  noble  and  i^allaat  Lord 
■ay  that  Colonel  Hope  owed  an  apology 
to  the  officers  and  to  the  Department. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  quoted 
Eome  8«ntencea  in  a  pamphlet  which 
Colonel  Hope  had  iBsued.  He  had  read 
the  pamphlet,  and  could  discover  no 
word  of  apolofty  in  it  for  his  conduct 
to  the  men  whom  he  had  so  grossly 
wronged.  He  conld  hold  out  no  hope 
that  Uie  Secretary  of  State  would  give 
any  further  conslderntion  to  the  ques- 
tion. As  to  Colonel  Hope's  retention 
o{  hie  commissioD  in  the  Volunteer 
Forces,  he  would  ask  the  House  to  look 
at  the  question  from  the  point  of  view 
oftheSeoretary  of  State.  The  Commis- 
sioner had  stated  that  Colonel  Hope  had 
atoned,  mora  or  less,  for  the  charges 
which  he  had  made,  and  had,  with 
great  frankness  and  honourable  can- 
douT,  admitted  the  mistakes  which  he 
had  made.  He  could  not  be  surprised 
at  the  noble  Earl's  statement,  that  be 
had  been  nnable  to  discover  any  grounds 
for  this  statement  of  the  Commission. 
But  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  not  upon  the 
Commission,  and  he  had  to  accept  the 
evidence  and  the  Report  of  the  Com* 
missioD  as  they  stood,  and  was  bound 
by  them.  He  could  only  say,  further, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State  had  said,  that 
it  wu  open  to  any  person  aggrieved  by 
Colonel  Hope's  statement,  to  take  pro- 
ceedings  against  him  in  a  Court  of  I^w. 

SUOEE  NDISANOB  ABATBUEKT   (UE< 

TBOPOLIS)   BILI^^No.  157.) 

(TAt  Lwi  Slrathiint  and  CnmpMl.) 

001iMITT£E. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

LoBB  8TRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  moving  that  the  House  go 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  apologized 
for  the  non-appearance  of  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee. 

The  Eakl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he 
must  object  to  the  House  going  into 
Oommitiee  on  the  Bill,  as  there  waa  a 


distinct  understanding  that  the  Com- 
mittee  would  not  be  taken  until  this 
evidence  was  forlhooming. 

Order  diieharg»d,  and  the  House  to  be 
put  in  Committee  on  Tjiuralajr  next. 

TEINDS,  &c.  (SCOTLAND). 

MOTION  FOB  PAPBBS. 

Movtd,  "Thstthare  b«  laid  before  this  Uouno 

Returni  of  the  rental  of  each  couaty  and  each 

pariah  in  Scotland,  and  of  the  vnlue  of  the  teiads 
ajjporUining  thereto,  and  the  Tulue  of  such  por- 
tion of  them  OS  is  now  appropriated  to  the  pay- 
ment of  itipend  and  communion  elemente,  and 
the  value  of  auch  of  them  aaare  uneihauated  hy 
auch  paymentB,  aod  which  (till  remain  avail- 
alilp  for  the  future  augmentation  of  miniaters' 
atipendi  (in  part  contmualion  of  Hetuta  23o, 
\9»\)."—{Tlu  Earl  of  Minto.) 

TnB  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said,  that 
after  the  discuBsion  which  took  place 
the  other  day  he  made  inquiries,  and, 
though  he  could  not  undertake  that  the 
return  would  be  a  complete  one,  he 
thought  he  might  be  able  to  give  it  in  a 
form  that  would  he  satisfactory  to  the 
noble  Earl. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CRIMINAL    LAW   AMEND^LENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

PBOTEST. 

DISSBNTIENTB. 

"  1 .  BecaoM  exceptional  criminal  Inflation 
weakens  the  ordinary  adminUtration  of  justice 
by  inducing  reliance  on  arbitrary  methoda,  and 
fe  at  the  best  only  temporary  in  its  effec  , 
while  it  cauaea  luting  irritKtioa  and  interne 
hatred  and  miatrust  of  the  lav. 

"  2.  BecBuae,  while  it  is  the  fact  that  in  some 
parte  of  Ireland  the  people  do  not  mpport  the 
administration  of  the  law,  we  do  not,  after 
nearly  two  years  frse  from  exceptional  legisla- 
tion, see  aridenee  of  euch  an  amount  of  crime 
and  lawleaaneas  at  the  present  time  as  has  been 
held  to  justify  Parliament  in  enactingmeasurcB 
ol  special  Beverity. 

"3.  Because  this  Bill  gives  tbelriibExecativo 
power  on  its  own  responsibility  to  deprive  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  Irish  people  o(  thoao 
constitutional  lafegiuuds  and  individual  rights 
which  are  so  justly  prized  in  Ureat  Britain. 

"4.  Becaose,  even  if  some  change  in  the  law 
of  criminal  procedure  in  Ireland  be  expedient, 
it  ii  not  right  to  submit  for  judicial  detomina- 
tioQ  quBstions  most  difficult  of  solution,  such  as 
sharget  of  oonspiracy,  to  subordinata  tribanals 
dependent  upon  the  will  of  the  Biecntive. 
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"6.  Bmauw  thU  Bill  ie  not  onlj  directed 
agtumt  crime  nud  oatrage,  but  agaiast  fuaocia- 
tioni  lawful  in  their  objecti  and  methods  which 
are  placed  at  the  msraj  oi  tba  ISzscutiTe  when- 
ever such  Msodatioos,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Eiecutive,  disturb  the  maintenance  of  law  and 

"  6.  BecauBS  BQchlegislation  in  likely  to  create 
and  stimulate  the  action  of  secret  societies 
which  will  ha  more  dangerous  than  open  asso- 
dotioiu. 

"  7.  Because  the  eiperionce  of  a  long  SBriaa  of 
repressive  Acta  coaclusirely  shows  that  excep- 
tional legislation  of  thin  kind  has  failed  to  secare 
any  permanent  respect  for  law  and  order,  while 
it  tends  to  render  the  presentsystem  of  govem- 
meot  in  Ireland  odious  to  the  Irish  people. 

"8.  Because  the  only  tme  remedy  for  the  evils 
which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  meet  is  to  be  found 
in  legislation  which  will  being  the  people  o( 
Ireland  into  harmony  and  sympathy  with  the 
law  and  its  administration. "  , 

"  Orantillg  Keksinoton 

Sfexcbi  Lbiqh 

KlPOM  HOTBFIBLD 

KlUBEBLSY  BUBION 

WOLVBBTON  CaMOTS 

BlUTB  HOBHOUSE 

BosEHBBY  Monks  WELL 

tJANnHIIBST  SrHNET 

Herbchell  Thsinq 

OXENBHIDOE  ChEBTBRFIBLD 

Uamiltos  of  Daliell    Grbvilie 
HovoHTOH  Acton 

NOHTHBOUSNB  ABEBDARE  " 

Haxtdbh 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  iUhJufy,  1SB7. 


MINUTES.]  — New  Whit  Ibsdbd  —  For  the 
Borough  of  Olaagow  (Bridgeton  Division),  e. 
Edward  Richard  Russell,  esquire.  Manor  of 
Northslead. 

St-ppLT  —  tonsidered  in  Vommitltt — Sctahitioiit 
[July  22}  riportci. 

Public  Biij.a  —  Second  Sending  —  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  •  [334]  ;  Municipal  Regula- 
tion (Constabulary,  &c.)  (Belfast)*  [291]; 
Juvenile  Offenders  [246],  debate  adjoarntd; 
MarriagBB  Confirmation  (Antwerp)  [326], 
debate  adjvamed;  Bankruptcy  Costs  (Ire- 
land) •[12iJ. 

Cbmniitln  —  Irish  Land  Law  [308)  [Firtt 
lfighi}-~i.r. ;  Open  Spaces  (Dublin)  •  [801— 
u.F. ;  iDcnmbents'  Betignatton  Act    (1871) 


Amendment  [323]— b.f.;  Uatketo  and  Fain 

(Weighing  of  Cattle)*  [317]— a.r. 
IFiYAdraicn— Mani&gea  (Atteodonce  of  Hegi»< 

trsrs)  •  [164]  ;  FUbingB,  &c.  Valuation  tSa>t- 

land)*  [114]. 
PsOTiaioNAL  Obdbb    Bill—  TAird   Beadinf— 

Local    Oovemment    (No.    7)  •   [296J,   and 

purr  ATE  BUSIHTESS. 


DUBLIN,  WICKLOW,  AND    WEXFORD 
RAILWAY  (CiTY  OF  DUBLIN  JUNC- 
TION RAILWAYS)  BILL  (*y  OrA^). 
Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjoamed 
Debate  on  Queatiun  [22iid  Jolj^, 

"  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Dnblin,  Wiclilow , 
and  Weiford  Railway  (City  of  Dublin  Jimctjon 
Rsilwaya)  Bill,  Standing  Orders  84,  314,  215, 
and  239  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now 
taken  into  conai  delation,  provided  amended 
prints  shall  have  been  previously  deposited." 

Queatloa  again  proposed. 

Motion,  by  leare,  mtkdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  coneidered. 

Me.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  :  I 
riae  forthepnrposeof  opposing  this  Bill. 
My  first  ground  of  opposition  ia  that  the 
usual  course  has  been  departed  from  in 
this  instance,  inasmuch  as  we  luira  bad 
no  opportunity  of  blocking  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  owing  to  the  manner  in 
wMoh  it  has  been  brought  before  the 
House.  It  has  not  appeared  on  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  or  on  Uie  Notices,  in 
the  usual  form,  and  hence  it  was  only 
when  the  present  stage  was  reached  that 
we  were  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
placing  OUT  views  before  the  House. 
The  short  history  of  the  Bill  is  this.  In 
1884,  three  years  ago,  a  Bill  was  passed 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  autho- 
rizing tho  construction  of  this  ao-oalled 
loop  line.  It  was  most  strenuously  op- 
posed in  its  several  stages  by  tho  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin,  on  the  ground  that 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  instead  of 
taking  the  most  convenient  mode  of 
connecting  the  Westland  Row  Station 
with  the  tenninins  of  the  Great  North- 
em  Kailway,  took  a  different  course  alto- 
gether, whioh,  if  carried  out,  would  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  dieGgurement  of  the 
city.  In  fact,  an  act  of  perfect  ran- 
dalism  would  have  been  perpetrated  if 
the  Bill  had  boon  oarriwl  into  effect. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill,  however, 
have  not  been  carried  into  cBisct,  be- 
cause the  money  has  not  been  forth* 
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ooming  for  the  coiutrnctioa  of  the  line, 
and  the  Act  of  Parliament  has  conse- 
queotl;  become  a  dead  letter.  The  Act 
has  now  remained  a  dead  letter  for 
three  jears ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  as 
wa  in  Ireland  are  auxioua  to  see  an  ex- 
tension of  the  latlwa;  STStem  from 
Westland  Bow,  we  have  supported  an- 
other Bill  for  connecting  that  station 
with  the  Great  Southern  and  Western 
RailwayCompany'slineat  Kinf^bridge. 
That  Company  in  trod  uoed  their  Bill  into 
this  House  this  year,  and  now  that  a 

{iraotical  scheme  of  connection  has  been 
sgatiied,  I  think  it  is  somewhat  too  late 
for  the  Dublin,  Wioklow,  and  Wexford 
Company  to  come  in  and  say — "  We 
will  now  make  our  oonneotion ;  we  will 
try  to  raise  the  money,  and  by  that 
means  we  may  deprive  the  Qreat 
Southern  and  Western  Company  of  the 
value  of  the  privileges  they  have  ob- 
tained for  themseUes  in  securing  the 
authorization  of  a  connection  between 
Kingstown  and  Cork  by  railway."  Now, 
Sir,  this  scheme  for  the  construction  of 
a  so-called  loop  line,  which  we  maintain 
will  lead  to  the  dis&gnrement  of  the 
City  of  Dublin,  is  to  cost  £300,000,  and  I 
can  assure  our  Northern  Iriondsby  whom 
it  is  promoted  that,  in  all  probabUity,  if 
the  money  is  raised,  they  will  never  re- 
ceive one  penny  in  the  shape  of  divi- 
dends  upon  this  enormous  outlay.  That, 
I  believe,  is  one  reason  why  the  Act  has 
been  allowed  to  remain  a  dead  letter. 
The  promoters  have  now,  however, 
secured  some  influential  friends  in  the 
North  who  are  coming  forward  to  sup- 
port them.  But  it  ia  not  eo  much  upon 
that  ground  that  I  oppose  the  Bill.  I 
oppose  this  stage  most  strenuously  on 
account  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
measure  has  been  rushed  through  the 
House,  and  for  the  departure  the  pro* 
motera  have  made  from  the  ordinary 
usages  of  the  House.  I  certainly  think 
the  House  ought  to  exbress  its  opinion 
upon  that  matter,  and  that  it  should 
atop  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill.  I 
therefore  oppose  the  Uotion,  and  I  be- 
lieve  that  a  great  number  of  my  Friends 
who  are  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House 
vill  go  into  the  Lobby  with  me  if  the 
Bill  is  persisted  in. 

Mb,  KW ART  (Belfast,  N.j:  Thehon. 
Qentleman  speaks  of  this  line  as  if  it 
were  one  that  really  oSeoted  the  North 
of  Ireland  only.  I,  on  the  other  hand, 
Am  here  to  assert  that  it   would  bo 


equally  advantafceous  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  and  especially  to  the  Queens- 
town  route  for  the  American  mails.  The 
hon. Qentleman  complains  that  the  Forms 
of  the  House  have  not  been  complied 
with.  To  that  statement  X  also  take 
exception.  The  Forms  of  the  House,  in 
every  instance,  have  been  complied  with. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Then  with  what  object  is  this  Motion 
brought  forward  ? 

Mr.  EWART:  The  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  enable  the  promoters  to  make 
certain  flnandal  arrangements  in  order 
to  secure  that  the  scheme  of  1 881  should 
be  carried  out,  and  I  am  entirely  opposed 
to  any  Motion  for  postponing  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should  make  a  short  statement. 
The  Bill  is  promoted  by  the  Dublin. 
Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Ewlway  Com- 

iiany,  to  enable  them  to  carry  out  the 
oop-line  they  were  authorized  by  Par- 
liament to  make  three  years  ago.  This 
delay  has  been  rendered  necessary  in 
consequence  of  the  indisposition  of  two  of 
theCompanies  who  were  interested  in  the 
Bill,  and,  notably,  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Bail  way  Company,  to 
carry  out  the  solemn  undertaking  they 
entered  into  under  the  Act  of  1884.  As 
to  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  I  should  say  much.  They 
were  thoroughly  investigated  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin  were  fully  represented 
therein  opposition  to  the  scheme.  Never- 
theless, it  was  passed  by  both  Houses. 
I  will  only  say  that  this  loop-line  was 
supported  by  the  four  great  Bailway 
Companies  in  Ireland,  and  the  principal 
Steamboat  Company  in  the  country. 
It  was  shown,  when  the  Bill  was  before 
Parliament,  that  it  was  the  only  possible 
way  of  connecting  the  different  railway 
termini  in  Dublin,  and  of  snpplying  a 
wont  that  has  very  Jong  been  felt.  The 
Bailway  Companies  invoked  the  aid  of 
the  Postmaster  General  of  that  day,  Ur. 
Fawcett,  who  warmly  supported  the 
scheme,  and  sent  an  Inspector  of  Mails 
to  give  evidence  in  its  favour,  and  to 
express  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
that  the  oonstrnction  of  the  line  would 
be  a  very  great  advantage  to  Ireland 
and  to  the  Queenstown  route.  So  far 
as  passengers  are  ooncemsd,  if  this  line 
is  made,  instead  of  having  to  drive 
through  Dublin,  as  they  do  at  piesent 
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from  one  station  to  another,  they  w!ll 
be  able  to  go  on  vichout  change  of  car- 
riage ;  and,  as  regards  the  mails,  facili- 
ties vill  be  afforded  for  improTiDg  the 
interchange  of  mails  between  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  It  will  further  quicken  the 
oommonication  to  Cork  and  all  the  pro- 
vinoes  by  half  an  hour  to  an  hour,  and 
it  will  expedite  the  American  mail  ser- 
vice to  the  same  extent,  both  inwards 
and  outwards.  There  will  be  a  provin- 
cial despatch  to  Dublin  of  from  half-an- 
bour  to  an  hour  later  than  at  present. 
At  this  moment,  the  mails  are  not  de- 
livered in  Belfast  before  noon,  and  Cork, 
of  course,  at  a  later  hour ;  and  the  ac- 
celeration which  will  take  place  under 
this  scheme  will  confer  a  great  boon 
upon  the  town,  and,  indeed,  on  the 
whole  of  the  proTinces ;  while  it  would 
give  an  advantage  of  from  haUan-hour 
to  an  hour  in  the  despatch  of  the  Ame. 
rican  mails  vid  Queenstown.  Therefore, 
upon  every  ground,  there  are  strong 
motives  for  constructing  this  line,  and  I 
think  it  is  hard  that  an  endeavour  should 
be  made  to  stop  the  promoters  at  this 
stage. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Why  should 
the  Standing  Orders  be  suspended  f 

MB.EWABT:  If  Ihere  were  really  any 
poesibls  alternative  scheme,  or  any  reason 
for  this  opposition,  the  objection  which 
has  been  raised  to  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  would  have  more  claim  upon  the 
consideration  ot  the  House.  Tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  F.  McDonald) 
says  that  another  Bill,  which  will  give 
all  the  public  accommodation  that  is 
required,  has  passed  this  House  during 
the  present  Session.  Now,  that  Bill 
has  not  passed  this  House  at  all, 
although  it  has  passed  certain  stages, 
and  it  is  very  well  known  that  if  the  Bill 
itself  passed,  it  will  be  impossible  for 
the  money  ever  to  be  raised  for  the  con- 
struction of  tbe  line. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Or  for  this. 

Mb.  BWART:  No  sane  man  will 
ever  put  his  money  into  such  a  line. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Nor  into  this. 

Ma.  EWART:  I  would  appeal  to 
hoQ.  Members  who  represent  the  City 
of  Dublin  to  support  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  hoe  used  some  hard 
words  about  vandalism.  This  line  does, 
certainly,  cross  the  Biver  Liffey,  and 
passes  through  Beresford  Place.  But  my 
own  opinion  is  that  if  the  line  be  nicely 
formed  and  elegant    in  its   structure. 


instead  of  being 'injurious  to  BH«aford 
Place  and  tbe  Custom  House,  will  be  an 
improvement  to  it.  Bereaford  Place  is 
one  of  the  most  dreary,  deserted  looking 
spots  in  Europe,  and  a  railway  such  u 
I  have  described  crossing  there  would 
give  animation  to  it,  and  show  on- 
mistakabls  signs  that  Dublin  is  advanc- 
ing in  material  prosperity.  I  hope, 
in  this  matter,  to  have  the  support  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sextan)  for  the  construc^on  of  this  line. 
It  will  certainly  do  Belfast  and  tbe  Pro- 
vince of  Ulster  a  great  deal  of  good, 
while,  with  regard  to  Dublin,  it  will  at 
once  lead  to  an  expenditure  of  £300,000, 
which,  I  think,  is  no  small  matter.  Per- 
sonally, I  look  u^n  this  as  a  national 
question,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
House  will  agree  to  suspend  the  Stood* 
ing  Orders  and  alloir  the  Bill  to  be 
passed  to-day. 

Mb.  PENBOSE-FITZGEBALD 
(Cambridge):  I  cannot  see  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  has  re- 
moved any  of  the  objections  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  has  raised  to  this 
Bill.  Although  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  (Mr.  Ewart)  has  said  that 
no  sane  man  would  put  his  money  in  a 
scheme  for  a  connecting  line  between 
the  Kingstown  and  Dublin  Bailway 
and  tbe  Creat  Southern  and  Western 
system,  I,  for  one,  in  a  very  small 
way,  have  done  so,  I  consider  that 
8U(^  a  railway  is  most  needed  undw 
the  existing  oiroumstanoes,  and  that 
it  will  directly  facilitate  the  transit  of 
tbe  mails  from  London  to  Cork.  This 
Bill  has  been  before  the  House  for  some 
time.  What  the  technical  points  may 
be  on  which  it  has  been  delayed  I  am 
not  aware,  but  that  it  has  been  delayed 
I  am  aware,  and  owing  to  that  delay  the 
Q-reat  Southern  and  Western  Bailway 
have  formed  a  project  which  is  no* 
before  this  House  for  connecting  Kings- 
town with  their  line  to  Cork,  by  means 
of  a  link  from  Booterstown  to  Inohioore. 
Therefore,  I  think  it  is  hard  that  ws 
should  have  it  thrown  ia  our  face  Uiat  a 
Bailway  Company  proposing  to  cany  a 
line  through  the  streets  of  Dublin  should 
have  power  to  prevent  the  Qreat  Southein 
and  Western  Bailway  from  going  on 
with  their  project.  The  Northern  Bail- 
ways  are  already  connected  with  the 
Qreat  Southern  and  Weetern  line  at 
Kingsbridge ;  and  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Bailw^  runs  the  dmUs  to 
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Cork  direct.  The  proposition  of  that 
Company  to  coDstruct  a  Bmall  loop-lino 
from  Rooter Btown  to  Inchicore  will 
connect  all  the  great  main  linea  with 
Holyhead,  Dublin,  and  Cork.  This 
line  will  place  Kingstown,  where  the 
English  and  American  mails  arrive,  in 
direct  communication  nith  Cork,  and 
that  is  most  important  in  view  of  the 
competing  claims  of  Southampton,  Hil- 
ford,  Falmouth,  and  other  towns  for 
oarrying  the  American  mails.  If  Cork 
is  not  prepared,  as  it  ought  to  be,  with 
a  complete  through  transit  from  Kings- 
town it  will  ineTitablj  go  to  the  wall,  and 
xay  pole  object  is  to  endeavour  to  induce 
thiB  House,  as  quickly  as  possible,  to 
pass  such  necessar;  measures  as  will  en- 
able the  Qreat  Southern  and  Western 
Railway  Company  at  Queenstown  to 
conoect  their  line  with  the  Kingstowa 
boats.  It  is  no  fault  of  ours  that  the 
line  authorized  by  the  Act  passed  three 
years  ago  has  not  been  made,  and,  no 
doubt,  the  Company  had  some  reason 
for  the  delay.  On  their  heads  then  the 
coneequences  mast  fall  if  their  line  is 
rejected.  All  that  I  ask  of  the  House  ia 
not  to  allow  our  Bill  to  be  crushed,  be- 
cause, for  some  reason  of  their  own,  the 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Company 
have  chosen  to  delay  the  constmction  of 
their  line. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees)  (Cambridge  University) :  This 
is  a  question  which  closely  affects  the 
transit  of  the  mails,  and  ^erefore  has 
a  certain  amount  of  public  interest,  apart 
from  the  interest  it  has  in  connection 
with  Ireland.  Therefore,  I  desire  to 
say  one  or  two  words  upon  the  subject 
as  to  the  great  dif&culty  at  present  ex- 
perienced in  regard  to  the  transit  of  the 
mails,  to  which  reference  has  already 
been  made.  I  am  aware  that  this  ia  one 
of  two  Bills  which  are  promoted  by  rival 
Compauies,  both  of  wnich  measures,  I 
understand,  have,  among  other  objects, 
that  of  facilitating  the  transmission  of 
the  mails  through  and  from  Dublin.  I 
have  nothing  whatever  to  say  to  that 
part  of  the  present  scheme,  which  pro- 
pose a  communication  between  the 
Westland  Bow  Station  and  the  Northern 
railway  lioes.  As  to  the  means  by  which 
that  communication  is  to  be  eSeoted  that 
is  a  matter  with  which  I  have  nothing 
to  do.  I  should  be  glad  if  I  thought 
there  were  any  reasonable  prospect  in 
the  course  of  the  |>resent  ye^r,  or  in  any 


short  time,  of  seeing  the  scheme  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Fenrose-Fitzgerald)  has  referred  carried 
out.  The  matter,  however,  is  really 
urgent,  and  the  carrying  out  of  that 
scheme  must  necessarily  be  delayed  for 
some  time.  When  the  question  was  under 
consideration  before  the  Committee  in 
1664,  the  great  point  urged  was  the 
fact  that  the  mails,  on  their  arrival  from 
England,  at  Kingstown,  had  to  be  con- 
veyed to  Westland  Row,  then  trans- 
ferred to  cars,  then  taken  to  another 
railway  station,  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Station  at  Kingsbridge.  A 
deputation  waited  upon  me  on  this 
subject  last  autumn,  and  I  felt  bound 
to  tell  them  that  if  that  arrangement 
continued  to  be  carried  out  in  regard 
to  the  transport  of  the  American  mails 
the  inconvenience  it  entails  is  of  such  an 
extreme  character  that  it  would  almost 
certainly  be  necessary  to  send  the 
mails  by  some  other  route.  No  doubt, 
Plymouth,  Southampton,  and  other 
places  are  competing  for  the  conveyance 
of  the  American  mails,  although  I  draw 
from  that  fact  a  different  moral  from 
that  which  my  ban.  Friend  draws.  My 
hon.  Friend  asks  the  House  to  throw 
out  this  Bill,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  securing  the  conveyance  of  the  mails 
through  the  City  of  Dublin,  because  he 
thinks  another  scheme  might  he  better 
if  the  promoters  of  a  certain  Bill  now 
before  Farliameat  were  to  carry  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill  out.  Now, 
although  that  scheme  may  be  a  guod 
one,  and  I  should  be  happy  to  support 
it  in  respect  of  the  Office!  hold  as  Post- 
master Qeneral  whenever  it  comes  before 
the  House  in  a  practical  manner,  I  do 
not  think  the  House  ought  to  throw 
away  the  opportunity  now  afforded  to  it 
of  completing  a  through  communication 
by  passing  the  present  Bill.  Something 
has  been  stated  in  regard  to  an  irregu- 
larity committed  by  the  promoters  in 
bringing  forward  the  Bill,  and  re- 
ference has  been  made  to  some 
special  and  exception al  proceedings. 
Now,  let  me  point  out  that  it  is  perfectly 
competent  for  the  promoters  to  ask  the 
House  to  dispense  with  certain  Standing 
Orders,  with  a  view  of  facilitating  any 
measure  which  it  is  seriously  intended 
to  pass  into  law  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session.  The  House,  in  many  in- 
stances, has  acceded  to  such  an  applica- 
tion, and  has  sent  a  Bill  forwara  to  the 
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House  of  Lardii  with  greater  speed  than 
the  orilmary  Forma  ol'the  Houae  would 
allow,  in  order  that  it  might  become  law 
before  the  end  of  the  Ression.  This  Bill 
is  ODe  which  was  not  opposed  in  its  Oont- 
mittee  stage,  and  I  do  not  think  it  lies 
very  well  in  the  mouth  of  those  who 
oppose  it  in  its  present  stage  to  com- 
plain that  therehas  been  an;  irregularitj 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  promoters. 
The  Bill  passed  before  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  as  an  unopposed  Bill, 
and  now  that  it  has  come  down  here  for 
consideration,  the  opponents  are  trying 
to  raise  questions  which  they  were  un- 
willing to  raise  before  the  proper  tribu- 
nal. [  Criti  of  "  Oh !  "1  Hon.  Uembers 
deny  that;  but  this  House  has  always 
looked  with  great  suspicion  upon  an 
opposition  got  up  at  the  last  moment  in 
order  to  prevent  a  Bill  from  being  read 
a  third  time,  when  no  opposition  has 
been  offered  to  it  in  its  earlier  stages. 
I  hope  it  will  be  a  long  time  before  this 
House  consents  to  endorse  any  such 
course  of  action,  unless  some  better 
ground  is  shown  for  it  than  has  been 
shown  in  this  case.  I  ha?e  only  one 
word  more  to  add,  and  it  has  reference 
to  the  actual  character  of  the  Bill  itself. 
This  Bill  does  not  propose  for  the  first 
time  to  make  this  railway.  It  merely 
proposes  to  facilitate  the  completion  of 
an  authorized  railway,  by  giriog  greater 
financial  advantages  than  are  at  present 
possessed.  The  Corporation  of  Dublin 
opposed  the  original  Bill  when  it  was 
before  the  House  in  1884,  and  they 
agreed  to  the  insertion  of  clauses  in  the 
House  of  Lords — certain  saving  clauses 
in  regard  to  their  rights— with  a  view  of 
meeting  and  obviating  the  objections 
which  theyhad  urged.  ThenTdo  not  think 
that  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  are  justi- 
fied ia  opposing  the  Bill  on  the  present 
occasion,  especially  as  it  relates  only  to 
financial  arrangements  by  which  it  is  in- 
tended to  give  effect  to  what  is  already 
the  law  of  the  land.  I  do  uot  think  I 
am  called  upon  to  refer  to  any  other 
Boheme  which  is  not  at  this  moment 
before  us.  I  shall  be  glad,  in  my  official 
capacity,  to  welcome  either,  or  both,  of 
these  Bills.  I  should  be  tolerably  happy 
with  either ;  but  I  think  that  this  Bill 
stands  a  better  chance  of  being  passed 
than  the  other,  and  I  hope  the  Houbb 
will  not  throw  away  the  opportunity  it 
now  has  of  making  the  connection  with 
the  Westland  Eow  Station,  and  I  trust 
iff.  Sitehi$ 
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that  hoa.  Members   from  Treland  wiD 
scruple  to  take  any  oourse  which  loay 
make  it  necessary  to  reconsider  the  «  ' 
question  of  the  carriage  of  the  & 
mails  fid  Ireland. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  have  Ustaned 
with  positive  amazement  to  the  atatament 
of  the  Postmaster  General.    How,  in  the 
'  name  of  goodness,  does  this  fiill  a^et 
the  American  mails  1     If  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  Dublin  as  irell  as  we 
do,   he  must  know  that  this  Bill  affects 
the  conveyance  of  the  American  mails  no 
more  than  if  we  were  to    put  another 
bridge  across  the  river  here  at  West- 
minster.    The  American  mails  go  from 
Westland  Bow  at  the  present  moment 
down  to  Queenslown.    This  is  a  propoesi 
to   build  a   bridge  and   to  lake  trains 
across  the  Liffey,  so  as  to  connect  West- 
land  Row  with  the  line  to  Belfast;  and 
it  has  no  more  to  do  with  the  American 
mails  than  Tenterden  Steeple  has  to  do 
with  the   Goodwin   Sands.     The   right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  what  almost 
amounts  to  a  threat  against  the  Irish 
Members  if  they  oppose  this  Bill ;  and 
he  has  suggested  that  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  are,  for  some  purposes  of  their 
own,  encouraging  this  opposition.    As 
to  the  merits  of  the  financial  proposal,  I 
know  nothing.     I  do  not  care  a  eiiap  of 
the  fingers  which  Company  makes  the 
connection,  or  which  does  not ;  I  should 
be  glad  to  see  both  suooeed,  so  long  as 
they  succeed  in  a  proper  manner ;  bnt 
we  are  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  opposition  has  been  got  up  at 
the  last  moment  by  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin,  and  that,  therefore,  we  ought  to 
be  suspicious  of  it.     That  is  an  insinna- 
tion  which  I  utterly  repel.     Three  years 
ago  I  gave  to  this  Bill  the  utmost  oppo- 
sition in  my  power.     I  looked  upon  itas 
a  Bill  introduced  by  Goths  and  Vandals, 
and  I  recollect  that  at  that  time  an  un- 
worthy atlaok  was  made  upon  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin,  who  was  then  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
prejudicing  the  Committee  which  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  Bill  against  the 
opposition  raised  to  it.    What  is  the 
Motion  DOW  before  the  House?     The 
Postmaster  General  says  that  the  House 
has  always  been  in  the  habit  of  assent- 
ing to  proposals  of  this  kind,  and  especi- 
ally in  view  of  the  foot  that  the  opposi- 
tion has  been  got  up  at  the  last  mo  meni 
Now,  what  wasthe  first  moment  at  which 
the  opposition  oould  have  been  got  npf 
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'Xbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  having  bim- 
telf  been  Chairmao  of  Committees,  ought 
to  understand  the  Forms  of  tbe  House, 
and  I  cerlaialy  expect  to  boar  from  the 
present  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
some  jiutiQcation  of  tbe  proposal  con- 
taiaed  in  this  Motion  to  suspend  the 
Standing  Orders  vhsn  I  ask  how  we 
could  have  got  up  an  oppositLon  against 
the  Bill.  As  a  matter  oi  fact,  tbe  mea- 
aure  has  been  smuggled  through  tbe 
House  at  this  late  period  of  the  Sessiou 
with  the  connivance  of  tbe  authorities— 
I  do  not  say  in  any  iinproper  way,  but 
the  authorities  of  tbe  House  have  cer- 
tainly favoured  this  proposal  in  some 
manner  which  I  do  not  understand. 
We  have  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Belfast  (Mr.  Evart)  a  good 
deal  about  the  merits  ot  the  Bill;  but 
will  be  tell  us  what  justification  there  is 
for  suspending  the  Standing  Orders  ?  I 
presume  that  the  Bules  of  this  House 
have  been  laid  down  for  valuable  rea- 
sons. Wo  bear  a  great  deal  nowadays 
about  tbe  Forms  of  the  House.  Every 
Form  of  tbo  House  has  been  establiabod, 
I  suppose,  by  the  wisdom  of  our  prede- 
cessors for  a  particular  and  speciGo  pur- 
pose, and  if  thoee  Forms  should  be  ad- 
hered to  for  anything  at  all,  certainly 
tbey  should  not  be  departed  from  on 
questions  affecting  the  raising  of  capi- 
tal. We  have  not  beard  a  single  word 
from  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  is  appa- 
rently engineering  the  Bill  as  to  why 
tbe  Standing  Orders  should  be  uus- 
pended.  The  first  proposal  contained 
in  this  Motioa  is  to  suspend  Standing 
Order  64.  Let  ma  turn  to  that  Stand- 
ing Order.  The  Postmaster  Oeneral 
says  that  the  opposition  bos  been  got 
up  at  tbe  last  moment.  Standing  Order 
84  soys— 

"Three  clear  days  at  Imt  before  the  cod- 
^deration  of  any  private  Bill  ordered  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  a  copy  of  every  sach  Bit],  a* 
amended  in  Committee,  ahall  be  laid  bf  the 
anot  before  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Wajri  and  Hetui  and  the  connul  to  Mr. 
(Speaker,  and  deposited  at  tbe  office  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ,  and  in  the  case  of  every  Bill 
nKjuired  by  tbe  Standing  Orden  to  be  depo- 
iited  at  the  office  of  the  Local  OoretnmeDt 
Board  on  oi  before  the  SUt  day  of  December, 
■hall  alio  be  deposited  at  tbe  oUice  of  the 
Local  OavenimeDt  Board." 
Why,  then,  was  that  not  done  f  Why 
do  the  promoters  not  do  it?  Why 
should  tnere  be  this  amazing  hurry  ? 
Certainly  I  did  not  know  that  there  was 
anval  sohems  before  the  House  until 
TOX^  OOOXVU.    [raiBn  SERIES.] 


the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  got  up 
to  say  that  he  bad  put  his  money  in  it. 
I  am  very  glad  that  he  has,  because  I 
say  that  tbe  proposal  to  spend  £300,000 
by  a  Bailway  Company  which  is  prac- 
tically bankrupt — namely,  tbe  Dublin, 
Wicklow,  and  Wesford  Bailway  Com- 
pany— which  has  only  paid  1  per  cent 
lor  a  number  of  years,  and  whose  chief 
Director,  the  moment  this  Bill  was 
passed,  resigned  bis  seat  on  the  hoard, 
and  said  that  he  would  no  longer  be 
responsible  for  tbe  affairs  of  the  Com- 
pany, is  preposterous.  This  is  a  Bill 
which  is  backed  up  by  persons  who 
have  not  one  penny  of  interest  in  tbe 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Line, 
and  who  want  to  spend  £300,000  in 
building  a  bridge  across  tbe  Liffey,  in 
order  to  save  10  minutes  in  the  transit 
through  the  City  of  Dublin.  I  have 
pointed  out  that  the  Bill  has  no  more  to 
do  with  the  conveyance  of  tbe  American 
mails  than  Westminster  Bridge ;  and 
what  protection  are  we  to  have  if  we  are 
to  permit  promoters  of  Bills  to  violate 
one  of  tbe  fundamental  provisions  of 
our  Standing  Orders,  requiring  Notice 
and  warning  to  be  given  to  Members  of 
this  House  and  other  parties  concerned  ? 
Yet  it  is  proposed  in  regard  to  a  Bill  for 
which  not  a  single  stiver  has  yet  been 
subscribed,  that  this  Standing  Order 
should  be  suspended.  Then,  what  is  the 
next  Standing  Order,  because  I  observe 
that  there  are  a  quartette  of  them  which 
this  Motioa  proposes  to  suspend  P  Tbe 
next  is  Standing  Order  214.  Whatdoea 
that  Standing  Order  say  ?     It  eays— 

"  Every  Private  Bill,  ai  amended  in  Com- 
mittee, shall  be  printed  at  the  expenee  of  thi 
parties  applying  for  the  aame  ;  and  delivered  to 
the  Vote  Office  for  Vtit  use  of  the  ilembers, 
three  clear  dajra  at  least  before  the  conndera- 
tioa  of  auch  Bill." 

That  ia  a  most  important  provision,  and 
in  this  case  it  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  complied  with.  Standing  Order 
Number  215  provides  that— 

"  In  the  ease  of  Private  Billa  ordered  to  lie 
upon  the  ^Table,  three  dear  days  shall  inter- 
vene between  the  Report  and  the  contideratiua 
of  the  Bill,  and  no  conaidaration  of  any  such 
Bill  shall  take  place,  onleu  the  Chairman  of 
the  Cnmmittee  of  Ways  and  Meani  ihall  have 
informed  the  Hoose  or  ainiified  in  writing  to 
Hr.  Speaker,  whether  the  BiU  contain  the 
several  provisions  required  by  the  Standing 
Orders.  ■' 

This  Standing  Order  provides  that  the 
Chairman   of  Ways  and  Means  shall 
certify  certain  things  to  tbe  Speaker  tai 
3  0 
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his  counael.  The  promotera,  in  this  case, 
have  not  done  bo,  and  yet,  forsooth,  ^e 
are  aeked  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  considering  !he  Rdviaability 
of  suspending  our  Standing  Orders  wher 
we  have  plenty  of  other  work  before  ua 
and  have  certainly  no  desire  to  occupj 
ourselves  with  the  consideration  of  Pri' 
vate  Bill  Legislation.  The  Poslmasler 
&aneral  telle  us  that  the  opposition  to 
the  Bill  has  been  got  up  in  a  suspicious 
manner  at  the  last  moment,  when  abso- 
iutehf,  as  far  as  I  can  gather,  no  copy  of 
the  Bill  has  been  printed  in  the  ordinary 
way  for  the  use  of  Members.  But  these 
voracious  Gentlemen  want  to  have 
another  Standing  Order  bus  pen 
Why  not  abolish  the  House  of  Commons 
altogether,  and  get  rid  of  all  the  pre- 
cautions which  have  been  taken  in  refer- 
ence to  Private  Bill  Legislation.  Stand- 
ing Order  239  says— 

"  One  clear  day's  ootioe,  in  writing,  shall  bt 
gEven  by  the  agent  for  the  Bill,  to  the  clerka  In 
the  Privftto  Bills  Office,  of  the  day  propoaed  for 
the  consideration  of  every  Private  Bill  ordered 
to  lie  upon  the  Table." 
So  that  when  charged  bythe  Poatmaster 
Qeneral  with  having  got  up  at  the  last 
moment  a  suspicious  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  we  find  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  examined  the  Standing 
Orders,  and  he  ought  to  be  acquainted 
with  them,  seeing  that  he  occupied  for 
eome  time,  in  a  useful  and  dignified 
manner,  the  position  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Ueans,  he  would  have  known 
that  no  opportunity  has  been  given  to 
us  to  state  our  opposition  to  the  Bill.  I 
think,  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  would  be  an  act  of  great  folly 
for  capitalists  to  put  their  money  into 
this  scueme.  I  know  that  if  we  had 
Eome  Bule  passed  for  Ireland,  one  of 
the  first  things  the  Irish  Oovemment 
would  ba  required  to  do  would  be  to 
build  a  bridge  over  the  Liffey  in  a  pro- 
per manner.  They  would  not  consent 
to  be  overruled  by  three  Gentlemen  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  probably 
never  saw  Dublin  or  even  Ireland,  who 
care  nothing  for  the  country,  and  who 
simply  support  the  view  originally  put 
forward  by  the  counsel  for  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Dublin.  If 
that  had  not  been  done,  the  Bill  would 
never  have  been  passed.  The  only  valid 
argument  offered  to  the  Committee  was 
that  gentieman  connected  with  the  Mill- 
iff.  T.  if.  BmI^ 


tary  Service  irere  called,  who  statied  T^ 
when    soldiers   were     marched    ^'^^ 
Dublin  from  one  statioa   to  tho   <i^^ 
the  streets  of  Dublin  were  very  dirj 
and  the  soldiers  found   it  necessajT  M 
have  their  boots  blacked.     Can  any  bix\ 
Member  conceive  a  similar  inst&nee  £ 
which  an  attempt  could  be  made  to  ams 
ride  the  opinion  of  the  people   vh<e> 
interests  are  most  at  stake,  in  this  exBir 
ordinary  way  ?    If  it  had  been  propovi 
to  build  a  bridge  to  the  East  of  theC:> 
torn  House,  we  should  have  been  pr>- 
pared  to  welcsme  both  the  Bill  and  ih 
bridge.     There  is  no  reason  why  tbr 
course  should  not  have  been  taken,  vi- 
cept  the  opposition  of  a  miserable  bod; 
— the  Dublin  Docks  Board — a  close  car* , 
poration  repreHanting  nobody.     It  wai ' 
decided  to  carry  the  bridge  to  the  w«^ ! 
of  the  Custom  House,  simply  because  i;  I 
it  were  constructed  on  the  other  side,  i:  I 
might  interfere  with  the  berthage  of  /  J 
few  sbipa.    That  was  the  only  ar^mo:  * 
in  favour  of  building  the  bridge  in  tb;  ' 
place  it  is  intended  to  occupy — namelr 
that  it  would  interfere,  if  erected  else- 
where, with  the  berthage  of  one  or  tr 
ships.     Upon  thia  trivial  ground  it  wi' 
decided    to    shut    out    the    citixens  c: 
Dublin  from  a  full  view  of  one  of  ^t 
most  beautiful  structures  in  tbe  Gtj.    . 
and  to  destroy  Beresford  Place  as  ■  ran-    j 
dnvoua  for  the  people  of  Dublin.    [A    I 
laugh.']    1  see  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  laaghs.  I    I 
presume  he  does  so  because  no  Orange 
Lodge  has  ever  been  allowed  to  marcli 
in  procession  there.     The  Corporation  of 
Dublin  gave  a  vigorous    opposition  to 
the  Bill ;    but  the  oppositiou    was  not 
confined  to  the  Corporation.  On  tbe  con- 
trary. Baron  Dowse,  Mr.  Justice  Harri- 
son,   a    member    of    the    Cooeervatin 
Party,  and  the  Provost  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, whom  Lord  Carnarvon  knighted 
when    he   was    in    Ireland,    gave    tht 
strongest  opposition  to  the  Bill.    Vf 
do  not  oppose  the  Bill  itaetf,  but  onir 
the  proposal  to  build  a  bridge  in  ibis 
particular    way,    and    at    the    present 
moment  tbe   House  has  not  heard  ■ 
single  reason  why  the  bridge  should  be 
built  east  instead  of  west  of  tbe  OaatDn 
EouBe.     I  would  ask  the  English  Heai- 
bers,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  to  have 
some  regard  ti)  the  opinion  of  the  eitueu 
of  Dublin  who,  by  their  OorporatfOB, 
}se,  in  the  strongest  manner,  the 
erection  of  this  bridge,  whjoli  i'  *  ' 
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er;  canon  of  decency  and  taste,  and 
'  the  buildiog  of  which  no  reason 
ists  except  that  a  larger  amount  of 
npenutioQ  would  have  to  be  given  if 
were  erected  elsewhere.  Certainly, 
)  conBtruction  of  this  line  will  not 
aeGt  the  transniisaioQ  of  the  Amencan 
iU  by  one  hair's  breadth.  In  Dublin 
pulsr  feeling  is  strongly  against  the 
ipoeal,  and  I  do  not  think,  to  use  the 
rds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ifflst  (Ur.  Ewart)  that  any  sane  man 
uld  put  his  money  into  it.  If  he  did, 
im  Batisfied  he  would  never  get  it 
tk  again ;  and  it  is  quite  certain  that 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford 
ilway  Company,  who  for  years  have 
Y  been  paying  1  per  cent,  can  never 
ird  to  find  the  money.  I  maintain 
t  no  reason  has  been  assigned  to 
:ify  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Ists.  No  doubt  the  slumbering  ener- 
i  of  the  QentlemsD  who  promote  the 

have  been  awakened,  because  some 
ir  well-considered  project  of  a  prao- 
1  nature  is  now  before  the  House, 
y  want  now  to  euohre  the  supporters 
Jiis  rival  project  by  running  their 
t  scheme,  and  evading  the  regula- 
s  of  this  House,  which  require  full 

adequate  notice  to  be  given  of  their 
ntion.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Member 
Cambridge  ia  with  us  in  opposing 
Bill;  and  I  would  ask  you,  Mr. 
iker,  as  a  point  of  Order,  whether  it 

Order  for  any  hon.  Member  to  make 
mnibuB  Motion  of  this  kind  for  the 
ension  of  the  Standing   Orders   m 

R.  SPEAXER :  A  Motion  for  the 
ensioD  of  more  than  one  Standing 
ir  has  frequently  been  made.    The 

00,  however,  now  before  the  House 
t  for  the  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
Orders,  that  Motion  having  been 
ered   unnecessary  by  the  lapse  of 

The  Motion  now  is  "that  the 
be  now  Donsidered." 
a.  T.  M.  HEALT:  If  the  Uotioa 
the  Bill  be  now  oonsidered  is 
id  to,  will  the  Standing  Orders  be 
mdedP 

1.  SPEAKER:  No;  there  will  be 
tceaaity  for  snap  en  ding  them. 

:e  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
GoDRTKay)  (Oornwall,  Bodmin) : 
.a  unwilling  to  interrupt  the  hon. 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
'  )rth  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
-H     I    was    quite     aworo   that 


a  greater  part  of  his  speech  was  baaed 
on  a  misconception,  s:;eing  that  there  is 
no  Motion,  at  the  present  moment,  be- 
fore the  House  for  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders.  If  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  had  been  moved  last  week, 
such  a  Motion  would  have  been  neces- 
sary ;  but  the  three  days  referred  to 
have  now  lapsed,  and  therefore  the 
objection  whii^  has  been  taken  to  the 
Motion  by  tho  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  on  Parliamen- 
tary grounds  entirely  fails.  I  did  not 
interrupt  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
because  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  al- 
though the  present  Motion  involves  no 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders,  still 
if  the  House  approves  of  it,  it  will  he 
necessary  to  move  the  Suspension,  after- 
wards, of  the  Standing  Orders.  I  may 
point  out  that  only  this  Session,  Motions 
of  this  kind  involving  the  suspension  of 
the  Standing  Orders  have  repeatedly 
been  made  and  agreed  to.  It  has  been 
found  necessary,  constantly,  towards  the 
end  of  the  Session  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
passing  of  a  Bill  to  which  there  has 
been  no  opposition;  and,  up  to  this 
time,  there  has  been  no  opposition  to 
this  Bill.  In  respeot  of  the  measure 
itself,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
said  that  he  has  really  no  objection  to 
the  Bill  esoept  on  the  ground  of  the 
bridge  it  is  proposed  to  construct  over 
the  Liffey.  He  adds  that  if  the  bridge 
were  built  somewhere  else  the  Bill 
might  be  allowed  to  pass.  Now,  this 
is  a  Bill  which  was  brought  in  and 
paesed  In  Uie  year  18B4,  when  the  whole 
question  of  the  construction  of  this  rail- 
way and  its  effect  upon  the  City  of 
Dublin  were  argued  before  a  Commit- 
tee of  this  House,  and  again  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  In 
order  to  meet  the  objections  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin,  a  clause— Clause  II 
— was  put  in  for  the  protection  of  that 
city  in  reference  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  line  was  to  be  carried  across  Ber«B- 
ford  Place. 

Mr.  a.  M.  HEALY :  Still  leaving  the 
queetion  of  the  injury  to  the  Custom 
House. 

Ma.  COURTNEY:  Quite  true;  but 
that  question  was  fully  considered  in 
1881,  and  this  clause  was  put  in  for  the 
protection  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  as  far 
as  the  Committee  thought  it  ought  to  be 
protected.  The  present  Bill  proceeda  on 
3  0  8 
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the  basis  of  that  Act.  That  Act  coatains 
certain  financial  arrangementB  for  cany- 
iDg  on  theworkp,  and  the  Bill  now  intro- 
duced is  simply  a  modification  of  the 
financial  arrangements  contained  in  the 
Act  of  ieS4.  It  is,  thea,  on  ail  fours 
with  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  of 
the  present  year,  which  simply  qualified 
the  fiaanci^  arrangements  which  were 
considered  and  authorized  in  a  former 
Bill.  It  was  held  upon  that  Bill  that  it 
would  be  quite  irrelevant  and  improper 
to  Te-open  the  question  of  the  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal  except  in  relation  to 
the  financifd  arranKements.  In  the  case 
of  the  present  Bill,  the  whole  question 
re-opened  is  the  reconstruction  of  the 
financial  arrangements  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  in  the  Act  of  1884.  By 
Clause  3  it  is  provided  that — 

"  The  gnBTuiteeB  aathoriaed  to  be  nnnted 
Qoder  the  Act  of  18^1  m  ameoded  hj  this  Act 
and  by  this  Act  by  the  three  Compnnies  Te- 
ipectively  or  any  of  thna  may  by  the  aaid  Com- 
panioaorany  of  them  from  time  t<i  time  g^^nting 
Bitch  gunraTitee  attached  to  any  portiun  of  the 
share  or  stock  capital  speciGed  in  anch  guaran- 
tee or  guarantoees  to  the  exclusion  of  any  mort- 
gages or  of  the  debenture  stock  or  of  any  other 
portion  or  portions  of  the  said  share  or  stock 
capital.  And  the  guarantees  granted  by  the 
said  Companies  or  any  of  them  in  respect  of  any 
•hares  or  stock  shaU  attach  to  such  specific 
shares  or  stock,  and  the  holders  thereof  shall  be 
entitled  to  all  the  benefits  of  such  guarantees  to 
the  BicloBion  of  ill  persons  or  Corporations 
whether  proprietors  in  or  creditors  of  the  Com- 

Soy   or  of  the  seiHu^te  undertaking  of   the 
ty  of  Dublin  Juaotion  Railways  or  otherwise 
howsosTor." 

The  present  Bill  is  to  give  the  promoters 
an  opportunity  of  carrying  out  this  new 
financial  scheme,  to  which  no  objection 
is  raised  by  anybody.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Bill  haa  been  proceeded  with 
hurriedly.  I  understand  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin  applied  for  copies  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  tney  were  supplied 
with  them  on  the  29th  of  June,  bo  that 
they  had  an  ample  opportunity  for 
framing  their  opposition.  The  Bill  it- 
self came  before  me,  and  it  was  after  it 
was  disposed  of  in  Committee  that  this 
oppoeition  was  got  up.  It  has  over  and 
over  again  been  permitted  by  promoters, 
by  the  favour  of  the  House,  towards  the 
end  of  the  Session,  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  and  the  whole  point  which 
the  House  can  now  consider  is  this,  not 
whether  the  Act  of  1S»4  was  or  was  not 
a  perfect  Bill,  nor  whether  the  rival 
scheme — which  I  now  hear  of  for  the 
fiist  time — should  or  should  not  be  aanc- 
Jtr.  Cowtn*fi 


tioned.  It  is  not  a  rival  sclieiiie,  as « 
matter  of  fact,  because,  aa  I  undeirtaai 
it  is  a  scheme  for  connecting  the  Grw 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  wi4 
Westland  Bow,  whereas  the  presa 
scheme  is  to  connect  the  Great  Northes 
Railway  with  Westland  Row.  Tin 
whole  matter  is  whether  the  Hon««  wBl 
alter  the  financial  arranKenaents  whiti 
actually  concern  the  right  of  the  emaraa- 
tors  in  a  way  that  will  not  atFect  tfe 
character  of  ^e  former  undertaking.  I 
think  the  House  will  be  acting  stricdj 
in  accordance  with  every  precedent  If  it 
consents  to  consider  the  Bill,  and  ordan 
it  to  be  raad  a  third  time. 

The  LOED   MAYOR  of    DTTBLIK 
(Mr.  T.  D.  SuLUVAw)  (Dublin,    College 
Green) :  In  reply  to  some  of  the  obsw 
vations  which  have   been  made    by  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Chairman  of  Way* 
and  Means,  who  has  just  sat  down,  I 
wish  to  say  that  the  view  which  we  tab 
of  the  matter  is  this,  that  although  thi* 
Bill  is  not  a  Bill  for  the  conetruotion  of 
a  railway  line,  it  is  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
promoteTB  to  construct  a  line.      Now  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  infiuential  and  the  respectst>I# 
citizens  of  that  city  have  given  from 'the 
outset  a  steady  and  persistent  opposi- 
tion to  this  scheme.  When  this  loop-line 
was  before  Parliament  some  years  ago 
it  was  advocated  mainly  on  the  allegatios 
that  it  would  greatly  facilitate  the  trans- 
fer of  the  malle  between  Holyhead  and 
Queenstown.      That   argument    aeems 
now  to  be  dropped  by  the  promoters  of 
the  scheme,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
this   loop-line  would  not  expedite  the 
transmission  of  the  mails  by  more  than 
a  very  few  minutes,  because  the  route  is 
most  circuitous  and  complicated.      Be- 
tween   that   time  and    this,   however, 
another    scheme    has    been    proposed, 
which,  although  it  has  not  as  yet  been 
passed  into  law,  would  really  facilitate 
the  transmission  of  the  mails  between 
England  and  Ireland,  by  way  of  Holy- 
head   and  QueenstowD.       That  is  the 
junction  line  between  Eingsbridge  and 
a  point  a  little  below  Westland  Bow. 
The  adoption  of  that  scheme  would  en- 
tirely supersede  all  necessityfor  thia  loop- 
line  so  far  as  the  transfer  of  the  mails 
is  concerned,  or,  as  we  heard  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  the  transmission  of  troops 
from  England  to  Ireland.  That  junction 
line  has  already  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, and  if  we  are  oaked  whether  on; 
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delay  is  likely  to  take  place  in  paaeing 
it  into  law,  I  do  Dot  tbiok  it  tiea  io  the 
mouth  of  the  supporters  of  this  Bill  to 
oomplain,  seeing  that  they  have  de- 
layed the  construction  of  the  loop-line 
they  have  been  authorized  to  make  for 
at  least  three  or  four  years.  And  let  me 
point  out  that  the  line  of  the  Dublin, 
Wicktow  and  Wesford  CJompany  will 
cross  on  the  level  no  less  than  1 6  streets 
in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  will  sweep 
around  the  finest  building  in  that  city 
on  arches  or  on  iron  tressele,  form- 
ing one  of  the  most  hideous  ob* 
I'eots  it  IB  possible  to  conceive.  It  has 
leen  slated  that  we  must  put  up  with 
this  vandalism  on  account  of  the  facili* 
ties  the  line  will  afford  for  tbetransmis* 
sion  of  the  American  mails.  That  con- 
sideration is  now  removed,  because 
another  and  a  better  means  of  facili- 
tating the  transit  of  the  mails  is  now 
being  passed  into  law.  It  has,  I  be- 
lieve, passed  Oammitteee  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  what  I  would  say 
to  English  Members  in  reference  to  the 
matter  is  that  as  it  is  the  English  Far- 
liament  which  has  made  Dublin  poor, 
let  this  Parliament  leave  the  citusens 
of  Dublin,  at  any  rate,  what  little  re- 
mains of  the  beauty  of  our  city.  Bome 
day  or  other  we  believe  that  Dublin  may 
be  made  a  great  and  prosperous  city  ; 
in  the  meantime,  in  tnis  stage  of  the 
relations  between  England  and  Ireland, 
I  aik  the  House  not  to  destroy  the 
finest  prospect  we  have  in  Dublin.  In 
every  civilized  city  in  the  world  respect 
has  been  paid  and  value  attached  to 
objects  of  architectural  beauty.  The 
Corporation  of  Dublin  have  opposed 
this  Bill  &om  the  beginning.  A  meet- 
ing was  recently  held  in  the  Mansion 
House  by  the  citizens  of  Dublin  in 
opposition  to  the  measure,  and  at  that 
meeting  speeches  were  delivered  of  a 
strong  and  highly  persuasive  character 
by  eome  of  the  leading  and  most 
eminent  men  in  Dublin.  What  has 
been  represented  to  be  the  great  reason 
for  making  this  line  is  now  removed, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  scheme 
should  not  be  pushed  forward  against 
the  will  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
people  of  Dublin.  A  vast  majority  of 
the  people  of  that  city  are  opposed  to 
the  scheme,  and  I  appeal  to  the  House 
of  Commons  not  to  endorse  it.  The  diffi- 
culty, in  regard  to  the  conveyance  of 
the  mails,  which  has  bsen  referred  to  by 
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the  Fostmsster  General,  will  be  other- 
wise provided  for,  and  the  Bill,  which 
has  already  passed  through  most  of  its 
stages,  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
can  be  passed  into  law  in  a  very  brief 
interval.  I  think  it  would  be  a  most 
unnecessary  act  of  vandalism  and  bar- 
barism to  do  anything  to  sanction  the 
construction  of  this  most  objectionable 


line. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny.  S.):  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  House  fully 
understands  what  the  question  is  that  is 
now  before  it.  A  number  of  bon.  Oen- 
tlemen  have  addressed  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  but  not  one  of  them 
has  made  anyreforence,  in  detail,  to  the 

fro  visions  of  the  measure.  Therefore, 
will  tell  the  House,  shortly,  what  that 
Bill  is.  As  far  as  I  can  gather  from  the 
Act  which  was  passed  in  1884,  the  Dub- 
lin, Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Kailway 
Company  obtained  power  to  make  this 
wretched  loop-line  which  passes  over  16 
streets  in  Dublin,  and  disfigures  the 
Custom  House,  not  only  did  the  House 
give  that  power,  but  although  this 
loop-line  wiU  naturally  form  part  of  the 
Dublin,  Witklow,  and  Wexford  Bail- 
way  system,  it  will  give  power  to  the 
Company  to  treat  the  undertaking  as  a 
separate  undertaking,  with  a  separate 
capital.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  Com- 
pany was  so  doubtful  of  the  successof  the 
undertaking  that  theyinduced  the  House 
to  make  it  a  separate  undertaking, 
so  as  not  to  infiict  upon  the  general 
system  the  consequences  of  any  failure 
of  the  project.  I  believe  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  shareholders  of  the  Dublin, 
Wicklow,  and  Wesford  Line  only  get  a 
dividend  of  1  per  cent.  It  is  now  com- 
plained  that  in  spite  of  all  the  excep- 
tional facilities  wtiioh  Parliament  gave, 
no  fraction  of  the  capital  has  been 
raised — not  a  single  individual  has  bsen 
found  who  has  been  foolish  enough  to 

fut  one  penny  into  the  undertaking, 
n  addition,  certain  guaranteas  are 
given  by  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Bailway  Company,  the  Great 
Northern  of  Ireland  Hallway  Company, 
and  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet 
Company,  and  power  was  given  to  pay 
interest  preferentially,  and  to  grant 
guarantees  and  enter  into  agreements. 
It  may  be  asked  what  this  Company 
will  do  if  the  BUI  passes?    The  Com- 

einy  will  proceed  to  cross  the  City  of 
ublin  in  order  to  bring  the  Amerioan 
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mails,  not  only  to  Dublin,  bnt  throng'li 
JDublin  to  the  north  of  the  citj,  and 
then  along  the  north  side  of  Dublin  by 
a  circuit  of  nine  or  ten  miles,  to  the 
Kinf^sbridga  terminus ;  the  lii 
tending  along  nearly  three  aides  of  a 
triangle.  Now  the  city  of  Belfast  is 
alone  interested  in  this  qnestion,  and  I 
ask  the  House  to  consider  this  point ; 
that  so  far  aa  Belfast  is  concerned  she 
does  not  at  the  present  moment  send  her 
North  of  England  and  Sootchmail  traffic 
to  Dublin  at  all ;  she  sends  it  in  another 
direction ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  people  of 
Belfast  ask  for  these  exceptional  powers 
fortheir  own  benefit.  It  is  from  the  South 
of  Ireland  that  the  American  mails  are 
most  Batiefactorily  carried,  and  this  Bill 
will  prevent  the  American  mails  from 
being  carried  direct  to  Queenstown. 
The  Bill  is  altogether  for  the  benefit  ot 
Belfast ;  and  those  who  send  the  Scotch 
mails  through  Bulfast  send  them  with- 
out their  touching  Dublin  at  all.  A 
veiy  few  passengers  indeed  will  be  sent 
over  this  route,  and  it  is  for  the  benefit 
of  those  few  passengers  that  thii 
route  is  to  be  devised  to  the  absolute 
disfigurement  ot  Dublin,  and  the 
jury  of  the  city  of  Cork.  I  trust  the 
House  will  paune  before  it  assents  tc 
the  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  which  gives  extra- 
ordinary and  exceptional  powers  to  e 
Railway  Company  to  create  a  new 
Company  in  which  they  have  no  actual 
interest  themselves.  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  decline  to  deal  with  the 
matter  in  its  present  shape. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  wish  to  sub- 
mit to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of 
Order  in  regard  to  this  matter.  You 
will  observe,  Sir,  that  theUotion  stands 
on  the  Paper  as  an  adjourned  debate, 
and  as  an  adjourned  debate  on  a  pro- 
posal to sunpend certain  Standing  Orders, 
alter  which  it  is  proposed  to  move  "  that 
the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  considera- 
tion." The  Motion  on  the  Paper  was 
that  which  hon.  Members  have  come 
down  to  this  House  to  discuss ;  but, 
subsequently,  I  understood  you  to  rule 
from  the  Chair  that  that  Motion  bad 
been  withdrawn — that  is  to  say,  that 
the  debate  on  the  Question  upon  which 
the  debate  was  adjourned  faat  week 
would  not  be  taken,  and  that  the  Mo- 
tion lor  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
was  withdrawn.  That  being  bo,  anew 
question  has  been  started,  and  started, 
as  I  submit,  without  Notice.  What  I 
Mr.  ChantP 


'  wish  to  put  to  you,  Sir,  is  this — "Wte- 
ther,  in  regard  to  a  Bill  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen could  have  had  no  previotu 
opportunity  of  discussing  a  new  qnestion 
without  Notice,  ought  to  be  raised  by  an 
hon.  Member  simply  taking  off  his  hat 
at  the  Table  when  the  Motion  is  one  of 
which  we  have  had  no  Notice  ivhatever  ? 
What  I  submit  is  that  the  greatest  in- 
convenience will  arise  if  promoters  are 
allowed  to  start  in  this  Hoose  fresh 
questions  without  Notice,  and  to  with- 
draw without  Notice  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  thus  taking 
the  original  question  out  of  the  purview 
of  Members  of  this  House.  Having  re- 
gard to  the  period  of  the  Sasaion  at 
which  this  Motion  is  made,  I  respectfully 
submit  that  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
instead  of  being  relaxed,  ought  to  be 
maintained  with  the  greatest  stringency; 
and,  therefore,  I  think  the  Motion  ought 
now  to  drop  as  if  it  had  never  been 
made,  and  that  the  promoters  should  be 
left  to  their  own  devices  hereafter.  I 
maintain  that  a  new  precedent  is  now 
being  made  with  regard  to  Private  Bills, 
which  will  be  keenly  watched  by  learned 
counsel  and  by  promoters  generally  with 
regard  to  the  pushing  forward,  at  late 
periods  of  the  Session,  Bills  against 
which  objection  may  be  taken.  I  tbink, 
Sir,  that  your  ruling,  in  a  case  of  this 
kind,  will  be  of  great  importance,  and 
that  some  result  in  one  way  or  another 
will  necessarily  follow -your  decision. 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman,  I  may  say  that 
I  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  de- 
viation from  the  ordinary  practice.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  Notice  deposited 
in  the  Private  Bill  Office,  which  states 
that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration  ou  Friday  July  22nd,  and  a 
Motion  was  accordingly  placed  on  the 
Paper  for  the  suspension  of  certain 
Standing  Orders.  But  when  the  Motion 
was  called  on  in  the  usual  course,  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  it,  and  the  debate  was 
adjourned.  Part  of  the  Notice  given 
was  that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  intooon- 
sideration,  which  means  "that  the  Bill 
be  now  considered."  That  was  sufficient 
Notice.  The  reason  why  the  suepenuon 
of  the  Standing  Orders  is  not  pressed 
was  that  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Orders  has  been  rendered  unnecessary  by 
the  mere  lapse  of  time.  If  the  Motion 
had  been  taken  before  the  three  days 
had  expired,  the  Standing  Orders  would 
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aeceiearily  have  been  applicable,  but  i  that,  if  it  does  not  pass,  Dublin  may  lose 
owing  to  the  lapse  of  time  the  necessity  the  American  mails.  He  further  ho- 
of Buapeogion  no  louger  exists.     I  think    lieves  that  if  the  BUI  were  passed 


there  has  been  ample  Notice  of  the 
Qneetion  "that  the  Bill  be  noTr  taken 
iato  consideration." 

Mk.  T.  W.  HU8SELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  speak  both  as  a  Northern  Represen- 
tative and  as  a  citizen  of  Dublin.  I 
quite  agree  that  the  construction  of  this 
bridge  may  cause  some  di86gurement  to 
the  city ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  tbeNorth  of  Ireland 
would  benefit  very  greatly,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  mean  the  continuance  of  the 
American  Mail  Service  tid  Dublin  and 
Queenstown.  There  ought  to  have  been 
a  central  station  in  Dublin  years  ago,  and 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  in  consequence 
of  the  absence  of  proper  facilities  for 
through  communication,  a  great  fear  now 
exists  lest  the  American  Mail  Service 
may  be  lost.  I  waited,  aa  one  of  the 
deputation,  upon  the  Poetmaater  General 
last  year  upon  that  subject,  and  we  were 
distinctly  warned  that  unless  a  connection 
were  made  between  Kingsbridge  and 
■Westlaud-Bow,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  continue  the  existing  service  of  the 
American  mails.  The  hoa.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  says  that 
this  Bill  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
American  mails,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  knows  perfectly  well  that  when 
the  maile  are  now  run  to  Westland  Bow, 
they  have  to  be  traneferred  and  driven 
across  the  city  to  Kingsbridge,  whereas 
if  this  line  were  constructed,  they  would 
be  taken  by  rail  to  EiDgsbridge,  and 
time  would  be  saved. 

Mr.  CHANGE:  How  many  miles 
would  they  have  to  be  taken  round  the 
city? 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELt:  I  know  that 
there  is  a  danger  of  disfiguring  the  city 
if  the  line  is  constructed  as  proposed  ; 
and  if  hon.  Members  could  assure  me 
that  the  rival  line  baa  any  chance  of 
being  made,  and  that  the  capital  for  its 
construction  is  guaranteed,  I  might 
induced  to  alter  my  vote;  but,  seeing 
the  absolute  certainty  of  the  American 
Mail  Service  being  lost  to  Ireland,  unless 
something  is  done  speedily,  I  prefer  to 
pay  regard  to  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try, and  I  shall  vote  fur  the  Motion. 

Mb.  M AUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  BuBseU)  has  said  that  he  will  vote 
for  this  Bill  because  there  is  a  danger 


enable  the  American  mails  to  be  con- 
veyed direot  to  Kingsbridge,  and]  then 
on  to  QueenstowQ,  he  should  prefer  that 
route;  but  he  thinks  there  is  no  pro- 
babilty  of  that  line  being  made  now. 
Although  we  must  remember  that  that 
Bill  has  not  yet  been  passed  into  law, 
and  will  not  come  into  operation  for, 
perhaps,  a  month  or  two,  the  line  which 
present  Bill  relates  to  was  passed 
some  years  ago.  I  therefore  cannot 
agree  that  the  House  has  anything  be- 
fore it  to  induce  it  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  line  in  connection  with 
which  the  present  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced baa  had  a  better  chance  of  being 
speedily  made  than  the  line  which 
is  dealt  with  by  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  One  great  objection  we  take  to 
the  Motion  has  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion  of  Notice.  We  say  that  it  comes 
before  the  House  by  surprise.  We  say 
that  hon.  Members  generally  have  not 
had  a  full  and  adequate  opportunity 
of  considering  the  important  questions 
which  are  dealt  with  by  the  Bill.  We 
say  that  the  Bill  has  been  sprung  upon 
this  House,  and  sprung  upon  the  public 
of  Ireland,  in  a  manner  for  which  we 
were  altogether  unprepared.  I  do  not 
allege  that  there  has  been  any  wilful 
attempt  to  mislead  the  House  and  the 
public ;  but  I  say  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  have  been 
of  a  character  to  produce  that  impression. 
Therefore,  I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Ifr.  Maurict  Utaly.) 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Seeing 
that  the  question  has  been  diecuaaed 
now  for  an  hour  and  a  half,  I  think  a 
decision  may  be  taken  without  a  further 
adjournment. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  rise  to 
support  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  I  do  so  fur  this 
reason — because  I  think  some  further 
time  should  be  given  to  Members  of 
this  House  to  consider  the  question,  and 
look  more  fully  into  it.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  a  question  which  ought  really  to  bo 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  Irish  people. 
Probably  there  may   be  a  few   Irish 
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Memliera  who  are  in  favour  of  the 
■ohome;  but  there  is  not  the  slightflst 
doubt  that  the  majoritj  of  the  IriBh 
Members  against  the  scheme  ia  at 
least  fire  to  one.  There  is  no  division 
among  the  Irish  Party  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  Bill;  and  their  opinion  is  not 
shared  bjr  one  Party  alone,  for  one  of 
the  first  bon.  Members  to  speak  against 
the  Bill  vae  a  Member  of  the  ConsBrva- 
tive  Forty  opposite — the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge.  The  chief  eround  __ 
vhioh  I  oppose  the  Bill  is  that  not  a 
single  reason  has  yet  been  givea  in 
favoar  of  the  scheme. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Me.  DILLON:  I  do  not  propose  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  Bill;  but  I 
rose  to  support  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, in  order  to  afford  the  English 
Members  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  question,  and  talkiogit  over  privately 
with  the  Irish  Members  before  they  come 
to  a  final  decision.  The  question  to  un 
who  livp  in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  who 
take  an  interest  in  everything  which 
concerns  the  welfare  of  that  city,  is  a 
very  important  qnestion.  There  cannot 
be  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  construc- 
tion of  this  line  will  disfigure  the  City  of 
Dublin ;  and  as  that  is  a  matter  of  the 
highest  importance  to  Dublin,  I  think  it 
is  a  desirable  thing  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned,  in  ordor  that  the 
English  Members  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  matter,  instead 
of  prolonging  the  discussion,  as  it  must 
be  prolonged  if  a  final  decision  is  to  be 
taken  now. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  hope  the  Go- 
Temment  will  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  The  Motion  has 
now  assumed  an  entirely  different  aspect 
from  that  which  it  had  upon  the 
Notice  Paper,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
it  was  a  Motion  fur  the  suspennon  of 
the  Standing  Orders.  A  very  strong 
feeling  has  been  expressed  upon  the 
queetion  by  three  of  the  Irish  Judges— 
iidndiog  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  and 
Bmod  Dowse.  I  therefore  submit  that 
the  Government  ought  to  accept  the 
proposal  sow  made,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  manner  in  which  the  Bill 
has  been  dealt  with,  and  attempted  to  be 
amuggled  through  the  House.  I  should 
certatuly  like  to  hear  what  the  Parlia- 
Jfr  VitUt  ' 


mentary  ITnder  Secretary  for     Ireland 
has  to  say  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

The  PAELIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECRETARY  fob  IRELAND  (Colond 
EiNa-HASHAN)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thnnet): 
In  the  first  place,  I  would  ask  the  bon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  M.  SealyX 
who  has  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  to  withdraw  the  Motion.  The 
question  has  been  very  folly  discuBsed 
already,  and  I  believe  that  if  the  Hoose 
goes  to  a  Division  on  the  Main  Question 
the  measure  will  in  all  probabilit;y  be 
thrown  out.  It  has  been  oppoeed 
strongly  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cambridge,  and  objections  have  been 
urged  against  the  di^gurement  of  the 
city.     I   may  say  that  although  I  snp- 

rrted  the  Motion  on  a  previous  occasion, 
only  did  so  because  I  was  of  opinion 
that  some  communication  shonld  be  made 
between  Westland  Sow  and  Kings- 
bridge.  If  any  other  scheine  could  be 
proposed  by  which  the  same  object 
could  be  carried  out  in  a  less  objection- 
able manner,  I  should  hare  been  pre- 
pared  to  support  it. 

Me.  COUaTNET :  Upon  the  question 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford,  that 
this  is  anewMotion,  I  must  point  out  that 
Iharealready  explained  that  the  Motion, 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper,  consists  of 
three  things — First,  that  certain  Standing 
Orders  should  he  suspended  ;  seoondly, 
that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  con- 
sideration ;  and,  thirdly,  there  is  a 
E revision  that  amended  prints  should 
are  been  previously  deposited.  The 
time  has  now  elapsed  for  the  suspension 
of  the  Standing  Orders,  and  copies  of  the 
Bill  have  been  actually  deposited,  so  that 
the  only  remaiaing  Motion  is,  "That  the 
Bill  be  now  considered."  The  hon. 
Member  for  E^t  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  says 
that  further  lime  is  required  for  the 
discussion  of  the  matter;  but  I  may 
remind  him  that  the  real  point  under 
discussion  now  is  not  the  construction  of 
bridge  across  the  Liffey,  or  the 
making  of  this  railway.     Those  points 

rere  settled  by  the  Act  of  1884,  and  the 
laestion  now  before  the  House  is  simply 
the  propriety  of  altering  the  financi^ 
arrangements  as  they  were  originally 
made.  The  only  question  to  be  con- 
sidered is  the  financial  question,  and  I 
submit  that  no  sufficient  reason  has  been 
given  why  the  BiU  should  not  be  con- 

idered. 
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Ma.  CHANCE:  I  truat  the  House 
will  pause  before  they  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  considered  now.  I  do  not  boliere 
there  are  a  dozen  English  Members  in 
the  House  who  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
look  at  the  Bill,  and  I  thiak  that 
there  was  an  adjournment,  and  they  did 
look  at  the  Bill,  they  would  assuredly 
vote  against  it.  I  think  it  ia  a  monstraua 
thing  that  English  Members,  who 
very  imperfeotly  acquainted  with  the 
nature  of  the  question  raised  by  the 
measure,  should  be  prepared  to  go  into 
the  Lobby  against  the  unanimous  wish  of 
the  Irish  Members,  without  taking  the 
trouble  of  studying  the  provisions  of  the 
BiU. 

MB.HAnBICEHEALY:  Under  the 
droumstances  I  will  not  press  the  Motion 
for  Ajournment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mk.  DILLON :  I  now  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  aide  of  the  House  to  declare  them- 
selves on  this  question.  The  reason  why 
I  supported  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  was  that,  while  we  had  had  an 
overwhelming  declaration  from  theMem- 
bers  who  represent  Ireland,  we  had 
heard  no  declaration  from  hon.  Members 
opposite  as  to  what  their  view  is.  We 
are,  therefore,  in  darkness  as  to  the  course 
about  to  be  adopted  by  the  Ghivemment 
or  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  The 
only  person  who  gave  us  any  indication 
of  the  views  of  the  Qorernment  was  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral,  and  hie  statement, 
as  far  as  we  oould  understand  it,  was 
that  the  Oovemment  were  etroDgly  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  was  in  favour  of  it  for  one 
reason,  and  one  reason  only — namely, 
that  it  would  facilitate  the  transmission 
of  the  American  mails.  But  that  argu- 
ment  haa  been  ahown  to  be  altogether 
erroneous,  because  there  is  a  better 
scheme  already  before  the  House.  The 
present  eobeme,  in  relation  to  the  trans- 
mission of  the  American  mails,  is  au 
extremely  bad  one,  and  makes  a  most 
ineffectual  provision  for  the  conveyance 
of  the  mails.  It  is  not  questioned  that 
if  this  line  were  constructed  it  would 
only  accelerate  the  transmiariou  of  the 
mails  by  about  10  minutes.  The  point 
really  before  the  House  is  whether  this 
line  should  be  constructed  or  not,  be* 
cause,  aa  I  understand,  the  promoters 


cannot  construct  it  without  the  passing 
of  this  Bill.  That  is  the  reason  they 
have  brought  the  Bill  forward.  We  olL 
know  that  it  is  au  expensive  matter  to 
bring  in  a  Private  Bill,  and  I  want  to 
know  why  the  line  has  not  been  con- 
structed long  ago?  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  slight  indication  of  what 
the  opinion  of  the  Oovemment  is  before 
we  consent  to  go  to  a  Division.  I  was 
stopped  just  now  by  you.  Sir,  in  dis- 
cussing the  merits  of  the  Bill,  because 
the  question  before  the  House  wos 
simply  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  I  do  not  profess  to  under- 
stand the  whole  merits  of  the  question ; 
but  what  I  do  say  is  this — it  ia  a  pro- 
posal which  is  intensely  obnoxious  to 
the  citizens  of  Dublin,  a  proposal  de- 
liberately to  destroy  one  of  the  finest 
views  in  the  whole  City  of  Dublin,  and 
utterly  to  destroy  the  appearance  of  the 
most  beautiful  building  in  it.  Anybody 
who  will  cross  the  O'Connell  Bridge, 
and  look  down  towards  the  Custom 
House,  will  agree  with  what  I  say.  It 
must  further  be  borne  in  mind  that  no 
single  reason  has  been  given  to  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  BUI.  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  know  on  what  grounds  the  per- 
sons who  are  intereated  in  the  measure 
propose  to  invest  their  money  in  it, 
because  I  am  convinced  that  they  will 
never  see  a  single  shilling  of  it  back. 
Xot  a  single  ton  of  goods  will  pass  over 
the  line  in  the  course  of  a  day,  and 
there  will  be  very  few  passengers,  ex- 
cept those  who  prefer  to  rush  through 
Dublin  without  putting  up  at  some  hotel 
for  a  single  half-hour.  The  line,  when 
constructed,  may  pay  its  expenses ;  but 
I  am  satisfied  it  can  never  pay  interest 
on  the  oapitol  invested  in  it.  I  am, 
therefore,  at  a  loss  to  know  what  reason 
has  actuated  the  persons  who  propose 
to  find  the  money.  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  ask,  before  such  a  Bill  ia  passed,  that 
the  promoters  and  others  who  are  inte- 
rested  in  it  should  stand  up  and  give  ns 
some  special  reason  in  favour  of  the 
scheme.  No  reason  whatever  has,  as 
yet,  been  given,  and  until  I  hear  some 
satisfactory  reason  I  shall  strongly  op- 
pose  the  Bill.  In  point  of  fact,  what 
will  this  Bill  do  if  the  line  is  con- 
structed? It  will  simply  relieve  some 
^0  or  30  passengers  in  the  City  of 
Dublin,  for  it  will  enable  them  to  dis- 
pense with  the  necesuty  of  hiring  a 
cab.     Surely  it  cannot  be  contended 
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seriously  tbat  it  is  woitb  while  to  die- 
figure  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  spend 
£300,000,  in  order  to  relieve  some 
20  people  daily  from  the  expense  of 
hirinf;  a  cab.  No  goods  will  go  by 
the  line,  and  no  paaaengers,  except 
those  who  are  in  a  Tiolent  hurry,  and 
the  only  saving  of  time  will  be  about  1 0 
minutes.  It  certainly  seems,  on  the  face 
of  it,  preposterous  that  such  a  Bill 
should  be  thruat  down  the  throats  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Therefore,  I  chal- 
lenge the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  stand 
up  and  declare  what  their  ideas  are  in 
making  thie  proposal. 

Mk.  H.  8.  WEIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.):  As  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
which  eat  on  the  BUI  promoted  by  the 
Great  Western  and  Southern  Bailway 
Company  I  may  aay  that  we  were 
strongly  impressed  by  the  fact  that 
although  the  promoters  of  the  present 
Bill  had  had  three  or  four  years  for 
making  their  line  they  had  neglected  to 
do  so  ;  and  there  was  a  great  risk  of  the 
American  mail  traffic  being  lost  to  Ire- 
land altogether  if  something  was  not 
done  without  further  delay.  I  believe 
that  in  making  this  statement  I  am 
expressing  the  opinion  of  the  Uembers 
of  the  Committee. 

Colonel  KING-HARM  AN:  Thehon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  has 
asked  me  to  express  my  opinion  on  the 
matter.  All  I  have  to  say  is  tbat  four 
years  ago  I  was  examined  before  the 
Committee  which  passed  the  present 
Bill,  and,  to  the  beet  of  my  recollection, 
the  evidence  I  gave  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  bridge  proposed  to  be  con- 
structed would  certainly  disfigure  the 
city,  and  I  think  I  was  supported  in  that 
view  by  almost  every  gentleman  whose 
opinion  was  worth  having.  At  the 
same  time,  there  was  a  certain  extent  of 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  line  being  made, 
because  there  appeared  to  be  no  pros- 
pect of  any  alternative  scheme  being 
carried  out.  There  seems  now  to  be 
every  chance  of  an  alternative  line 
being  made,  by  means  of  which  not  only 
will  the  financial  difficulty  be  got  over, 
but  a  shorter  line  will  be  constructed. 
I  think  tbat  will  get  rid  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  have  hitherto  stood  in  the 
way  of  effecting  a  satisfactory  communi- 
cation between  West!  and  Bow  and 
Kingsbridge. 

Question  put,  and  negathtd. 

ilr.  Dillm 
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THE    JIAGISTRACy    (IRELAND) —THE 

OFFICE    OV    HIGH    SHERIFF  —  MR. 

H.  C.  LEVINGE. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.}  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Who- 
ther,  in  the  present  difficulties  of  Irish 
landlords,  the  Government  can  do  any- 
thing to  relieve  them  from  the  hardship 
of  being  compelled  to  serve  as  bigh 
sheriffs  against  their  will,  at  a  lar^ 
expense ;  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
owing  to  general  unwillingness  to  serve, 
the  duty  falls  very  hard  on  those  lojal 
men  who  resist  less  than  others;  why 
Mr.  H.  C.  Levinge,  of  Koockdrin 
Castle,  County  Weatmeath,  within  a  few 
months  of  two  successive  devolutions  of 
the  property,  was,  against  his  will, 
compelled  to  serve  as  high  sheriff ;  why 
that  gentleman  was,  in  spite  of  his  many 
protests,  retained  in  office  beyond  the 
year,  and  obliged  to  pay  the  expenses 
for  a  year  and  a-balf ;  and,  whether  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  will  consider  the  equity 
and  propriety  of  reimbursing  him  for 
at  least  the  extra  half-year  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiiia-H*RMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thauet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  quite  agree,  and  the  Govern- 
ment are  also  aware  of  the  great  hard- 
ship which  exists  in  compelling  persona 
to  serve  in  the  office  of  High  Sheriff, 
which,  though  now  practically  an  hon- 
orary one,  entails  considerable  personal 
expense  upon  them  personally.  It  is, 
however,  probable  that  legislation  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  generally  wilt  be 
introduced  at  an  early  date.  The  duty 
does,  at  the  present  time,  fall  very  hard 
on  those  who  finally  undertake  to  serve, 
and  who  do  not  press  their  refusal.  I 
am  not  aware  as  to  the  devolution  of 
property  in  Mr.  Levinge's  case,  which, 
however,  is,  I  understand,  of  consider- 
able value ;  but  he  was,  against  his  will, 
compelled  to  serve,  and,  owing  to  a 
difficulty  in  obtaining  a  successor  to 
him,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  remain 
in  office  beyond  the  year.  The  Qovera- 
ment,  while  fully  aympathizing  with  Mr. 
Levinge  in  regard  to  the  extra  expense 
involved  thereby,  regret  that  there  are 
no  funds  at  their  disposal  oat  of  which 
he  could  be  reimbursed. 
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Colonel  EING-HABUAN  said,  the 
hon.  O^Qtlemaa  should  put  the  Question 
oa  th«  Paper. 

EXCISE— HTTSIBER  OF  SPIRIT  GEOCERS 
IN  THE  SIETROPOUTAN  POLICE  DIS- 
TRICT, DHBUS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
(for  Sir  Thomas  Esuonde)  (Dublin  Co., 
8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Hov  many 
Bpirit  grocers  are  there  in  the  Dublin 
llelropolitan  Police  Ptetrict,  and  what 
is  the  ffToss  amount  the;  pay  for  licences 
annuaQv;  and,  how  many  inspectors 
and  police  are  employed  specially  to 
watch  this  class  of  licences,  and  what  is 
the  annual  cost  of  this  police  supervi- 
sion? 

Thb  PAELLAMENTAEY  UNDEB 
SEOBETABY  (Colonel  Eino-Harican) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  there  were  229  spirit  grocers 
in  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 
trict. The  Irish  Qovemment  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  amount  they  paid 
for  licences ;  there  were  no  police  or 
other  constables  specially  employed  to 
look  after  them. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermoutb) :   May  I  ask  whe- 
ther spirit    grocers    require    any   more 
looking  after  than  the  publicans  ? 
CNo  reply.] 

LAW    AND  POLICE  (SCOTLAND)-  AS 

SAHLT  ON  C.  ROBERTSON,  HJKREA- 

CHIE,  INVERNESS-SHIRE. 

Mr.  FRASER-UACEINTOSH:  (In. 
vera  ess- shire)  asked  the  Lord  Adrocate, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  report  re- 
garding a  serious  attack  made,  on  the 
14th  May  last,  upon  Charles  Robertson, 
in  Kinreaobie,  of  Aviemore,  Inverness- 
shire,  aged  76  years,  by  a  neighbouring 
fanner,  who  felled  him  to  the  ground, 
and  otherwise  maltreated  the  old  man ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  an  impartial 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdobald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Dniversitiee),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  sent  for  information  on  the 
matter ;  but  it  had  not  yet  reached  him. 
He  should  be  obliged  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber if  be  would  repeat  his  Question  on 
Friday. 


OFFICE  OF  COLLECTOR  GENEEAL  C: 
IIATF£,  DDBUN". 
Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  ("Wicklow,  E. 
(for  Sir  Thouas  EsHOZiDK)  (Dabliii  Co. 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tfct 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  mast 
clerks  are  employed  in  Doblin  in  tfe* 
ofBce  of  the  Collector  General  of  B«t«: 
if  the  head  clerk  received  last  year,  is 
addition  to  his  salary  of  £400,  £100  u 
acting  collector  general,  and  over  £20i 
for  extra  work  done ;  if  the  other  derb 
were  paid  for  extra  work  in  the  sas^ 
proportion  ;  what  was  the  nature  of  tbt 
extra  work,  and  whether  it  roold  bo: 
have  been  easily  performed  in  the  otdi- 
nory  office  hours ;  what  is  the  atnosB: 
paid  to  the  clerks  in  the  Collector  0««- 
ral  of  Rates  Office,  in  ealariea,  aHaw- 
ances,  and  extras  respectively-,  in  18Si 
and  1686;  and,  if  there  is  any  wxk 
being  performed  ia  the  office  now  t 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDEE 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Ema-HABMAJ 
(Eent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied; 
said :  The  staff  of  clerks  in  the  Colleetci 
General  of  Rates  Of&ce  is  a  chief  dak 
and  nine  other  clerks.  The  chief  d«i 
received  in  1S86,  in  addition  to  bii 
salary  a  sum  of  £100,  which  vu 
awarded  to  him  by  the  late  OoTemnHnl 
for  the  extra  (rouble  and  responsibiliir 
thrown  upon  him  during  the  aerioos  ill- 
ness of  the  Collector  General.  He  al>o 
received  a  sum  of  £77,  not  over  £200  m 
alleged,  for  extra  work  outside  offin 
hours.  The  other  clerks  who  took  eitn 
work,  received  also  sums  in  proportin 
to  their  salaries.  The  extra  work  dent 
is  the  preparation  of  the  rate  book^ 
ledgers,  and  collecting  book  for  th« 
new  year,  the  making  out  of  lists  of 
arrears,  vacancies,  and  iosolvencits. 
The  Collector  General  reports  that  (bim 
are  duties  which  must  be  performed  in  ■ 
limited  time,  when  the  office  work  ii 
most  pressing  ;  and  that  they  could  not 
be  performed  during  office  hours,  if  fn 
no  other  reason  than  that  the  books  sn 
in  full  use  throughout  those  houn. 
The  work  was  never  done  in  any  other 
way.  The  payments  referred  to  have 
been  as  follows;— In  1885,  solariM 
£2,819,  scrivenry  £302;  in  1886,  sala- 
ries £2,861,  scrivenry  £320.  There  is 
no  extra  work  being  performed  in  the 
office  now ;  but  a  temporary  extra  clerk 
has  been  employed  for  two  months  at 
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WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS— SUPPLY  OF 
MEAT  TO  LYDD,  KENT. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGES8EN 
(Kent,  FaTersham)  aeked  th«  Seorstar; 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  avars 
that  the  supply  of  mutton  for  the  BDldi< 
Btationed  at  Lydd,  iu  Kent,  comes 
entirely  from  abroad ;  that  the  contract 
price  is  5d.  per  pound ;  that  this  ia  the. 
price  now  obtainable  by  the  home  pro* 
ducersof  the  district;  and,  whether  the 
contract  has  been  offered  to  and  refused 
by  them  ? 

The  SUETBYOR  GENERAL 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Nobthcotb)  (Exeter) 
[who  replied)  said,  the  cuntract  was  put 
up  to  public  competitioQ  by  advertise- 
ment, and  was  secured  by  a  buteher  in 
the  neighbourhood.  He  could  not  say 
bow  much  was  paid  for  mutton;  butthe 
price  paid  for  meat  for  the  barracka  was 
learly  6rf.  per  pound  all  round. 

WAR    OFFICE  —  THE    MAHTELLO 

TOWERS    AT    BLACKROCK. 

COUNTT   DCflLTN. 

Sib    THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dubli 

3o.,  S.)  asked  the   Secretary  of   Stai 

or  War,  Who  are  the  tenants  of  the 

fartello    towers    at    Monks  town     and 

tlackrock,   County  Dublin ;    what  the 

3ndition  of    the  tenancies  are;   aad, 

-hen  they  cease  ? 

The  SURVETOE  GENERAL  or 
'RDNANCE  (Mr.  NoRTOCOTE)(Eseter) 
;rho  replied)  said,  the  towers  were 
A  to  Mr.  T.  W.  RobinBon/.of  Dublin, 
t  £7  each.  They  were  held  under 
repairing  agreement,  which  was 
irminable  upon  three  months  notice 
a  either  side ;  hut,  by  the  War  Depart* 
ent,  the  agreement  might  be  terminated 
immarily  subject  to  a  small  penalty. 

SDIA— DESTITUTE  ENGUSHMEN  !N 
NDIA,  AND  NATIVES  IN  ENGLAND. 
Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
enritb)  aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
ate  for  India,  Whether  the  Indian 
ivernment  pays  the  passage  back  to 
igland  of  destitute  Englishmen  found 
India  who  are  desirous  of  returning 
>me ;  and,  whether  the  India  Office 
U  take  any  steps  towards  defraying 
e  cost  of  sending  home  three  Natires 
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>f Q.  HAIEES  :   Yes ;  I  hope  to  an- 
nounce it  long  before  then. 

BOTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULAEY— THE 
POUUE  FORCE  AT  HAOHERAFELT. 
Mr.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teuant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  avare 
that  the  district  inspector,  head  con- 
stable, sergeant,  and  acting-sergeant  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  stationed 
at  Uagberafolt,  in  the  County  of  Deny, 
are  all  of  them  Frotestants ;  whether  a 
Catholic  sergeant  and  throe  Catholic 
constables  were  recently  removed  from 
Magherafelt,  and  a  Protestant  sergeant 
and  Protestant  constables  sent  there  in- 
stead ;  whether  he  can  state  the  reason 
for  remoTJog  the  Catholic  policemen 
fromMagherafelt,andinhavingnonebiit 
Protestant  ofRcera  in  that  atation ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  this  practice  gene- 
rally, or  only  in  counties  where  evictions 
have  taken  place  or  are  likely  to  take 

^the  parliamentaey  under 

8ECRETART  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  at  Magherafelt  the  District  In- 
spector was  a  Protestant,  the  head  con- 
Btablevas  a  Presbyterian,  but  the  ser- 
geant was  a  Roman  Catholic,  acting  as 
such  in  the  absence  of  one  who  was  on 
temporary  duty  elsewhere.  A  Catholic 
sergeant  was  recently  transferred  upon 
his  marriage  in  accordance  with  the 
Begalations,  and  he  was  replaced  by  a 
man  of  the  same  religious  persuaeion. 
In  the  removals  rendered  necessary  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service,  a 
Roman  Catholic  sergeant  had  been 
temporarily  replaced  by  a  Protestant ; 
but  the  former  would  return  when  his 
present  term  of  duty  expired. 

IRISH    LAND    COJimSSIONERS—THE 

COUfiT     VALUER'S     VALUATION  — 

"  ADAMS  T.  DUNSEATH." 

Mr.  HAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

of  Ireland,    Whether  in  the   case   of 

■'  Adams  t>.  Dunseath,"  being  the  first 

appeal    heard    by  the  Land  Oommis- 

eioners,    the    Court  valuer's  valuatiaD 

was  not  made  known  to  the  litigants 

until  after  evidence  of  value  had  been 

given  by  both  aides ;  whether  for  some 

time  subB»qtt«nt  to  the  hearing  of  that 


case  it  was  the  practice  to  make  known 
the  amount  of  the  Court  valuer's  valua- 
tion during  the  sitting  of  the  Court ;  and, 
whether  eubeequently  it  became  the 
practice  to  make  known  the  amount  of 
the  Court  valuer's  valuation  by  sending 
a  statement  thereof  to  the  litigants  by 
post  before  the  case  came  on  for  hearing, 
and.  in  eome  instances,  before  the  cases 
were  even  listed  for  hearing ;  if  eo,  whe- 
ther he  is  still  prepared  testate  that  the 
Court  valuer's  valuation  was  from  the 
commencement  made  known  to  the  liti- 
gants before  the  case  came  on  for  hear- 
ing, and  that  there  was  no  change  in 
practice  regarding  these  valuations  nntil 
December  1884? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiifG-HAaMiN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  CommisMoners  state 
that  in  the  case  of  "Adams  v.  Dunseath  " 
it  was  decided  that  the  report  of  the 
Court  valuer  should  be  communicated 
to  the  parties  after  the  hearing  of 
the  evidence,  and  not  before.  A  short 
time  afterwards  —  the  precise  date 
is  not  recorded  —  the  Commissioners 
determined  to  give  the  amount  of  the 
valuation  to  the  parties  when  asked  for, 
but  no  other  portion  of  the  document, 
and  this  was  frequently  done  during  the 
sitting  in  Court.  It  subsequently  became 
the  practice  to  communicate  the  valua- 
tion Dy  post,  or  otherwise,  to  litigants. 
The  reply  to  the  previous  Question  on 
the  subject  was  in  substance  correct. 
There  was,  however,  a  misunderstanding 
on  the  part  of  the  Commissioners,  when 
preparing  the  answer,  as  to  the  point 
raised,  they  being  under  the  impreesioo 
that  it  related  to  the  former  practice  of 
having  free  valuations  and  the  subse- 
quent practice  of  having  valuations  paid 
for  by  the  appellants,  and  as  to  the  rea- 
sons of  the  nest  change  to  valuations  at 
the  discretioa  of  the  Court,  and  to  the 
effect  of  these  changes. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—ALLEGED  ASSAULT  BY  AN  EMKR- 
UENCT  MAN  AT  NEWTON  HTLAND, 
CO.  DUBLIN. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  (for  Mr. 
Clancy)  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ol 
Ireland,  Whether  a  man  named  Moss, 
employed  l^  the  Landlords'  Emergeney 
Aswciation  to  act  as  wretaker  of  an 
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ericted  farm  at  Newton  Hyland,  St. 
Krarf^Brdt's,  county  Dublin,  enga^d  a 
Dublin  carman  to  convey  him  to  that 
place  on  the  28th  May  last;  7betber, 
vhen  he  vas  asked  for  his  fare,  Uosa 
attacked  the  carman  with  a  long  knife, 
and  then  threatened  to  shoot  him  with  a 
revolver;  whether,  on  the  caFman 
re|)orting  Iho  occurrence  at  the  Finglat 
Police  Station,  and  the  police.  In  conse- 
quence, interfering,  Mobb  paid  the  fare 
and  induced  the  carman  to  withdraw  the 
charge  made  against  him ;  whether  the 
police  reported  tbe  case  to  their  superior ; 
if  so,  trbetber  any  and  what  steps  have 
been  taken  to  bring  Mobs  to  justice; 
and,  wbether  it  is  true  that  the  police  in 
no  less  than  three  stations— namely, 
Einglas,  Hollywood,  and  the  Ward, 
have  been  for  weeks  employed  protect- 
ing this  "  emergency  man,"  to  the 
neglect  of  other  and  more  important 
duties  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTART  TJNDEE 
SECHETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Haemak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
aaid,  it  appeared  that  Mobs  did  em- 
ploy a  Dublin  cannan,  but  the  car- 
man  made  no  complaint  to  tbe  police  of 
having  been  attacked  with  a  Knife  or 
threatened  with  a  revolver.  Moss  had 
paid  the  fate,  which  was  accepted  by 
the  carman,  though  it  appeared  after 
some  altercation,  before  the  case  was 
reported  to  the  police  of  Moss  having 
admitted  that  he  had  a  revolver,  and 
that  he  fired  shota  with  it,  and  tbe  police 
having  discovered  that  he  had  no  Excise 
licence  he  was  to  be  prosecuted.  Tbe 
police  had  been  looking  after  two 
evicted  farms  in  the  neighbourhood,  and 
BO  had  iacidentally  afforded  Moss,  who 
was  caretaker,  protection,  but  bad  not 
done  so  by  any  means  exclusively. 

THE  JtETROPLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS 
-BEPltESENTATION  IN  THIS  HOUSE. 
Mk.  DIXON- HARTL and  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
9tate  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  impression  created 
by  his  replying  for  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  that  the  Uovernmnnt 
are  in  some  way  responsible  for  the 
action  of  that  Board,  and  whereas  three 
Members  of  that  Board  have  seats  in  the 
House,  he  will  revert  to  tbe  custom  of 
allowing  the  Board  to  reply  by  their 
senior  Member  in  the  Hoasef 
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Tbe  8ECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MA-miEwa)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  think 
it  would  be  undesirable  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment should  be  supposed  to  interfere 
with  the  responsibility  and  discretion  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  by 
answering  Questions  in  which  that 
Board  is  alone  interested,  in  cases  where 
we  have  no  power  by  law  to  interfere, 
and  I  propose  to  communicate  with  the 
Chairman  on  the  subject  of  questions 
relating  to  the  notion  of  the  Board,  and 
affecting  their  interests,  that  they  should 
be  answered  by  the  senior  member  of 
tbe   Board,   who  has  a  seat    in   this 

ROYAL  IBISH  CONSTABULARY  -  RE- 
MOVAl,  OF  PLACARDS. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whelher 
any  regulations  exist  respecting  tbe 
tearing  down   of  placards    announcing 

Sublic  meetings  by  the  Boyal  Irish 
oDstabulary ;  and,  if  so,  whether  bo 
will  lay  a  Copy  of  such  Eegulations 
apon  tbe  Table ;  and,  with  whom  rests 
the  decision  as  to  the  presumed  ille- 
gality of  such  placards  ? 

Thb  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  it  was  tbe  duty  of  tbe  police  to 
remove  all  placards  which  might  have  a 
tendency  to  cause  a  breach  of  the  public 
peace.  Their  action,  in  all  such  cases, 
must,  to  a  great  extent,  depend  upon 
the  local  circumstances,  or  the  necessity 
of  the  time;  and  for  those  matters,  the 
officer  under  whose  orders  they  were 
was  responsible. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Are  there  any 
written  instructions  to  the  police  on  the 
subject;  or  am  I  to  understand  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  each 
individual  policeman  acta  on  his  own 
discretioD  ? 

CoLOKBL  KINO  -  HAEMAN :  The 
constables  act  under  written  instructions, 
one  of  which  is,  that  any  placards  oalcu- 
lated  to  promote  a  breach  of  the  peace 
are  to  be  removed,  and  they  may  re- 
move them. 

Ma.  J.E.ELLIS:  AVill  therighthon. 
and  gallant  Geatleman,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  lay  these  written  instruc- 
tions on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ac^  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gon- 
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Demaii  if,  In  any  case,  the  constable 
tears  down  a  placard  which  is  ^rored  to 
be  legal,  how  is  the  pesponsibility  of  the 
ooDstahle  or  other  officer  to  be  made 
liable? 

OoLONEL  KING-HABMAN :  In  the 
same  manner  as  if  he  exceeded  his  duty 
in  any  other  respect. 

AFRICA  (CENTRAL)-EXPEDmON  FOR 
THE  BEUEF  OF  EMIN  PASHA-RE- 
PORTED DEATH  OF  MR.  STANLEY. 
Mk.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaire,  Whether  in  view  of  the  public 
interest  in  the  mission  of  Mr.  Stanley, 
(he  Oovernment  will  cause  inquiries  lo 
he  made,  so  far  as  possible,  of  the  pre- 
sent position   of    the  Expedition,   and 
particularly  as  to  the  reports  now  made 
of  the  death  of  the  gallant  explorer  ? 

Thb  TTNDEE  8ECRETAKY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  {Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  There  are  no  means  of 
communicating  with  Mr,  Stanley's  Ei- 
peditioD.  Reports  are  sent  by  Mr. 
Stanley  to  the  Committee  by  whom 
the  Expedition  was  despatched.  The 
report  of  Mr.  Stanley's  death  is  disbe- 
lieved by  the  Committee  and  by  the 
authorities  of  the  Congo  Free  State,  and 
Her  Majesty's  CloTemment  see  no  reason 
to  believe  it.  I  may  say  that  before 
coming  to  the  House,  I  received  a  copy 
of  a  Tetter  from  the  Minister  of  the 
Congo  Free  State  at  Brussels  to  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  there,  giving  reasons 
for  entirely  disbelieving  the  report.  As 
I  think  that  letter,  or  the  substance  of 
it,  has  already  appeared  iu  the  news- 
papers, I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
with  it. 


Mk.  watt  (Glasgow.  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  is  now  is  a  position  to 
give  the  House  any  information  with 
reference  to  the  Boundary  Question  be- 
tween British  Ouiann  and  Venezuela  f 

The  under  SECRETARY  ov 
state  (Sir  James  Ferodbbon)  (Man- 
chester, K.E.) :  The  Ouvernment  of 
Yenezuela  having  broken  off  diplomatic 
relations  with  Her  Majesty's  Govom- 
ment,  negotiations  for  the  settlement  of 
the  Boundary  Question  are  at  present 
interrupted.  Pending  a  settlement  of 
JUr.  St^m 


the  question,  the  territory  within  the 
boundary  line  proposed  by  Sir  B. 
Scbomberg  will  be  treated  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  British  Gniana  as  belonging 
to  the  Colony.  The  claim  of  the  Colony 
to  a  more  extended  frontier  is  not  with- 
drawn ;  but,  for  the  present,  remains  ia 
abeyance. 


Mb.  0.  Y.  MORGAN  (Batterseal 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  at  the  inquiry  into  the  Regent 
Street  arrest  case  at  Scotland  Yard  on 
Friday  last,  a  woman  named  Fernando 
Pietre  tendered  her  evidence,  and  asked 
that  her  name  and  address  might  not  be 
made  public;  and,  whether  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  addressing  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Press,  said — "  If  you  give 
the  name  I  will  turn  you  all  out ;  "  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  inquiry,  being  an  open 
one,  anything  transpiring  in  the  Court 
is  to  be  suppressed  upon  the  order  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E,) :  I  am 
informed  by  Sir  Charles  Warren  that 
when  the  witness  in  question  gave  her 
reasons  previously  to  giving  her  evi- 
dence for  not  wishing  her  name  and 
address  to  be  published,  Mr.  Horace 
Smith,  the  legal  assessor,  said  be  hoped 
that  those  reasons  were  not  at  present 
being  taken  down  by  the  reporters,  as 
he  did  not  know  yet  whether  the  witness 
would  choose  to  be  examined.  Sir 
Charles  Warren  saw  a  xeporter  appa- 
rently, in  spite  of  Mr.  Smith's  remarks, 
putting  down  the  reasons,  and  he  warned 
him  that  unless  he  desisted  he  should 
turn  him  out.  Sir  Charles  Warren  is 
assisted  by  very  competent  legal  advice, 
and  I  am  unwilling  to  interfere  with  his 
discretion  so  far  as  the  conduct  of  the 
inquiry  ia  concerned. 

LICENSING  LAWa  —  EXTENSION  OF 
HODES  OF  OPENING,  KINGSTON-ON- 
THAMES. 

Mb.  OAIXE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  is  aware  that 
at  the  weekly  petty  seseions  at  Eingeton 
on  Thames,  oathe  14th  instant.  Sergeant 
Crook,  of  the  Surrey  Constabulary,  ap- 
plied for  as  extension  of  time  for  the 
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ule  of  liquor  on  bebalf  of  the  "  Bear  " 
publio  houM,  and  th«  "White  Lion," 
at  Cobham,  and  tbat  tbe  ma^Btratea 
granted  both  the  applications  at  the 
request  of  the  sergeant,  without  either 
of  tbe  holders  of  the  licoDcee  being  pre- 
sent; and,  if  be  will  take  etepa  to  pre- 
Tent  Bucb  applioatioDB  in  future? 

The  8ECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthkws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
obtained  a  report  from  tbe  clerk  to  tbe 
juatices  pointing  out  that  the  law  does 
not  oompel  publicans  to  appl^  personally 
for  an  extension  of  hours ;  and  tbat  being 
BO,  it  does  not  appear  that  there  bas 
been  anj  infraction  of  the  licensing  law. 
I  bare  no  authority  to  lay  down  tbe  law 
in  the  matter ;  but  I  certainly  think  it 
would  be  better  if  these  appUoations 
were  not  made  by  the  police. 


Ma.  BKYOE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
tbe  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  When  it  is  pro- 
posed to  introduce  tbe  Technical  Educa- 
tion Bill  for  Scotland;  and,  whether  it 
is  intended  to  carry  it  on  pari  pcUMu 
with  the  English  Bill  f 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAif  Habt  Dykk)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  proposals  of  tbe 
Government  with  regard  to  technical 
education  in  Scotland  would  be  shortly 
announced,  and  the  eame  facilities  would 
be  afforded  for  Scotch  as  for  English 
legislation  on  this  aubject.  He  hoped 
the  Scotch  Bill  would  be  introduced 
within  one  or  two  days. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Does  tbat  also  apply  to  Ireland  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE :  Tea, 
Sir ;  IreJasd  is  included. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  ANGLO-BUSSLAN 

CONVENTION  -  THE  FEONTUSE   OF 

AFGHANISTAN. 

Mb.  LEQH  {Lanaashire,  S.W..  New- 
ton) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affaire,  If  it  is  the  case  tbat 
a  final  settlement  of  the  Afghan  Frontier 
Question  haa  been  arrired  at  with  tbe 
Bussian  Qovemment  ? 

The  TJNDEB  BECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jaius  Febodssor)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  Thetermaofasettlement 
of  the  Afghan  Northern  Frontier  have 
bees  signed  by  the  British  and  Euasian 
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I,  and  only  require  the  ao- 
ceptanoe  of  the  Governments  cencerned. 

EQTPT-MOUKHTAE  PASHA. 

Ma.  F.  B.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  be  is  now 
in  a  position  to  inform  the  House  when 
Moukbtar  Pasha  will  leave  Egypt  ? 

The  under  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Febousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  No,  Bir,  I  cannot  give 
any  information  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  asked,  wbe- 
tber  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  any  steps  to  induce  tbe  Porte  to  , 

Eooure  tbe  speedy  withdrawal  of 
onkhtar  Pasha  from  Esypt? 
SiB  JAMES  FEEQUSSON  :  I  think 
tbe  House  will  see  that  it  would  he  a 
very  grave  matter  to  put  pressure  on  tbe 
Porte  to  withdraw  its  officer  from  a  part 
of  its  owo  ton itory. 

WAK  OFFICE  (SMALL  ABUS)  — THE 
HAGAZINB  BIFLE. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlaobie) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War, 
Whether  he  can  now  state  a  probable 
date  at  which  the  WarOfBce  will  decide 
as  to  the  adoption  of  a  magaiine  rifle ; 
and,  whether  be  can  state  how  long  it 
would  probably  take  thereafter  to  have 
a  supply  of  100,000  rifles  available  for 
service  r 

Thb  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.STAiraoPE)(Liuooln8bire,Homcast!e): 
Tbe  Military  Authorities  are  unanimoos 
in  the  opinion,  in  which  I  concur,  tbat 
further  trials  are  necessary  before  a 
final  decision  can  be  arrived  at  as  to  tbe 
type  of  magazine  rifle  to  be  adopted  for 
our  Service.  It  is,  therefore,  impossible 
for  me  now  to  name  a  definite  date  for 
this  decinon.  The  time  that  would  be 
occupied  in  manufacture  would  alao 
depend  to  a  considerable  extent  on  the 
type  of  rifle  adopted. 

H£B  UAJESTT'S  TITLES —  "  QUBEH 
AND  EMPEIBSS." 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Under  Seeretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  designa- 
tion of  Her  Majesty  as  Queen  and 
Empress  by  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  in  bia  despatches  from  Constanti- 
nople is  in  accordance  with  usage ;  and, 
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whether  tbe  introduction  of  such  deai^- 
nation  by  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
IB  to  be  regarded  aa  a  precedent  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  qy 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feeguhson)  (Man- 
ohester,  N.E.) :  Tbe  designation  in  ques- 
tion does  not  transgress  the  exolusion  of 
its  use  in  instruments  whose  operation 
extends  only  to  the  United  Kingdom, 
which  is  the  only  exception  enjoined  by 
the  Royal  Proclamation  of  28th  April, 
167«. 

LAW    AND    POLICE     (METROPOLIS)— 

MARTLEBOSE  POLICE  COURT-CASE 

OF  UR.  WILLIAMS. 

Me.  PICKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.  WO  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tiie  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
now  state  his  decision  as  to  the  release 
or  otherwise  of  the  four  defendants 
caoTicted  along  with  Mr.  Williams  by 
Mr.  Dtj  Rutzen,  who  are  still  in  prison? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
HArrHKws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
carefully  examined  the  eTidence  before 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  the 
decision  of  the  Court  in  WiUiams'scaae, 
and  I  do  not  find  anything  bearing  on 
the  cases  of  the  other  prisoners.  But 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  ia  Pole's  case,  by  which  his 
sentence  was  reduced  to  two  months, 
appears  to  me  to  hare  an  important 
bearing  on  the  cases  of  the  other  defen- 
dants who  have  not  appealed,  and  whose 
cases  do  not  differ  in  kind  from  that  of 
Pole.  There  is,  however,  an  appeal  in 
one  of  these  cases,  and  of  Stafford, 
which  has  been  heard  to-day,  and  I 
think  it  is  proper  that  I  should  wait 
until  I  have  considered  the  result  of  that 
appeal  before  tendering  my  adrice  to 
Her  Majesty  aa  to  the  other  defend- 
ants. 

NATIONAL  EDDCATION  (IRELAND)— 
IEI8H  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 
Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  8eeretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Buccessire  QoTemments  have  ac- 
knowledged the  justice  of  the  claims  of 
the  Irish  National  Teachers  to  some 
beneficicial  legislation;  whether  there 
is  any  intention  this  Session  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  ameliorate  the 
Tery  hard  lot  of  the  teachers ;  whether 
there  was  a  small  increase  made  to  the 
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salaries  of  the  teachers  in  1S79;  wh^ 
ther  the  increase  aTorajfod  £4  per 
teacher  in  the  serrice;  whether  the 
total  sum  allocated  to  this  puTptme  was 
£46,000;  whether,  consideriDg  the  da- 
ductions  made  from  the  salartae  of 
teachers  for  the  purposes  of  the  pennon 
fund,  and  the  lose  of  income  consequrat 
on  the  apathy  of  non  -  contribnting 
unions,  the  average  increase  of  £4  pn 
teacher  is  practically  illnsory;  and, 
whether,  pending  fntnre  remedial  l^s- 
lation  for  this  most  deserring  class,  he 
can  see  his  way  to  recommend  the  Go- 
vernment to  follow  the  precedent  of 
1879,  by  giving  a  grant  in  aid,  say, 
equal  to  an  average  increaM  of  salary 
of  £  1 0  per  teacher  in  the  service,  wbidi 
would  for  the  present  tide  over  diasatis- 
faction  and  difficulty? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kuto-Hjjuus) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  entire  question  relating  to 
the  position  of  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers  is  most  complex,  and  canoot 
properly  be  dealt  with  within  the  limits 
of  a  Question.  Tbe  Government  are 
not  yet  ia  a  position  to  come  to  any  de- 
cision in  the  matter. 

Mb.  CONWAY:  In  consequence  of 
the  unsatisfectory  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  wish  to 
give  Notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  will 
raise  the  whole  question  of  the  status  of 
National  School  Teachers  in  Ireland. 

CORRDPT  PRACTICES  ACT— ALLKOED 
PERSONATION  IN  NORTH  HANTS. 
Ha.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  Mr.  Attorney  (General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  following  statement  in  a  letter  in 
thei)dt^  JVivuifoftheSIstinstaiit,  stgned 
by  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  the  I^nth 
Hants  Liberal  Association : — 

"  la  the  diitrict  of  Crooklism  I  ssv  a  gea- 
tlemin  come  to  the  poll  with  his  Krvant,  wboM 
name  had  beco  strack  oat  b;  tlia  Bevisuig 
Buriiter,  and  who  had  been  iDformed  of  that 
fact  by  mv  bod,  to  whom  he  admiUed  that  he 
had  no  qakliQc&tion-  Yet  hu  maatai  brooght 
him  to  Uie  poll  to  swear  liuU  he  was  aaotherof 
the  same  otune.  AJterwardi  that  other  applied 
to  vote,  but  could  only  tender  a  Tots  which 
coDtribated  nothing  to  the  inne,  liks  Ibsl  ot 
thepenonatorandperiiuvr;" 
and,  whether  the  facta  are  aa  stated; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  direct  the 
Public  ProMcutor  to  take  action  is  the 
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Tire  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BicBAKD  Webstbr)  (Isle  of  Wiffht) : 
Iq  reply  to  the  hon.  And  learned  Hem* 
ber,  I  have  to  state  that  I  have  no 
means  of  judftin^  whether  the  facta  are 
as  Btated,  inasmuch  aa  the  newspaper 
extract  contains  no  names.  As  the 
offence  euf^gested  is  of  a  most  grave 
character,  I  certainly  should  Dot  direct 
the  Fublio  Prosecutor  to  take  ptoceod- 
.  inga  upon  the  strength  of  a  newspaper 
paragraph.  Thehon.  aDdleornedOeD- 
tlemeu,  no  doubt,  knows  perfectly  well, 
as  well  as  I  do,  that  if  the  facte  are  as 
stated,  they  can  be  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Public  Prosecutor  in  the  usual 
way,  or  independent  proceedings  can  be 
taken. 

Mb.  CONYBEAKE  asked,  whether 
the  Attorney  General  was  not  the  official 
representative  of  the  Public  Froseoutor 
in  that  Eouhbi'  if  not,  who  was;  and, 
whether,  as  the  case  had  now  been 
brought  officiatly  under  his  notice  he 
would  make  the  inquiries  required  of 
him  under  Section  45  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTEE:  There 
is  no  such  thing  as  an  official  represen- 
tative of  the  Public  Prosecutor.  The 
Public  Prosecutor  acts,  in  many  cases, 
independently.  It  is  only  in  some  few 
instances  that  the  Law  Officers  com- 
municate with  him  with  regard  to  giving 
him  their  sanction  as  to  certain  pro- 
ceedings. I  say,  again,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knows  perfectly  well 
that  if  the  facts  are  as  stated,  there  is  a 
ready  means  of  bringing  them  ander 
the  notice  of  the  Public  Prosecutor. 

LAW  OF  LIMn-ED  U  ABILITY-LEO  IS- 
LATION. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oxford,  Wood- 
stock) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
BuiT,  Whether  the  Government  have  a 
Bill  prepared  for  amending  the  Law  of 
Limited  Liability ;  and,  whether,  sup- 
posing they  have  abandoned  the  inten< 
tion  of  passing  such  a  Bill  into  Law  this 
Session,  they  will  introduce  it  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  so  that  its  provisions 
may  be  fully  discussed  by  the  mercantile 
community  during  the  Eecess? 

The  first  LORD  of  tbb  TREA- 
@UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  Thissubjecthas engaged 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Qovernmeat, 
tnd  a  Sill  baa  been  drafted ;  but  the 
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hon.  Member  is  aware  that  it  is  a  mb- 
ject  of  very  great  difficulty,  and,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  the  Government 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  legislate 
upon  it  in  the  course  of  the  present  Sea- 
aion. 

CITY  CUAHTER  FOR  BELFAST. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  With  regard 
to  the  recent  announcement  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  that  the 
requisite  particulars  touching  the  appli- 
cation for  the  grant  of  a  city  charter  to 
Belfast  had  been  placed  by  the  munici- 
pality in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  for  their  considera- 
tion and  report,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  yet  advised  the  Crown  to 
grant  the  charter  ? 

Ma.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  ; 
Before  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  may  I  ask  him,  if  it  is  not 
a  similar  Question  to  that  which  I  asked 
him  on  Tuesday,  14th  June;  and  if,  in 
acoordance  with  an  intimation  from  him, 
I  have  not  been  waiting  for  an  occasion 
to  repeat  the  Question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  seems  inclined  to 
make  political  capital  out  of  this  matter 
by  trying  to  monopolize  Belfast  Ques- 
tions entirely, 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ark,  whether 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  while  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  away  engaged  in  Orange  pro- 
cessions in  Ulster,  I  twice  brought  the 
matter  before  the  House? 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  While  I  have  no  wish 
to  enter  into  controversy  between  the 
hon.  Members,  it  is  a  fact  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Belfast 
did,  in  the  first  instance,  ask  me,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  thoi^ht 
it  well  to  celebrate  the  Jubilee  of  Her 
Majesty,  by  conferring  a  City  charter 
upon  the  town  of  Belfast;  and  I  told  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Government 
were  of  opinion  it  was  not  desirable  to 
connect  the  Jubilee  with  an  event  of  such 
a  character.  The  subject,  however,  has 
since  had  the  attention  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  and  we  are  informed  by  the  Irish 
Law  Officers  that  they  are  of  opinion  it 
is  competent  for  the  Government  to  grant 
a  charter  for  the  City  of  Belfast.  The 
subject  is  receiving  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 
R  P  2 
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AQRICDLTUaAL  DEPEESSION-LAND 
OOT  OF  CULTIVATION. 

Ur.  BEADEL  (Eesnx,  Chelmeford) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  hU  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  letter  in  Tka  Standard  of  Friday 
last,  signed  "Arthur  l^yor,"  and  headed 
"A  terrible  list;"  attached  to  which 
letter  is  a  record  of  farms  in  one  diatrict 
in  the  county  of  Essex,  showing  3,527 
acres  to  he  outof  cultivation,  and  17,945 
seres  to  he  in  the  hands  of  landlords 
who  are  unable  to  find  tenants  for  the 
same;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
similar  state  of  things  exists  in  many 
other  counties;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  some  steps  or  pro- 
pound some  scheme  whereby  a  prac- 
tical remedy  for  tho  same  can  be 
found? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TEBA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  letter  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber quotes,  and  I  am  aware  that  a 
similar  state  of  things  exists,  though  I 
hope  in  a  less  degree,  in  other  parts  of 
the  country.  The  GoTsmment  regard 
this  as  a  very  serious  matter  indeed; 
and  if  any  hon.  Member  can  make  a 
suggestion  of  any  kind  which  will  enable 
us  to  find  a  practical  remedy,  we  shall 
receive  such  suggestion  with  grati- 
tude, and  give  it  our  best  considera- 
tion. 

Mb.  OONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  is  disposed  to  take 
into  consideration  the  proposals  and  the 
Bohemea  laid  before  the  House  by  the 

i'unior  Member  for  Korthampton  (Mr. 
iradlaugh)  when  he  brought  forward 
this  matter  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E):  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  the  de- 
sirableness of  resumption  by  the  Crown 
of  those  valuable  lands  now  allowed  to 
go  to  waste  by  their  owners  t 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern^ 
ment  are  now  asking  for  a  remedy  for 
the  existing  condition  of  things  under 
which  it  is  difficult  to  cultivate  the  land 
with  profit.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman  can  ' 
give  a  practical  suggestion  for  a  remedy  ; 
for  that  state  of  things,  it  will  receive  i 
careful  consideration. 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS  —  TECHNICAL  IS. 
STRTJCTION  (SCOTLAIfDi  BILL. 

Mr.  E.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fife- 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  proceed  with  any  of 
the  three  important  Bills  which  they 
have  announced  relating  to  Scotland — 
namely,  the  Secretary  for  Scotlajid  Bill, 
the  Universities  Bill,  and  the  Technical 
Instruction  Bill,  but  which  have  not  yet 
been  introduced  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  late  period  of  the  Session,  he  can 
promise  that  any  of  these  Bills  which 
the  Government  still  intend  to  press 
forward  shall  be  introduced  without 
further  delay  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
me  whether  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Bill  will  be  shortly  introduced.  I  have 
every  reason  to  hope  that  it  will  be  in- 
troduced in  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
course  of  the  present  week.  As  regards 
the  Univeraitv  Bill,  there  are  aome 
financial  details  which  have  caused  aome 
difficulty  and  delay  in  dealing  with ;  but 
I  trust  they  may  be  overcome  in  the 
course  of  the  next  few  days.  ITie 
Technical  Education  Bill,  as  my  rigbt 
hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  has  said, 
will  also  be  introduced  very  shortly. 

CEIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  {IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1887— THE  PKOCLAMA- 
TIONS. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land two  Questions  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice.  They  refer 
to  the  Proclamations  which  have  been 
issued  in  Ireland.  I  wish  to  ask  him, 
Whether  anything  has  happened  to  ex- 
plain the  extension  of  these  Proclama- 
tions over  almost  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
since  his  assurance  given  to  the  House 
that  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  in  which 
the  law  is  at  this  moment  as  well  obeyed 
as  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and,  secondly,  I  wish  to  ask  him,  in 
view  of  the  assurances  then  n*en  by  tba 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  thai 
the  proceedings  of  the  Privy  Council 
were  of  a  purely  formal  cbaraota,  hor 
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it  was  that  Mr.  Justice  Uonroe  and 
three  other  judicial  personages  attended, 
or  are  alle^d  to  haro  attended,  the  pro- 
ceedines  on  Saturday? 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
also  wish  to  aek  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
pivate  Notice.  Is  it  true,  as  stated  in 
7K«  TimtM  of  this  day,  that  a  meetiag  of 
the  Irish  Privy  Council  was  held  in  Dub- 
lin Uastle  on  Saturday  afternoon,  at  which 
were  present  General  His  Serene  High- 
nesfl  the  Prince  of  Saxe  Weimar,  the  Lord 
Ohanoellor  of  Ireland,  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, the  Vioe  Chancellor,  the  right  hon.  J. 
T.  BaU,  L.L.D.,  and  Mr.  Justice  Monroe ; 
whether  the  meeting  lasted  two  hours, 
during  which  the  PrivT  Council  were 
chiefly  occupied  in  drawing  up  the  Pro- 
clamations necessary  for  putting  the 
Crimes  Act  into  operation ;  whether  the 
Vioe  Chancellor  and  Mr.  Justice  Monroe 
are  both  members  of  the  Irish  Judicial 
Bench ;  whether  Mr.  Justice  Monroe 
was  ewom  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Privy 
Council  after  his  elevation  to  the  Bench  ; 
whether  the  Government  stated,  through 
the  mouth  of  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  now  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  on 
the  lath  June,  1807,  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  consult  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Judiciary  in  reference  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Bill ;  and, 
finally,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  any,  and  if  so,  what  explana- 
tion for  thie  departure  from  the  under- 
standing on  which  the  Crimes  Act  was 
passed ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  reason, 
and  if  so,  what  reason,  for  converting 
the  Irish  Judiciary  into  agents  of  the 
Executive  Government  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BAifotra)  (Man- 
chester, E):  I  have  to  say  that  it  is 
true  that  me  Privy  Council,  as  named 
in  the  Question  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Mac  Neill),  were  present  on  Satur- 
day. It  is  true  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  bnsinesB  done  related  to  the  Pro- 
clamations to  be  issued  under  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Act.  It 
is  not,  I  thinh,  true,  aa  far  as  I  recol- 
lect, that  the  Council  sat  for  two  hours, 
but  it  is  true  that  they  sat  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  not  because  they  were 
occupied  during  the  time  in  consulta- 
tion, for  there  was  no  consultation. 
There  was  no  oonsultation— as  I  will 
explain   in   one  moment.     The    delay 


arose  out  of  acme  olerioal  errors  which 
had  been  committed  in  the  Proclama- 
tions.  Then  I  am  asked,  whether  Mr. 
Justice  Monroe  was  sworn  a  Member  of 
the  Privy  Council  after  hie  elevation  to 
the  Judicial  Bench?  That,  I  believe, 
is  true,  though  it  does  not  appear  to  be 
very  relevant  to  the  remainder  of  the 
Question.  Then,  ae  to  whether  it  was 
stated  in  this  House  by  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  coneult  the 
Judges  with  reference  to  the  administra- 
tion  of  the  Crimes  Bill,  I  may  reply  that 
the  Judges  were  not  consulted  upon 
that  subject.  Aa  the  House  is  aware, 
the  assembling  of  the  Privy  Council  to 
conduct  business  of  this  kind  is  of  a 
purely  formal  character.  It  is  intended 
to  give,  and  it  does  give,  solemnity  to 
the  action  of  the  Executive.  But 
neither  in  Ireland  nor  in  Eugland  is 
it  the  custom  to  debate  questions  when 
anything  is  done  by  the  Privy  Counml 
gathered  in  that  manner;  and,  there- 
fore, whether  it  be  right  or  not  right 
that  the  Judges  should  oe  present  on  an 
occasion  of  that  sort,  it  is  strictly  true 
that  the  Ghivemment  did  not  oonsiut  the 
Judges  with  reference  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act.  That,  I  think,  deals 
with  the  whole  of  that  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. Then  the  hon.  Member  asks  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  he  bos  any  explana- 
tion for  this  departure  from  the  under- 
standing arrived  at;  but,  as  I  have  just 
told  the  hon.  Member,  there  has  been  no 
departure  from  the  underetanding. 

Mn.  MAC  NEILL :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Qentieman  answer  the  last  part  of 
the  Question,  as  to  whether  there  was 
any,  and,  if  so,  what,  reason  for  oon- 
verting  the  Irish  Judiciary  into  agents 
of  the  Executive  Government  f  They 
were  not  there  to  be  consulted. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  me  to  an  understand- 
ing on  the  faith  of  which  he  says  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Act  was  passed,  and  which  he  q|uote8  in 
the  preceding  paragraph  of  his  Ques- 
tion. That  understanding,  as  I  have 
already  said,  has  not  been  broken. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  asks  me  whether  I  have 
any  reason  to  alter  my  opinion  that 
parts  of  Ireland  are  as  peaceful  as  any 
part  of  England  ?    (To,  air<    I  have  ao 
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reason  to  alter  laf  opinion  on  tH&t  snb- 
ject.  What  we  have  done  with  regard 
to  th«  ProcUmations  nnder  the  Act  ia  to 
apply  Snb-aectton  3  of  Clanae  2  to  Ire- 
land ^enerallj.  Sab-section  3  connsts 
of  three  eab-heods.  Sab-head  A  deals 
with  rioting  and  nDlawful  aaeembly. 
That  has  already,  by  tbe  action  of  Par- 
liament, been  made  anivereal  in  Ire- 
land, irreepediTe  of  any  Proclamation ; 
and  the  original  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment by  which  it  was  made  nnirersal 
irrespectiTe  of  any  Proclamation,  moved 
by  some  hon.  Qentleman  from  Ireland 
below  the  Gangway,  was  that  the  whole 
of  Snb-section  3  should  be  made  appli- 
cable, irrespectire  of  Proclamations,  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  I  have  carried 
ont  roughly  the  intention  which  the  hon. 
U ember  appears  to  hare  had  when  he 
put  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
Bub'Seotion  B  relates  to  the  tahing  or 
holding  by  forcible  possession.  That  is 
clearly  not  a  sub-head  which  can,  by  any 
circumstances,  be  abused.  It  is  a  spe- 
oi£c  and  definite  offence,  and  if  it  takes 
place  is  any  part  of  Ireland,  in  my 
opinion  it  ought  to  bo  dealt  with  effec- 
tively. With  regard  to  Sub  head  0, 
that  relates  to  obstructing  the  police, 
and  it  assimilates  the  law  of  Ireland  to 
the  existing  law  of  England  in  that 
respect.  Tnerefore,  when  I  said  that 
there  were  parts  of  Ireland  which  were 
as  quiet  aa  any  part  of  England,  by 
inference  it  may  be  understood  that  it 
would  be  a  judicious  course  to  assimi- 
late the  law  in  that  respect.  The  House 
will  see  that  the  only  part  of  the  Act 
whioh  has  been  made  general  through- 
out Ireland  is  that  single  sub-section  of 
that  single  olause. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  As  to 
the  provision  in  Olause  5,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  may,  when  it  appears  neces- 
sary, by  Proclamation  declare  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  which  relate  to  pro- 
claimed districts,  I  should  like  to  aak 
whether  the  Irish  Executive  made  any 
classification  in  their  own  mind  of  the 
counties  in  which  it  was  necessary  to 
prevent,  and  those  in  whioh  it  is  neces- 
BB^  to  punish  crime? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  every  case 
in  which  we  have  proclaimed  under  the 
Act,  generally,  anv  county  in  Ireland, 
we  have  done  so  because  we  have  be- 
lieved, either  from  the  actus!  existence 
of  crime  or  intimidation,  the  Act  was 
necessary.  No  counties  have  been  pro- 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


claimed  generally  under  the  Bill  where 
crime  does  not  exist,  if  by  crime  is  in- 
cluded, aa  it  certainly  onght  to  be,  intiini- 
dation. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY:  Are  we  to 
understand  that,  by  the  law  of  England, 
a  person  who  commits  an  offenoa  under 
Sab-bead  B  of  Sub-section  3  is  liable  to 
be  tried  by  summary  jurisdiction  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  CLon^ord,  N.): 


Without  appeal  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  n 


I  Snb- 


section  3  to  which  I  referred. 

Sir  WILLI  AM  HAHCOTJKT  (Derby): 
As  I  understand  it,  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman on  Saturday,  in  company  with 
the  Judges,  proclaimed  the  whole  of 
Ireland  to  be  subjected  to  this  provision 
— namely, 

"  Th&t  any  person  who,  within  twelve  montlu 
after  the  execntion  of  any  writ  of  posseasioD  of 
any  hooM  or  land,  ahaU  wroDsfolly  take  oi 
hold  fOTcibls  posseasioii  of  sach  honsa  or  land, 
or  any  wt  thereof,  sb^  ha  pani^able  wi£ 
ni  monUii'  imprison  meat  by  order  of  the  Ben- 
dent  Magistiftte." 

Now,  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman can  aay  that  in  any  port  of  Eng- 
land such  a  thing  can  be  done,  and,  if 
he  cannot  say  that,  will  he  say  why  he 
applies  a  law  not  applicable  in  England 
to  any  part  of  Ireland,  which  is  as  peace- 
able as  England  according  to  his  own 
statement  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  treated 
Sub-section  3  as  a  whole  ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  notice,  aa  I  have 
before  said,  that  this,  which,  I  believe, 
is  a  purely  Irish  form  of  crime,  is  one 
which  certainly  ought  to  be  punished 
wherever  it  exists. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOURT:  Let 
me  recall  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's 
mind  the  fact  that  these  words  are  per- 
fectly applicable.  \^Min%»Urial  orit*  of 
"Order!"]  I  strongly  advise  hon. 
Qentlemen  on  the  Miui^iterial  Benches 
not  to  object  to  my  asking  these  ques- 
tions, or  else  they  may  drive  us  to 
further  extremities.  [^iHnutgrimt  ertM 
of  "  Oh !  "1  They  seem  to  think  that  it 
is  a  very  light  matter.  [RBtuviti  erm 
of  "Order!"]  If  hon;  Qentlemen  are 
silent,  I  will  not  make  these  observa- 
tions ;  but  if  they  will  endeavoar  to 
interrupt  me,  I  must  do  so.  [^Critt  of 
"Qo  on!""!  I  was  going  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  thinks 
that,  under  this  Act,  this  Sub-section  fi, 
which  really  amounts  only  to  a  question 
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Mr.  sexton  adked.  whether  Done, 
gal  and  Uonsgban,  tbe  onlv  Ulster 
oountiee  proclaimed  genarall;,  had  been 
80  proclaimed  because  they  retomed 
Nationalist  Kembere  ? 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  That  is  not 
the  reason.  There  is  no  oonneotion  be- 
tween the  two  circumatanoes. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  eaked,  whether,  in  eome  of 
the  counties  proclaimed  the  Judges  of 
the  recent  Auiiee  had  been  presented 
with  white  glovee,  in  ooosequence  of  the 
absence  of  cases  to  tr;  ? 

IUr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  roust  ask 
for  Notice  of  the  Question  for  Thurs- 
dav. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALT  asked,  vhetlier 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  anj  ob- 
jection to  giTB  a  statement  to  the  House 
showing  accurately  what  had  been  done 
under  the  Proclamation  a,  so  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  might  not  have  to 
^rope  their  wa;  through  these  Proclama- 
tions? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  think  that 
would  be  oonvenient,  and  I  will  hare  it 
done. 


of  trespass,  or  resistance  to  expatsion 
from  a  tenement,  ought  to  be  applied  to 
portions  of  Ireland  which  are  perfectly 
peaceable  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  ;  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ie  wrong  in  his 
law.     It  does  not  apply  to  trespass. 

Mr.  CHANCE  [Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
irhetbor  the  County  of  Kilkenny  had 
been  proolaimed,  and  whether  the  sole 
outrage  there  during  the  last  quarter 
had  been  one  case  of  an  alleged  threaten- 
ing letter  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  the 
oaae ;  Kilkenny  is  proclaimed ;  but  I 
cannot,  without  Notice,  giro  statistics  as 
to  offences. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETT  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  under  cover  of  an  Order  of  the 
Privy  Council,  bad  not  done  what  the 
House  in  Committee  had  refused  f 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  not  true 
that  I  have  done  by  an  Order  in  Council 
what  the  House  has  refussd. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
accurately  what  had  been  done  in  refer- 
ence to  the  ProolamatioDB  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  already 
explained  what  has  been  done  with  re- 
sard  to  Ireland  generally.  [A  ToiOB : 
Antrim.]  Antrim  is  inoludea  in  what 
has  been  done  with  regard  to  Ireland 
generally,  of  course.  The  couDties  pro- 
claimed under  the  whole  Act  are  Clare, 
Cork,  Conegal,  Galway,  Kerry,  Kil- 
kenny, King^  County,  Leitrim,  Limerick, 
Longford,  Mayo,  Monaghao,  Queen's 
County,  Roscommon,  Sligo,  Tipperary, 
Waterford,  and  Wexford.  The  counties 
and  oities  of  Dublin,  BelTast,  Carrick- 
fergus,  Cork,  Drogheda,  Qalway,  Lon- 
donderry, and  Waterford  have  not  boon 
proolaimed  under  the  Act  generally,  but 
only  under  Sub- section  C. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  0'CONNOE(Donegal, 
E.)  asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  state,  in  the  case  of  Done- 
gal, which  had  been  proolaimed,  what 
cases  of  intimidation  he  had  discovered 
in  that  oountr  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  it 
would  be  most  inconvenient  to  give 
statistiw  of  this  sort  in  regard  to  the 
different  countiee  in  the  way  of  question 
and  answer;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires information  on  any  point,  he  can 
put  a  Question  on  the  Paper. 


THE  NAVAL  REVIEW  AT  BPITHRAD— 
FATAL  ACaOBNT. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiruty, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  respectiog  the  unfortunate 
occurrence  at  Spithead  on  Saturday  ? 

The  first  LORD  on  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  GxoROE  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  I  can  only  answer  the 
Question  generally,  as  I  did  not  know 
before  coming  down  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intended  putting  it  to  me.  Four 
men  were  unfortunately  injured,  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  by  the  pre- 
mature explosion  of  a  saluting  charge. 
They  were  taken  to  the  hospital,  and  I 
am  sorry  to  s^  one  of  the  men  died 
shortly  after.  The  last  report  I  heard 
of  the  remaining  three  was  that  they 
were  progressing  favourably. 

Mb.  WOODALL  :  Has  the  noble  Lord 
no  information  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
accident  ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  It  is, 
as  I  stated,  a  saluting  charge  which  ex- 
ploded prematurely.  Whether  all  the 
precautions  that  should  have  been  taken 
were  taken  I  cannot  state. 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  LAY. 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL  [Zonfi]. 

[Bill  308.] 

(Mr.  A.  J.  flaJfixB-.) 

[fiest  JnOHT-l 
Bill  eoniid«r»iI  is  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Coiamittee. 
OlaQBe  1  (Leaseholders). 

Mb.  PAENELL  [Oott);  The  first 
Ameodment  on  the  Paper  stands  in  m; 
name,  and  it  is  one  which  is  preliminary 
to  several  Amendments  to  the  samedausB, 
vhich  raise  the  question  ol  option — 
that  is  to  say,  whether  it  should  be 
Optional  to  the  tenant,  holding  under  a 
lease,  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  have  a 
fair  rent  fixed.  The  Bill,  as  it  stands, 
^ves  the  option  either  to  the  tenant  or 
to  the  landlord  of  making  the  appHoation, 
Bubieot  to  the  terms  of  hia  tenaaoj. 
AlUiough  in  the  Tenant  Relief  Bill,  last 
year,  for  which  I  was  made  responsible, 
the  option  was  not  given  to  the  tenant 
alone,  yet  the  interval  which  has  since 
elapsed  baa  supplied  ua  with  such  a 
large  body  of  information  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  leaving  the  option  to  the 
tenant  alone,  and  as  to  the  hardship 
which  may  result,  in  many  cases,  to 
tenants  if  it  were  not  so  left,  and  the 
difficulty  of  proof  by  the  tenant,  that  it  is 
out  of  the  question  to  consent  to  the  con- 
ditions contained  in  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands.  In  my  opinion,  the  only  way  of 
proceeding  is  Eo  give  the  option  to  the 
tenant,  and  to  the  tenant  alone,  to  make 
application  under  this  clause.  I  may 
mention  that  a  considerable  variation 
has  been  introduced  into  the  (Government 
clause  against  the  tenant  as  compared 
with  the  provisioDs  of  the  clause  in  the 
Belief  Bill  of  last  Session.  In  the 
Belief  Bill  it  was  only  necessary  for  the 
tenant  to  prove  that  he  had  paid  value, 
but  in  the  present  Bill  it  is  provided 
that  a  tenant  must  prove  that  a  valuable 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
lessor  for  the  leaae.  From  the  statement 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  also  at  the  meetinc;  which  was  held 
at  the  Carlton  Club  the  other  day,  it 
would  seem  that  the  Government  is  dis- 

riaed  to  concede  this  point,  and  therefore 
will  not  labour  the  matter  further,  but 


will  proceed  to  show  how  th«  Amend- 
ment fits  in  with  the  clause,  and  how  the 
clause,  if  it  be  adopted,  will  read  in  con- 
nection with  consequential  Amendments. 
The  clause,  if  altered  as  I  sug^st,  will 
read  in  this  way— 


"At  anv  Hum  witliin  three  ycmia  after  the 
pasnuff  of  this  Act,  on  appIic&Uon  within  the 
prescnW  manner  to  the  Oomt  by  the  iMsse  of 
any  holdiDg  who  at  the  eipintion  of  may  lean 
eiutiog  st  the  psBiing  of  the  IadiI  Law 
(Iielandl  Act,  I8S1,  wo^  be  sdmittad  t«  bei 

Lower  down  I  have  an  Amendment 
which  is  alao  consequential,  to  leave  ont 
the  words — 

"  Piovided  that  such  lessee  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  s  preeeot  tentuit,  vhere  substsatial 
conaideration  lus  bean  given  forthesud  leoaeto 
the  lesaor  or  with  his  knowledge,  and  snch  leawe 
objects  to  being  deomed  a  present  tenant." 

In  tact  that  Amendment  amounts  to  the 
omission  of  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
clause.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  anxious  to  say 
a  word  on  the  only  question  which  is 
likely  to  introduce  any  controversy  into 
the  matter  involved  in  the  Amendment, 
and  that  is  the  period  to  be  allowed  to 
the  lessee,  after  the  passing  of  the  Ac^ 
for  the  purpose  of  making  his  application. 
As  the  clause  now  stands,  it  appeara  to 
me  that  that  period  would  be  nnlimited. 
I  apprehend,  at  all  events,  that  that 
must  have  been  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  the  dause,  because, 
otherwise,  unless  the  lessee  had  applied 
on  the  very  day  in  which  the  Act  oame 
into  operation,  he  wonld  be  shut  ont 
altogether  from  making  the  application. 
It  must  be  obvious  that  time  will  be 
necessary  to  enable  the  holders  of  the 
title  to  tenancies  held  nnder  lease  to 
make  out  their  claim,  and  that  that 
cannot  be  done  in  a  day,  and  in  many 
oases,  cannot  be  done  even  in  a  year. 
Tlie  hpn.Uember  for  South  Tyrone 
Chinks 
wonld  only  he  fair, 
and  that  the  tenants  shonid  not  be  re- 
stricted to  the  very  day  upon  which  the 
Act  is  passed  into  law.  He  has,  there- 
fore, placed  upon  the  Paper  an  Amend- 
ment which  provides  that  the  application 
may  he  mode  within  two  years  after  the 

fiaasing  of  the  Aot.  I  have  taken  a 
ater  period,  having  regard  to  the  steps 
which  may  have  to  be  taken  by  the  lessees 
in  order  that  they  may  be  in  a  position 
to  qualify  themselves  to  make  an 
apphcation  under  the  teohnioal  wording 


{lit.  T.  W.  Russell)  apparently  thinks 
that  some  limitation  wonld  only  he  fair, 
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of  the  clause.  The  Oorerameat  clause, 
I  eubmit,  provides  no  limitation  what- 
ever, and  if  there  is  to  be  any  alteration 
in  the  vordingof  the  olause,  then  I  think 
it  would  be  better  to  give  to  those  who 
are  interested  a  period  of  three  years 
instead  of  two.  I  think  it  would  be 
most  unfair  that  a  leaseholder  should  be 
compelled  to  become  a  yearly  tenant 
when  he  prefers  to  continue  under  the 
terms  of  his  lease.  A  period  of  three 
years  will,  I  think,  satisiy  all  the  neoes- 
aities  of  the  case ;  it  would  not  be  an  ez- 
tenrive  period,  and  it  would  enable  sub- 
stantial justice  to  be  done  in  the  matter. 
Without  further  preface,  I  b^  to  more 
the  Ammdme&t  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
6,  before  the  word  "on,"  insert  the 
words  "at  any  time  within  three  years 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act." — (Ifr. 
J>arniU.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ths  OHIEF  SGCBKFABT  pob  IRE- 
LAND (Ur.  A.  J.  Bmjoub)  (Uan- 
cheeter,  E.) :  This  Amendment  raises  the 
question  whether  the  breaking  of  leases 
sliallbe  unilateral  or  bilateral — ^in  other 
words,  whether  the  lease  shall  be  broken 
in  favour  of  the  tenant  and  landlord,  or 
only  broken  in  favour  of  the  tenant. 
While,  as  a  matter  of  srgument,  I  can 
Bee  no  justi6oation  for  the  proposal  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  breaking  the 
leases  in  favour  of  the  tenant  only,  I  re- 
cognize the  fact  that  the  landlords  them- 
sefves,  as  far  as  I  can  gather,  are  by  no 
means  desirous  of  maintaiuin^  the  bila- 
teral arrangement;  and  as  the  only  cases 
in  which  a  landlord  can  take  advantage 
of  this  aub-seotionareoases  which  every- 
one would  regret,  and  which  everyone 
would  admit  to  be  cases  of  hardship,  I 
am  prepared,  '^under  the  oiroumatances, 
on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment  to  accept 
the  general  proposition  which  has  been 
so  powerfully  supported  by  Peers  of  all 
shades  of  political  opinion  in  the  other 
House,  and  to  consent  to  the  unilateral 
principle.  At  the  same  time,  I  confess 
that  I  would  prefer,  as  the  form  for 
oarryina"  out  that  principle,  an  Amend- 
ment woich  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Ur.  T. 
W.  Bussell)  to  that  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  the  ban.  Uember  for  Cork  (Mr. 
PameU),  which  provides  that  the  time 
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should  rue,  not  from  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  but  from  the  date  of  the  applica- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has, 
I  think,  properly  stated  the  effect  of  the 
clause  as  it  stands.  He  appears  to  think 
that  if  we  carry  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape  an  unlimited  time  might  elapse 
before  a  lease  was  broken.  That  is  not 
the  case.  It  is  certainly  not  our  Inten- 
tion, and  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  effect  of 
the  clause.  If  the  clause  were  carried 
in  its  present  shape,  the  moment  it  is 
passed  all  leases  would  be  broken,  whe- 
ther in  favour  of  the  landlord  or  of  the 
tenant. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  What  I  said  was 
that  the  application  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  as 
the  Government  proposal  stands,  could 
be  made  either  by  the  landlord  or  the 
tenant  at  any  time  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act.  There  would  certainly  be  no 
limit ;  but  the  Amendments  proposed  by 
myself  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  respectively  limit  the  period 
within  which  such  application  shall  be 
made  by  the  tenant  to  three  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  in  the  one  case, 
and  two  years  in  the  other. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Then  I  appear 
to  have  mistaken  the  purport  of  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  now 
proposes  that  an  unlimited  time  should 
elapse,  and  that  is  also  the  purport  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Memoer  for 
South  Tyrone.  The  lease,  under  the 
form  proposed  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Cork,  would  have  to  be  broken  in  the 
course  of  three  years ;  but  after  it  was 
broken  it  would  not  be  imoMative  to 
apply  for  a  lease  at  once.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  a  limit  of  two  years  is 
quite  sufficient  for  the  landlords  to  be 
left  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the  tenant 
chooses  to  take  advantage  of  the  Act  or 
not.  A  further  objection  to  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  as 
compared  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  is  that  the  retrospec- 
tive form  of  the  Amendment  might  lead 
to  serious  legal  oomplioationa  in  the 
future,  and,  therefore,  I  greatly  prefer 
the  form  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  For  that 
reason  the  Government  prefer  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) ;  I 
donotthiokthehon.  Member  fiw^^wiU 
feel  inclined  to  quarrel  ■   ' 
period  shall  be  two  JT" 


Id  my  opinion,  two  years  are  quite 
sufficient,  and  as  tha  OoTernment  now 
ooneent  to  narrow  the  question  as  be- 
tween two  and  three  years,  I  hope  the 
bon.  Uemberwill  Bcceptthe  Amendment 
and  enable  us  to  eo  on  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FABNELL  :  In  my  opinion,  as 
to  tbe  queetione  being  retrospective,  the 
two  Amendments  are  precisely  the  same. 

Ma.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  not  so. 
The  hoa.  Member  will  see  that  his 
Ameadmeot  reads  thus — 

"  At  any  time  vithin  three  yeani  alleT  tha 
pMiing  of  this  Act,  on  application  in  tlie  pre- 
scribed maDDer  to  the  Court,  the  lessee  of  any 
holding  who,  at  the  expiration  of  any  lease 
existing;  at  the  passing  of  the  Land  Law  [Ire- 
laod)  Act,  1881,  it  bonifldi  in  occnpation  of  big 
holding,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenant  of  hig 

firesent  tenancy  in  like  manner  and  subject  to 
ike  conditions  and  subject  to  the  right  of 
resumption,  as  if  his  lease  expired  at  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act." 

Mb.  FARNELL:  I  understand  that 
there  is  another  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  to  strike  out  the  words  after  "  re- 
sumption," "  audifbie  lease  expired  at  the 
passing  of  this  Act."  That  Ameudment  is 
proposed  to  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Donegal  (Mr.  O'Doherty). 
If  the  objection  which  has  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  is  the  only 
objection  as  compared  with  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  I  will 
only  say  that  I  am  ready  (o  accept  the 
substitution  of  the  word  "  two "  for 
"  three  "  years,  and  I  therefore  beg  to 
move  the  insertion  of  "  two  years  "  in- 
stead of  three. 

Amendment  proposed  in  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendments,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  three,"  and  insert  the  word  "  two." — 
( Mr.  Parntll.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  three '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  accept 
that  Amendment. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  trust  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  will  now  allow  the 
Govemmeot  to  proceed  with  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  form  which  thoy  prefer,  as 
the  object  is  identical. 

Mb.  FARNELL  :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
fair  for  the  Government  to  ask  me  to 
give  up  the  place  I  have  obtained  for 
my  Amendment.    I  am  anxious  to  see 

wFlAthAp  thn  nnvammnnt   hud   nnv   roRl 


and  substantial  reason  for  rejeetiiig  t! 
first  Amendment  I  bad  placed,  npon  i 
Paper.     There  are  two  points  nia^ 
the  first  Amendment ;    first,  that  ihjt 
years    should    be     the     period    vitL 
which  the  application  should  be  a^'.-. 
secondly,   that  the  Ameadment  shoi 
have   a    retrospective    eflfect-       I  kii 
ehown,   as  regards    the    oecond   poiE 
that  the  objection  which  Iiaa  be«n  ur^ 
against  it   has    no    effect,    because  U: 
Amendment  placed  upon  the  Fap^  t; 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  : 
precisely  the    same    as    mine    in  ti:i 
respect,  and  it  is  not  until  Amendmer 
20   is  reached  that  the    hon.    Membfr 
proposes   to    guard    against    the  rebs- 
spective  action  of  the  Amendment.   I: 
that  is   a  fault,  it  is    one    whicb  tin 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  ha!  i: 
common  with  mine,  and  the  hon.  Uan' 
her  is  forestalled  by  an  Amendmesti: 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nok 
Donegal  (Mr.  O'Doherty.)     Therefmt. 
the  first  objection  taken  by  the  OovHt- 
ment  to  my  Amendment  has  no  validi:! 
whatever.       Their    second   objectioD  '. 
have  met  bv  subatituting  two  yeonti- 
stead  of  Ihree.      What  is   the  £sct  a 
regard  to  the  Amendments  which  niK  | 
the  question  of  option  ?      On  the  llili 
July,  the  first  day  on  which  it  was  pR- 
sible,    I  placed  this  Amendment  apoi 
the  Paper.    The  hon.  Member  for  Soati: 
Tyrone  also,  on  the  same  night,  plicel 
his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper  dealing 
with  the  same  question.  But  Uie  Amend- 
ment on  which  the  bon.   Member  nov 
elects  to  go,  and  which  deals  with  tKi 
question  of  option,  was  not  placed  npcu 
the  Paper  until  the  21st  •Tulj,  a  week 
later  than    mine.     The  hon.    Membd 
took  off  the  Amendments  which  he  lud 
originally  placed  on  the  Paper,  dealiai 
wiUi  the  option  of  the  tenonl^  on  tb 
first  night  on  which  it  was  poeaible  U 
give  Notice  of  them,  and  placed  otto 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which  sn 
substantiallv  the  same  as  mine.     Ont 
of  Ihe  hon.  Member's  Amendments  pro- 
poses to  leave  out  the  words  "ehaU  U 
the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Aot,'.'  in 
order  to  insert    "applied   in  Uie  pr* 
scribed  manner  to  the  Oourt,  be  shall  il 
ban&Jid»  in  occupation  of  his  holding," 
fto.      I  have  also  an   Amendmeat  to 
leave  oat  the  words  "  at  the  date  of 
tbe   passing  of  tbiu   Aot,"  which  it 
a  similar  Amendment  to  that  of  th* 
hnn.    nAnf.lnman.    an  thitt   his  Amand- 
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prewribed  manner  to  the  Court  \>y  the  luaoe  of 
asy  holding,"  &c. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  leave  out  "  trie  pasBing  of  this  Act." 
— (J/r.  Parntll.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  lelt  out  stand  part  of  tbe  Clause," 
pat,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  ptopoaed,  in  page  1, 
line  6,  after  "  Act,"  insert  "  by." — 
(Jfr.  Parnall.) 

Question,  "That  'by'  be  there  in- 
serted," put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne}:  The  nest  tvo  Amendments 
are  in  my  name ;  but  aa  the  object  I  had 
in  view  has  already  been  attained  by 
the  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Member 
for   Cork,   I   do  not    propose  to  move 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.):  The 
Amendment  I  have  to  move  is  to 
omit  the  words — 

"  Who  at  the  expiration  of  Kay  leaae  exiettng 
Bl  the  paaunc  o{  tbe  land   Lav  (Ireland)  Act, 


ments  governing  local  option  are  Amend* 
ments  substantially  copied  from  mine, 
althoDKb  lie  brings  them  in  in  a  different 
part  of  the  clause.  I  would  ask,  then, 
vhether  it  is  fair,  as  I  have  obtained 
precedeiice  for  my  Amendment  on  the 
Faper,  that,  in  oonsequence  of  some  ar- 
rangement between  the  Qovernment;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  I 
should  be  ousted  from  the  honour  of 
carrying  these  Amendments. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Bill  I  introduced  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Seseioii  was  the  first 
measure  that  gave  the  option  to  the 
tenant. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Not  at  all. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  waste 
time  in  discussing  matters  of  this  kind, 
which  are  altogether  irrelevant  to  the 
issue.  Z  understand  that  an  agreement 
has  been  arrived  at  in  regard  to  the 
substance  of  the  AmendmeDt. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  really  un- 
important whether  we  take  the  Amend-  _  .„„,^  ,„„,„  „„  „„^^  ^  ^  „  ^^_^^  „^  _  ^^^. 
m en t  before  the   Committee   or  the  one  i  sent  ordinary  tenancy  from  year  to  year  within 
which  stands  in  the  name  of  the  Member  I  the  meanioK  of  the  said  Act  at  the  rent  and 


1881.  would  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenant  oi 
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prired  of  the  beoefits  of  that  Act  owing 
to  leaeee  hiving  fallen  in  just  at  the 
period  when  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I ,  line 
6,  leaveout  from  "irho"  to  "leaae," 
in  line  10,  iodoaire. — (ifr.  JhlUn.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 


Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR :  As  I  nnder- 
stand  the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Qen- 
tleman,  he  proposes  to  make  a  most 
Tiolent  breach  of  the  arrangements 
which  were  made  under  the  Act  of 
1881.  A  fundamental  principle  of  that 
^t  was  that  every  holding  which  be- 
came nntanantod  after  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  or  in  which  there 
ocourrad  a  break  in  the  tenancy,  should 
be  subject  again  to  the  ordinary  prin- 
ciple of  freedom  of  contract  which 
applies  in   all   other  countries.    That 

Ennciple  would  be  altogether  destroyed 
y  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  0-entleman, 
so  far  as  leases  are  concerned.  The 
QoTemment  object  to  the  Amendment 
on  that  ground;  but  they  also  object  to 
it  because  it  draws  a  distinction  between 
future  tenancies  under  a  lease  and 
future  tenancies  which  are  not  under  a 
lease.  If  any  proposition  of  this  kind, 
which  I  should  certainly  strongly  depre- 
cate, were  introduced  into  the  Bill,  it 
would  be  absolutely  neoeaaary  to  intro- 
duce some  further  provision s  which 
would  altogether  destroy  the  existence 
of  future  tenancies,  which  Is  an  essen- 
tial part  of  the  arrangements  of  1881. 
Let  me  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  existence  of  judicial  leases  was  dis- 
tinctly contemplated  in  the  Act  of  1881. 
Under  that  Act  it  is  competent  for  the 
landlord  and  tenant  to  go  into  Oourt, 
and  have  the  terms  of  the  lease  fixed  by 
the  Court,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a 
serious  thing  for  the  House  to  step  in 
now  and  say  that  leases  formed  under 
that  arrangement  should  be  set  aside. 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  (Cork): 
There  is  a  definition  of  the  word 
"  lease "  in  an  Amendment  which  is 
to  be  proposed  subsequently. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJfi:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  may  know  that  to  be  the 
fact,  but  I  rather  doubt  it. 

Mb.  MAtnUCE  HEALT :  I  refer  to 
Amendment  No.  40,  in  which  I  propose 
Jfr.  iJiOm 


to  add  at  the  end  of  the  Clause  the  fol- 
lowing  words: — 

"In  this  Act  the  word  'lease'  inclodMui 

sgieement  for  a  letue  and  •iij'  contract  of  ten- 
ancy other  than  a  yearlf  tensnc;  or  a  tenancj 
leas  thui  a  jreart]'  tenancy,  but  aoea  not  inclnde 
judici&I  lease  or  a  Stei  tenancj'.     Notwith- 


Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE :  That  is  not  a 
consequential  Amendment,  nor  did  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  In  his  speech, 
regard  it  as  a  consequential  Amendment. 
I  think  I  have  sufficienUy  shown  to  the 
Committee  that  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
the  GoTemment  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. We  do  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  leases  entered  into  after  the  year 
1881,  nor  do  we  propose  to  deal  with 
the  perpetuity  of  leases ;  and  for  these 
reasons  the  Qovemment  cannot  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  reconsider 
the  position  be  seems  inclined  to 
take  up  upon  this  Amendment.  The 
Bill,  as  it  stands,  will  limit  the  lease- 
holders who  will  get  the  advantage  of 
the  Act  to  holders  of  leases  which  ex- 
pired within  60  years  after  the  paaaing 
of  theActof  I88I.  Now  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  any  charm  in  60  years ;  nor 
why,  when  we  are  going  to  do  a  great 
act  of  justice  to  the  leaseholders,  we 
should  be  tied  to  that  particular  number 
of  60.  On  that  ground,  Ihope  tfaeChief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  will  feel  inclined 
to  reconsider  his  position,  and  admit 
leaseholders  up  to  a  reasonable  period. 
I  have  an  Amendment  later  on  which  is 
consequent  upon  my  first  Amendment, 
and  includes  every  lease  granted  before 
the  passing  of  tbe  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881,  for  any  terms  of  years.  Ihope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  in- 
duced to  compound  the  matter,  and  not 
to  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line  of  60 
years. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  misconceives  ths 
purport  of  the  Amendment,  which  pro- 
vides for  two  things.  The  sentence 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  proposes  to  leave  out  pro- 
vides that  any  lease  not  expiring  60 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  shall 
not  be  broken,  and  also  that  no  lease 
shall    he    broken    except  leases   made 
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befoTB  1881.  "N^ith  TefffiTdtotha  first 
of  these  points,  that  no  lease  which  has 
not  expired  in  60  years  after  the  pasting 
of  the  Act  shall  not  be  broken,  it  is  ab- 
surd to  draw  the  Hoe  at  60  years.    I 


presume 


that  the  QoveromeDt  do  not 


intend  to  maintaia  that  restriction, 
has  been  pointed  out,  over  and  over 
again,  that  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
under  the  Act  of  1B81  this  60  years' 
limit  really  exists.  Let  me  point  out 
that  if  a  man  takes  a  99  years'  lease, 
which  is  a  very  common  thing,  although 
yoQ  propose  to  break  leases  you  do  not 
propose  to  break  that.  Why  is  the  lease 
of  a  man  which  expires  to-day  to  be 
broken,  while  that  of  a  man  whose  lease 
expires  to-morrow  is  not  to  be  broken, 
supposing  that  both  are  iniquitous? 
Why  should  the  difference  between  60 
years,  and  20  years,  or  40  years,  make 
this  dietinotion  in  the  minds  of  the  Go- 
vernment? We  have  been  told  that  the 
Government  are  now  proceeding  on  the 
lines  of  the  Aot  passed  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Ur.  W.  E.  Gladstone);  but  had  he 
dared  to  introduce  into  that  measure  a 
proposition  of  this  kind,  the  entire  Tory 
Party  would  have  been  up  in  arms 
against  him.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  give  the  tenants 
tenant  right  in  consideration  of  their 
leases,  he  was  denounced  in  every  form 
of  language  by  the  then  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  who  is  the  very  gentle- 
man who  has  made  himself  responsible 
for  this  measure.  In  1879,  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  give  leases  to  the  tenants ; 
but  the  GovemmsDt  of  that  day  refused 
to  accept  it,  although  it  was  proposed  at 
that  time  by  an  hon.  Member  who  was 
a  supporter  of  the  Government  of  Mr. 
Disraeli.  With  regard  to  the  second 
branch  of  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  have  somewhat  less  hopes. 
When  he  made  hie  proposition  he  had 
in  his  mind  the  fact  that  scores  of  ten- 
ants have  been  deprived  of  the  benefit 
of  the  Aot  of  1(181  by  the  action  of  the 
landlords,  in  evicting  them  and  then 
compelling  them  to  t^e  leases.     Being 

Jilaced  practically  at  the  mercy  of  thi 
andlords,  they  were  obliged  to  taki 
leases  during  the  time  of  the  passing  o. 
the  Land  Act  of  1681.  The  landlordi 
oontinually  sold  out  the  tenants'  interests 
and  hundreds  and  thousands  of  the  ten 
ants  had  leases  imposed  upon  them  bj 
the  fact  that  their  interests  had  beei 


sold  out,  and  that  they  had  no  title  to 
the  redemption.  The  only  title  given  to 
them  for  redemption  was  when  they 
were  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
All  the  landlords  of  Ireland  look  notice 
of  the  fact  that  the  tenants  had  no  time 
for  redemption,  and  therefore  they 
forced  iniquitous  leases  upon  them. 
What  the  landlords  did  in  order  to 
divert  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  to  keep 
the  tenants  in  as  present  tenants  up  to 
1883,  because  no  future  tenants  oould 
exist  afterwards.  They  then  imjiosed 
leases  on  them,  and  it  is  with  that 
grievance  that  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  deals.  I  would  suggest  to 
the  Oovemment  that  it  would  be  a 
reaeonable  compromise  if  provision  were 
made  that  leases  created  during  the 
time  that  a  future  tenancy  could  not 
have  existed  may  not  be  broken.  That, 
I  think,  is  a  reasonable  compromise, 
which  recommends  itself  on  the  ground 
of  its  equity.  If  the  landlord  had  not 
sold  out  the  tenant's  interest  he  would 
have  bad  six  months  to  redeem  the  land. 
The  Land  Act  of  1881  would  then  have 
come  in  for  his  relief,  and  he  would  have 
been  before  the  wind. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  There  are 
several  points  raised  in  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  think  that 
some  of  them  have  hardly  been  fairly 
met  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down.  The  last  point 
be  referred  to  was  the  leases  which  were 
created  betireen  1881  and  1883.  With 
regard  to  those  leases,  I  can  give  no 
aseurance  to  the  Committee  at  this 
moment.  There  is  another  point,  in  re- 
gard  to  the  breaking  of  the  leases.  I 
think  the  whole  question  would  be  more 
conveniently  dealt  with  when  the  Oom- 
mittee  reaches  a  later  Amendment  in 
the  name  of  the  hon,  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sextan).  I  would  therefore 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  should  withdraw  his  Amendment 
for  the  present  until  we  reach  the 
Amendment  which  deak  directly  with 
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"  Tho  lesaee  ot  any  boMLogat  the  eipirstion 
of  any  lease  ez'sting  at  the  paadng  of  the  Land 
Lav  (Ireland)  Act  1S81,  who  would  be  doomed 
to  l)e  a  tenant  of  tht)  prMeat  ordinarj-  tenancy 
from  y«Ar  to  year  vilhin  the  meaning  of  the 
■aid  Act." 

If  those  words  remain  in  tlLecUnae,  there 
could  be  no  difficultjr  in  amplifying  it, 
and  therefore  Z  would  suggest  to  the 
Qovemment,  without  prejudidng  future 
Amsndmenta,  that  if  they  would  accept 
the  present  Amendment,  their  doiag  so 
would  greatly  facilitate  the  consideration 
of  the  matter  hereafter  as  a  matter  of 
drafting,  and  the  point  oould  be  more 
fully  discussed  at  a  later  stage. 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  view  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  takes  ia  the 
view  which  ia  takes  by  hon.  Members 
on  these  Benches.  I  propose  to  remove 
from  the  section  this  restriction  on  the 
action  of  tho  clause,  and  then  later  on 
we  might  mention  whatclaases  of  tenan- 
cies we  wish  to  be  excluded.  I  think  that 
for  many  reasons  that  course  would  be 
the  most  advantageous  course  to  pursue. 
It  seems  to  me  that  a  class  of  leases 
which  it  is  desirable  to  exclude  &om  the 
clause  is  very  limited  in  its  character,  and 
when  we  come  to  discuss  what  leases  are 
to  be  excluded,  I  think  there  will  be  very 
little  difference  of  opinion  at  all.  I  think 
the  clause  is  drattcwl  in  an  absurd  and 
objectionable  way.  First  of  all,  we  have 
a  wide  scheme  of  exclusion,  and  then  a 
proviso  toinoludea  portion  of  the  classes 
which  have  been  excluded.  One  word  as 
to  the  exception  which  has  been  taken 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
objects  to  my  Amendment  beoauae  it  is 
a  proposal  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
clause  to  certain  leaseholders  who  are 
excluded  in  point  of  time.  I  know  what 
the  case  was  which  I  had  in  my  own 
mind ;  but,  perhapa,  I  did  not  explain  it 
with  sufficient  fulness.  The  daeses  of 
tenants  I  propose  to  deal  with  are  ten- 
ants whose  leases  dropped  in  about  the 
very  time  the  Act  of  1S61  passed,  and 
the  condition  of  those  tenants  was  that 
when  the  Act  of  1881  passed  they  were 
neither  present  tenants  nor  leaseholders. 
I  have  been  informed  that  such  lease- 
holders numbered  about  1,000,  and  I 
maintain  that  on  no  principle  of  equity 
should  they  be  excluded,  because  it  waa 
simply  owing  to  an  accident  that  their 
leases  expired  about  1681.  Besides, 
there  area  large  number  of  leases  which 
were  forced  on  tenants  after  the  passing 
of  the  Aot  of  1 881,  who  have  not  been  in  a 
3lIr.S.T.Sn4 


position  to  avail  themselveH  of  the  hmmti 
of  the  law.  What  I  would  reeommM 
theCbief  Secretary  todo  isthis.  IftfaM 
are  tenants  who  have  entar«d  into  leM 
since  theActof  1881,  I  beliere  the nna 
ber  is  exceedingly  few,  and  each  tcnaKI 
would  scarcely  be  inclinod  to  pmj  a 
excessive  rent.  There  are  exoapdoa^ 
however,  and  it  should  bo  provided  ii 
the  claoee  that  it  should  not  ba  »pf^i 
to  any  tenant  who  haa  freely  entcm 
into  a  lease  since  tbe  Act  of  18SI,  br 
only  to  those  who  accepted  leases  iu4s 
compulsion.  Those  who  accepted  le»» 
without  pressure  on  the  part  of  tbe  Uai^ 
lords  should  be  exempted  from  the  ope«- 
tion  of  the  Act,  and  the  olaaae  il^tll 
only  be  applied  to  such  tenants  wbaa 
leases  dropped  in  at  such  a  critical  pmtBi 
as  to  debar  them  from  the  benefit  of  tb« 
Act  of  1681.  I  think  the  caee  of  tb 
teassholders  who  freely  entered  ian 
leases  since  the  Act  of  1881  mi^  U 
easily  met  by  a  provinon  leavdng  it  b 
the  discretion  of  the  Court  to  exeapt 
them  from  the  Act. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BU83BLL :  I  understnJ 
that  the  Government  propose  to  comaie 
tbe  case  of  tenants  whose  leases  woe  u 
existence  before  the  Land  Act  of  IMI 
came  into  operation,  and  leases  whici 
run  for  99  years.     I  presume  that  lit 
Qovernment  are  willing  to  oonsider  that 
oases.     But  there  is  another  set  of  caw 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hca 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  I 
have  had  some   remarkable   instaocs 
brought    under    my   notice     of    ksM 
having    expired    before     the    pssaq 
of    the    Act    of    1881     which    ]aat 
lords   refused  to  renew   until  the  Atf 
was   passed.    I  bare  an  AmsndmsB^ 
No.   37    OB   the  Paper,    wbioh   ietk 
with  that  sulgeot.    I  think  the  Qoven- 
msnt  would  do  well  to  accept  tbe  in- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Heoh 
ber  for  Dumfries,  and  on  the  definitioa 
of  >■  leseee,"  deal  with  the  whole  nstttr. 
The   attorney   QENEBAL  ra 
IRELAND    (Mr.    Oibboh)  (Livefponl, 
Walton) :  In  regard  to  the  AmendnMt 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  say  thil 
there  were  two   points   which  deson 
the  attention  of  theOommittee.  TheGnt 
is,  what  should  be  tbe  duration  of  ih 
lease,  and  whether  it  should  be  witbiDOt 
without  the  duration  fixed  by  ihe  old  Ael 
aa  amended  by  this ;  and  Uis  othor  ii, 
whether  the  old  Act  should  not  be  a- 
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tended  bjr  the  proriaion  now  betore  the 
Oommittes  so  as  to  apply  It  to  future 
leasee.  Now  the  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
Hember  for  Uid  Lothian  was  doabtlesa, 
for  very  good  reasons,  limited  in  its  ap- 
plication to  lessees  who  were  iu  occupa- 
tion and  whose  leases  dropped  in  60 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  That 
was  the  jSrst  restriction,  and  it  was  re- 
atricted  both  to  yearly  tenants  and  lessees 
who  held  tenancies  at  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  who,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  diBoussion,  are  always  desori bed 
iM  present  tenants.  Future  tenants  were 
n  (Jass  of  persons  who  were  not  en- 
titled to  the  right  of  perpetuity,  or  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fiied,  or  to  the  other 
benefits  conferred  by  the  Act  of  1881. 
The  proposal  now  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  is,  that  there 
should  be  a  substantial  extension  of  the 
term  which  entitles  the  lessees  to  the 
benefitsof  the  Aot  of  1881,  and  that  isa 
matter  which  ought  to  be  considered  on 
a  separate  Amendment,  and  can  beat  be 
considered  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton),  which  stands  next  on  the  Paper. 
The  other  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo,  and  which  has  been 
developed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford,  was  a  proposal 
to  indnde  a  certain  class  of  future 
lessees  within  the  Act.  That  proposal 
will  require  very  grave  consideration 
when  it  comes  to  be  dealt  with,  because 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
made  it  a  vital  principle  of  bis  Bill  that 
future  tenants  stand  in  a  wholly  different 
position  from  the  tenants  who  held  pre- 
sent tenancies  in  1881.  The  matter  is  a 
very  grave  one,  and  is  not  to  be  lightly 
decided  by  the  Committee  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  I  will  tell  the  Committee 
why  it  seems  to  me  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  involve  consequences  much 
greater  than  would  follow  even  from  an 
affirmative  decision  on  both  of  the  points 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  will  observe  that,  in  order  to 
vote  for  such  an  Amendment,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  be  agreed  upon  both  points  ;  but 
it  is  perfectly  possible  for  hon.  Members 
to  agree  upon  one  and  not  upon  both. 
It  therefore  occurs  to  me  tbat  the 
points  involved  in  the  Amendments 
should  be  moved  separately ;  and  the 
reason  why  I  think  the  subject  should 
be  held  over  for  subsequent  discussion 
is  this.  TheLand  Aflt  of  1881,  M  those 


who  were  ccncerned  in  passing  it  know, 
vas  subject  to  many  qualifications  and 
exceptions.  For  instance,  one  class  of 
exception  took  oat  of  the  operation  of 
the  Act  pasture  farms,  town  parks, 
demesne  lands,  &o. ;  but  if  this  Amend- 
ment be  carried  iu  its  present  form,  all 
that  class  of  exoeptions  will  be  swept 
away.  Again,  a  class  of  judicial  tenancies 
subject  to  judicial  approbation  are  ex- 
cepted ;  and,  further,  perpetuity  tenancies 
under  Section  1 1  of  the  Act,  created  after 
the  passing  of  the  Aot,  are  expressly  ex- 
cluded from  the  Act  of  1881.  Also,  in 
the  case  of  tenancies  of  a  certain  value 
— namely,  up  to  £190— the  tenant  may 
contract  himself  out  of  the  operation  ot 
the  Aot  of  1881.  If  hon.  Members 
think  that  on  these  specific  points  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  should  be  enlarged, 
let  them  put  their  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  and  discuss  each  separate  point, 
instead  of  discussing  this  general  and 
sweeping  Amendment.  If  both  specific 
points  are  intended  to  be  discussed 
together,  it  may  happen  that  there  will 
be  a  difference  of  opinion,  some  hon. 
Members  being  in  favour  of  one  only, 
while  others  may  be  in  favour  of  both. 
On  that  ground,  I  woold,  therefore, 
suggest  that  the  moet  convenient  course 
would  be  to  adopt  the  broad  definition 
of  the  Act  of  1881,  to  leave  tbe  definition 
now  as  it  stands ;  and  if  bon.  Members 
think  that  definition  should  be  enlarged, 
subsequent  Amendments  for  that  pur- 
pose may  be  proposed,  and  may  be 
considered,  on  tbe  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast,  the 
other  questions  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
being  brought  forward  as  substantive 
and  specific  Amendments. 

Sir  CHARLES  BUSSELL  (Hackney, 
8.):  Notwithstanding  the  aivument  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland,  I  would 
submit  that  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Damfriea 
(Mr.  B.  T.  Reid)  would  be  the  most 
convenient  form  of  procedure  for  the 
Committee  to  adopt.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  argued  that  the 
acceptance  of  tbe  Amentfment  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  will  com- 
mit the  Committee  to  two  proposi- 
tions, as  to  both  of  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  not  be  in  agreement,  but 
that  is  not  so.  Now,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  is  not  an 
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Amendmetit  to  add  words,  but  to  omit 
words ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bacrt 
Mayo  has  sought  to  justify  the  omission 
of  Uiose  words.  He  has  thought  it  right 
to  explain  why  he  proposes  to  omit  them. 
There  are  two  points  whiuh  will  beoome 
consequential  at  a  later  stage,  but  which 
do  not  affect  the  present  Amendment. 
One  is  the  inolusion  of  leases  subsequent 
to  thepasaingof  the  Act  of  1881.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  at  all  a  large 
qaeation ;  but,  nerertheless,  it  is  im- 
portant to  a  small  class.  The  hon.  and 
teamed  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Hr.  T.  U.  Heal;)  has  proposed  to 
make  the  application  apply  to  leases 
entered  into  subsequent  to  the  Act  of 
IBBt.  As  regards  the  question  of  the 
length  of  lease  which  will  be  affected 
by  Clause  1,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  have  mis- 
taken the  application  of  Section  21  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1681.  Section  21  was 
addressed  to  an  entirely  different  sub- 

iect.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
reaking  of  leases  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  did  not  then  see 
his  way,  and  no  hon.  Gentleman  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sita  on  the 
other  side  saw  bis  way  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  any  encouragement  to  deal  with 
leases  under  the  Act  of  1881.  There- 
fore, with  a  few  exoeptions,  they  are 
altogether  out  of  the  purview  of  the  Act 
of  IBBl.  Section  21  of  the  Laud  Act 
simply  provides  that  the  holders  of 
existing  leases  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
present  tenants  at  the  expiry  of  theu 
lease  if  such  lease  has  not  longer  to  run 
than  60  years.  But  that  is  not  the 
proposition  now.  We  are  now  dealing, 
and,  as  I  venture  to  think,  dealing 
reasonably,  with  the  question  of  leases, 
and  we  are  recognizing  the  fact  that  in 
the  case  of  tenants  who  hold  under  a 
lease  in  Ireland,  there  is,  in  substance 
and  in  fact,  no  difference  between  their 
position  and  that  of  ordinary  agricul- 
tural tenants  held  from  year  to  year. 
The  oiroumatances  of  both  are  the  same 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  tenants  and 
the  size  of  the  holdings.  Therefore,  I 
oontend  that  the  two  points  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  are  in 
favour  of  the  view  he  takes;  and,  on  the 
ground  of  convenience,  it  has  been  well 

£ut  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
[ember  for  Dum&ies  that,  by  omitting 
Sir  Clmln  Ewua 


the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  wa 
might  then  have  a  general  danae  of 
inoTusioQ,  upon  which  we  may  mora 
easily  graft  the  ezceptioua  which  it  may 
be  necessary  to  make. 

LoBD  ERNEST  H  AMII.TON  (Tyions, 
N,):  I  shall  certainly  support  the  pro- 

Eosal  of  the  hon.  Member,  so  far  u 
understand  it — namely,  that  leases 
granted  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  IBBl,  but  which  fall  in  after  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  and  are  then 
renewed,  should  be  inclnded  in  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  while  thoae  tenants 
wbo  entered  into  leases  eubeequent  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1681  with 
their  own  free  will  should  not  he  in- 
cluded. That  I  conceive  to  be  a  reason- 
able proposal,  and  one  that  will  not 
injure  the  landlords  nor  inflict  any  in- 
justice upon  them.  If  the  measure  is 
not  accepted,  I  believe  it  will  leave  a 
feeling  of  great  dissatisfaction  and  ■ 
senseof  injustioeinlreland,  which  I  am 
certain  the  Government  desire  to  avoid. 
If  the  hon.  Member  insists  upon  pressing 
the  Amendment,I  shall  certainly  support 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  are  deal- 
ing partly  with  a  question  of  procedurs 
and  partly  with  a  question  of  substance. 
It  includes  the  lenKtb  of  leases,  which  is 
a  point  we  are  anxious  to  discuss ;  but  it 
incdudes,  further,  that  point  marked  oat 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford,  and  alluded  to  by  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me — namelj[,  the 
case  of  leases  renewed  in  the  middle 
period  between  1881  and  1882.  That 
raises  a  question  which  we  are  taoai 
anxious  favourably  to  consider  ;  but  if 
we  hastily  accept  the  Amendment  now, 
we  may  subsequently  find  ourselves  in- 
volved in  legal  diffiouities  of  considerable 
magnitude.  Therefore,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Government 
to  putdown  in  a  distinct  form  the  method 
by  which  they  will  try  to  deal  with  the 
case,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
not  to  press  the  Amendment.  If  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  be 
carried  in  its  present  shape,  it  would, 
of  course,  shatter  the  definition  con- 
tained in  the  Act  of  1881,  and  we 
should  have  to  set  to  work  to  cresW 
a  new  definition  of  leases.  I  would 
earnestly  suggest  that  on  the  qnesti(9 
of  form  the  most  convenient  methi>d 
would  be  to  take  the  definition  of  the 
Land  A^t  of  1881,  esd  to  make  what* 
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■  proper. 

-       Uk.  GIBSON':  As  to  the    question 

■  raissd  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Lord  Emnst  Hamilton),  the 

■  effect  of  admitting  this  Amendment 
'■  would  be  to  strike  out  every  qualifioation 
:   in  regard  to  the  vord  "lessee,"   and 

whether  it  was  an  exoeptional  class 
holding  demesne  land,  or  a  pasture 
farm,  or  a  town  park,  it  would  come 
within  the  section.  I  think  that  is  a 
matter  whioh  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
a  substantive  Amendment,  and  one  which 
ought  to  be  passed  aver  now.     If  it  is 

Eassed  over  the  hoD.  Member  for  East 
[ayo  will  not  be  prevented  from  raising 
and  discussing  any  question  upon  it 
when  it  is  brought  forward.  I  tmetthat 
tLese  observations  will  be  satisfactory  to 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HBALT :  I  venture 
to  think  that  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  some- 
what unfair.  If  the  proposed  Amend' 
mente  were  accepted,  the  effect  would 


on  the  understanding  that  you  are 
shortly  afterwards  to  limit  it  in  a  par- 
ticular way.  What  I  maintain  ia  that 
you  should  first  make  a  general  enact- 
ment, and  then  proceed  to  limit  it  by 
specific  Amendments,  each  of  which 
raises  a  particular  point.  There  are 
three  points  to  be  discussed  here.  First 
of  all,  the  case  of  leases  made  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1881,  then  the 
eeneral  consensus  of  opinion  which  ia 
held  in  regard  to  a  parttoular  section  of 
thsee  leases — namely,  leases  made  in 
the  case  of  tenants  who  had  technically 
no  interest  in  the  holding  at  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  16BI,  but  who  got 
a  renewal  of  their  leases  before  the  Ist  of 
January,  I6B3.  It  is  agreed  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  in  that  case ;  but 
there  is  also  the  case  of  leases  whioh 
expire  at  the  end  of  60  years.  They  are 
also  excluded  by  the  words  whioh  the 
Goveroment  have  moved  ;  but  I  take  it 
that  there  is  a  general  agreement  that 
something  should  be  done  in  regard  to 
I  them.     There  is  a  third  class  of  leases, 


to  exclude  all  holdiegs  under  the  Act  of    whioh  are  also  struck  out.     I  refer  to 


1681,  and  in  that  ease  it  woald  be  eaey 
to  insert  other  words,  specifying  the 
nature  of  the  tenancies  that  are  to  be 
provided  for.  That,  I  think,  would  be 
a  satisfactory  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
matter.  I  think  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  Charlea  Hussell)  is  an  ex- 
tremely reasonable  and  proper  one — 
namely,  that  the  words  pointed  out  in  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Eriend  should 
be  struck  out  without  the  elightest 
reference  to  any  of  the  points  which 
have  been  raised.  I  aay  that  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  far  more 
easy  and  far  more  simple  to  deal  subse- 
quently with  any  specific  proposal  and 
any  particular  class  which  the  Govern- 
ment say  ought  not  to  have  the  benefit 
of  the  Bill.  There  is  another  point  whioh 
is  substantially  raised  upon  these  words 
whioh  has  not  been  adverted  to.  Perhaps 
the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  point 
out  what  the  effect  of  omitting  those 
words  will  be  if  we  affirm  substantially 
that  no  leaseholder  shall  get  the  benefit 
of  the  clause  unless  he  is  a  leaseholder 
who,  on  the  expiration  of  his  lease, 
would  be  entitled  to  become  a  present 
tenant  under  Section  21  of  the  Act  of 
1881.  Now,  as  a  mere  matter  of  pro- 
cedure, I  say  that  it  would  be  an  error 
first  to  affirm  a  prt^oaition  of  that  kind 
TOI*.  OOOXVII.    '^THiBD  SBaiis.] 


leases  which  are  dealt  with  in  the  later 
part  of  the  Act  of  ISBl,  which  enacts 
that  certain  tenants  shall  not  be  entitled 
to  become  present  tenants  on  the  expiry 
of  their  lease  or  the  transfer  of  their 
lease.  Section  21  especially  enacts  that 
tenants  in  that  position  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  the  beneBt  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act ;  and  if  we  pass  the  clause  as 
it  stands  we  shall  be  substantially  in- 
cluding that  class  of  tenants  who  were 
to  be  excluded.  Certainly,  that  is  my 
view  of  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
stands,  and  I  do  not  say  it  hghtly.  If 
you  pass  these  words  in  their  present 
form  the  effect  will  be  to  incur  the  risk 
that  the  Court  in  Ireland  will  exclude 
the  classes  of  leases  I  have  referred  t^ 
from  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
enacted  that  such  tenants  should  not 
become  present  tenants  on  the  expiry 
of  their  leases.  I  think  the  natural 
thing  to  do  is  to  strike  out  these  words 
without  prejudice  to  any  question  which 
may  be  subsequently  raised.  The  Go- 
vernment would  thus  be  left  to  propose 
the  particular  limitations  they  desire, 
and  it  will  be  for  the  Committee  to  dis- 
cuss their  proposals  in  detail.  That 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  regular  and 
proper  way  of  dealing  with  the  subject, 
and  the  whole  necessity  for  this  discus- 
3  Q  [Fmt  Night.'} 
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Bion,  however  incoDTenient  it  may  bare 
been,  has  arisen  from  the  improper  in- 
eertion  of  words  in  the  Bill,  which  pre- 
judge a  different  question  which  is  to 
bo  lubsequentl;  raised.  The  best  way 
of  getting  rid  of  the  mischief  is  to  strike 
out  the  words  which  create  it,  and  then 
diecuss  the  important  points  which  may 
be  subsequently  raised. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ay6%  154; 
Noes  134:  Majority  20.— (Uiv.  List, 
No.  316.)  [7.45  P.M.] 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  "W".):  I  beg 
to  mo7e  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1, 
line  10,  after  the  word  "lease,"  to  in- 
sert these  worda — 

"  Or  vould  be  so  deemed  had  the  leaae 
existed  st  tho  paning  of  '  The  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1881.' " 

Now,  this  proposal  covers  one  of  the 
several  questions  which  hare  been 
touched  upon  in  the  discusaiou  of  the 
previons  Amendment.  The  object  of  my 
Amendment  is  to  secure  the  benefit  of 
the  Act  of  1881  for  leaseholders  whose 
leases  did  not  exist  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  that  Aot.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Bussell) 
says  this  is  not  a  very  large  question. 
Well,  it  is  not.  It  does  not  affect  a  very 
considerable  number  of  leaseholders; 
and  while,  on  the  one  hand,  that  may 
he  thereasoQwhy  the  Government  should 
not  he  ready  to  accept  it,  I  would  say 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  fact  that 
the  people  affected  are  not  numerous  is 
not  a  reason  why  it  should  be  refused, 
because  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  one  of  supreme 
importance  to  those  who  are  concerned, 
whether  their  number  be  large  or  small. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Iieland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  has  spohen  of  gualiScatious  and 
exceptions,  I  take  theliberty  of  saying 
that  your  qualifications  and  exceptions 
have  been  the  ruin  of  your  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland.  You  have  never 
honestly  accepted  remedial  legislation 
for  Ireland.  Ton  lay  down  the  prin- 
ciple of  benefit,  and  proceed  to  apply  it ; 
bat  you  always  contrive  to  shut  out 
somebody  or  other  by  your  qualifica- 
tions and  exceptions.  You  have  never 
been  satisfied  to  relieve  a  dozen  men  in 
Ireland  without  trying  to  find  out  how 
you  oan  shut  out  the  thirteenth  man. 
Mr.  Xaurtfe  Seal^ 


There  is  no  difference  in  point  of  eqnity 
and  expediency  between  the  positioa  oif 
the  leaseholder  and  that  of  thetenant-at- 
will ;  and  I  ask  you  to  admit  all  lease- 
holders  upon  an  equal  footing,  on  the 
presumption  that  there  is  no  freedom  of 
contract  in  the  case  of  the  leaseholder 
any  more  than  in  the  case  of  the  tenant- 
at-will.  It  has  been  said  that  great 
hardships  were  suffered  at  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1681  by  a  number  of  people 
who  were  deprived  of  their  tenancy  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  who 
then,  not  being  in  a  position  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  status  of  present 
tenants,  were  obliged  to  accept  leases 
at  rente  as  oppressive  aa  any  imposed 
upon  any  tenants.  They  are  lease* 
holders  by  virtue  of  the  duress  exerdsed 
on  them  by  the  landlords.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  himself  deny  that  there  is  a  con- 
siderable body  of  men  who  are  in  this 
position,  and  in  point  of  equity  nod  fair 
play  they  are  as  fnlly  entitled  as  any 
other  tenants  to  this  benefit.  Besides 
these,  there  are  a  second  class  of  ten- 
ants who,  because  of  the  existence  of 
arrears,  or  of  some  other  canse,  have 
not  free  will,  but  are  under  the  com- 
pulsion of  the  landlords,  and  who, 
though  not  evicted  before  or  since  ths 
passing  of  the  Aot  of  1 88 1 ,  were  obliged, 
by  the  superior  force  of  ths  landlords, 
to  accept  leases.  I  contend  that,  though 
their  leases  were  excluded,  they  have  a 
right  in  equity  to  be  admitted  to  the 
benefits  of  tiie  Aot.  What  is  the  use  of 
talking  of  freedom  of  contract  at  all,  if, 
at  the  present  moment,  no  freedom  of 
contract  exists  between  the  owner  and 
the  occupier  in  Ireland  ?  The  real  ques- 
tion is,  not  when  a  lease  began  or  will 
end,  but,  admitting  its  existence,  whe- 
ther the  rent  under  it  is  oppressive. 
You  ought  to  get  rid  of  this  question. 
It  is  no  longer  a  question  as  between 
the  leaseholder  and  any  other  tenant; 
it  is  a  question  of  expediency.  You 
wont,  as  I  understand  it,  to  settle  the 
question  of  rent  in  Ireland  for  a  time  by 
this  Bill— for  the  time  that  must  elapse 
before  you  can  bring  a  purchase  scheme 
into  operation.  You  want  to  have  no 
further  trouble  about  rent.  Your  qnall- 
fications  and  exceptions — if  you  say  that 
one  leaseholder  may  come  into  Court 
because  his  lease  does  not  expire  at  a 
certain  date,  and  another  leaseholder 
must  keep  out  because  his  lease  does 


>v  Google 


1925 


IrukZmS 


|Jclt25,  1887} 


Laa  Sttl 


1926 


expire  in  a  oertaia  year,  and  so  od — 
if  you  laj  that,  then  I  iay  that  these 
disUnotioDi,  exceptions,  qualiScations, 
and  vexatious  provisoes  wilt  prevent  the 
Bettlsment  of  the  rent  question  for  many 
a  long  day,  and  the  man  whom  you 
leave  out  will  contiaue  to  agitate,  and 
will  feel  a  smarting  sense  of  wrong,  and 
will  raise  excitement  and  trouble  in 
Ireland,  and  will  go  on  appealing  to 
this  House,  and  in  the  end  you  will 
have  to  yield,  if  not  to  fear,  at  all  events 
to  a  sense  of  inconvenience,  that  which 
in  the  beginning  you  refused  to  yield  to 
reason.  That  is  not  statesmanship.  I 
have  shown  that,  in  the  case  of  two 
classes  of  tenants,  they  have  no  power 
to  resist  the  will  of  the  landlord  ;  and, 
therefore,  I  move  the  Amendment  which 
I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper  with  much 
confidence. 

Amendnieat  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  10,  after  the  word  "lease,"  to  in- 
sert— 

"Or  would  be  so  deemed  had  the  lesie 
eiiit«d  at  the  ptuiing  of  '  Ths  Land  Iaw  (Iro- 
lud)  Act,  1881.'  "— (Jfr.  Stxlen.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thi  attorney  GENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Qibsos)  (Liverpool, 
Walton):  I  may  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  theory  of  the  legislation  of  1681 
was  that  the  tenants  who  were  then  on  the 
land,  under  existing  contracts,  rsquired 
a  certain  amount  of  legislative  protec- 
tion, but  that  in  the  case  of  land  which 
was  to  be  let  in  future  the  oontract  with 
the  landlord  as  to  such  land  was  to  b( 
entirely  free.  In  many  oases  within  my 
own  experience  landlords  have  let 
land  which  never  had  a  tenant  on  it 
before,  and  made,  on  the  faith  of  that 
legislative  guarantee,  new  tenancies,  i 
suming  that  the  terms  of  their  lea; 
ended  when  the  leases  expired,  and  that 
when  the  leases  were  at  an  end  they 
would  get  back  their  land.  The  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  states  that, 
with  regard  to  every  single  least 
Ireland  made  after  the  year  1B81, 
those  futare  leases  without  exception, 
whether  the  tenants  have  been 
the  land  before  or  not,  shall  c 
within  the  operation  of  the  Act  of 
1881,  in  the  same  way  and  to  the 
same  extent  as  if  they  existed  before 
18B1.  Now,  the  boo.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North   Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 


idopt 


Healy)  has  presented  his  view  of  an 
Amendment  which  goes  very  much  on 
the  lines  of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) ; 
but  his  Amendment  wonid  be  much 
narrower  on  the  whole.  What  I  under- 
stand his  Amendment  to  he,  as  sug- 
gested by  him,  would  be  supported  by 
most  of  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast.  The  difficulty  has 
alwa^  been  present  to  the  mind  of 
Parliament  as  to  what  might  happen 
assuming  that  the  landlord  were  to  adop 
a  harsh  and  inequitable  course  so 
bring  tenants— present  tenants — into 
the  category  of  future  tenants,  and  ex- 
clude them  unfairly  from  the  Act  of 
1881.  That  was  present  to  the  mind  of 
Parliament,  because  it  was  provided  in 
Section  57  of  tbe  Act  that  if  a  tenancy 
subsisted  in  the  holdicg  when  the  Act 
passed,  and  if  the  landlord  evicted  the 
tenant  and  chose  to  make  a  new  letting 
before  the  1st  of  January,  1883,  whe- 
ther by  lease  or  not— whether  for  a 
term  of  years,  or  from  year  to  year— it 
would  be  a  present  tenancy,  bo  that  the 
Committee  will  see  that  in  the  case  of 
land  which  was  in  the  occupation  of  the 
tenant  when  the  Act  passed,  but  which 
afterwards  formed  the  subject  of  a  new 
letting  at  any  time  before  the  Ist  of 
January,  1683,  that  should  be  the  sub- 
ject of  a  present  tenancy,  though  actually 
future  in  poiut  of  time.     That  was  the 

iiTOvision  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
or  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
thought  it  necessary  to  introduce,  and 
it  is  upon  tbe  lines  of  that  provision  that 
I  understand  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Ruaeell)  has  framed 
an  Amendment  which  is  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. But  the  Amendment  now 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  might  be  put 
very  much  on  the  lines  of  the  DeGni- 
tion  Clause  to  which  I  have  referred, 
substituting  for  tenancies  existing  in 
1881  the  question  of  occupation  exist- 
ing in  1881,  and  that  occupation  con- 
tinuing in  the  same  pereons  from 
IBSl  to  1883,  subject  to  the  very  im- 
portant factor  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast,  that  some 
element  of  duress  or  influence  should 
exist  on  the  part  of  the  landlord.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Committee  has 
seen  the  Amendment  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  for  Ireland,  dealing  with  perpetuity 
leases ;  but  the  same  consideration  would 
'         3  Q  2  IFint  Night.} 
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apply  ibere.  I  do  not  boov  whether 
the  Committee  nil!  deal  with  it  in  b 
such  wa;  as  I  have  aa^;gested. 
course,  in  any  discuasioa  m  Committee 
it  is  necessary  that  there  shonld  he  a 
certain  amount  of  compromiee  on  both 
sides.  Some  hon.  Momoers  wonid  like 
to  see  every  future  lease  inrolved ;  but 
we  cannot  put  future  leases  in  a  better 
position  than  future  yearly  tenancies, 
and  there  are  many  future  yearly  tenants 
who  do  not  come  within  Uie  prorisions 
of  fair  rent.  It  would  be  monstrous  that 
the  future  leaseholder  should  be  put  in 
a  better  position  than  the  yearly  tenant. 
A  distinction  was  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  after  great 
consideration,  between  present  tenants 
and  future  tenants,  and  in  the  case  of 
future  tenants  the  parties  were  to  be  at 
liberty  to  make  their  own  contracts.  "" 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  tbing 
break  down  that  distinction,  and  the 
most  convenient  arrangement  would  he 
to  defer  the  consideration  of  this  matter 
till  we  come  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who 
ruses  the  question  in  terms.  That 
would  be  the  most  convenient  place  to 
raise  the  question.  But  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  if 
a  sweeping  Amendment,  not  limited  tt 
oases  of  hardship,  but  neceaearily  apply- 
ing to  every  single  future  tenant  in  Ire 
land ;  and,  as  it  involves  a  wholesale  re- 
vision of  the  essential  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1881, 1  should  like  to  hear  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  upon  it. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  has  drawn  quite  au  eloquent 
moral  &om  the  Act  of  1881,  which  he 
and  his  Party  have  never  ceased  to  de- 
nounce and  malign.  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knows 
perfectly  well  that  every  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment interferes  to  a  certain  extent  with 
the  rights  of  individuals,  and  the  Act  of 
1881  IS  not  peculiar  in  that  respect.  But 
he  pushes  his  argument  to  an  extreme, 
because  if  the  Aot  of  1381  did  anything 
it  said  that  leaseholders  should  not  be 
within  the  main  benefit  of  the  Act — it 
does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  use  a 
supposed  moral  in  that  respect.  The 
Bill  we  are  now  discussing  is  the  first 
leaseholders*  Land  Bill ;  and  it  would 
Mr.  Gih$on 


only  be  a  parallel  case  if  the  Act  of 
1881  was  the  first  yearly  touants' I^nl 
Bill.  It  would  obviously  he  a  monstrons 
and  ridiculous  principle  to  say  that  the 
Act  of  1881  applied  to  all  the  persons 
now  in  possession  of  these  leases,  who 
now,  for  the  first  time,  have  got  the 
opportunity  of  obtaining  substantial 
redress.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  the  Amendment  would 
put  future  leases  in  a  better  posilioa 
than  yearly  tenancies.  That  is  easily 
answered.  I  can  answer  that  question 
in  true  Irish  fashion  by  asking  an- 
other— Why  are  you  making  present 
leaseholders  better  off  than  present 
yearly  tenants  f  Present  yearly  tenants 
are  not  relieved  from  a  permanent  lia- 
bility to  pay  excessive  rents;  bat,  in 
.respect  to  leaseholders,  you  do  relieve 
them,  and  you  give  the  leaseholder  a 
certain  substantial  relief  in  that  respect. 
But  there  is  one  argument  which  will 
appeal  to  the  Government,  and  that  is 
that  as  many  of  these  men  as  you  leave 
out  of  this  Bill,  BO  many  Nationalists 
will  you  create.  We  desire  to  do  these 
men  a  benefit.  If  the  Government 
insist  on  leaving  them  out  they  will 
suffer.  The  general  body  of  the  Irish 
tenantry  will  be  benefited;  but  the 
representation  of  some  Northern  coun- 
ties will  be  changed.  Even  in  the  last 
Division  several  Members  of  the  Ge- 
vemmeut  Party  voted  in  the  "No" 
Lobby,  heoanse,  if  they  had  not  done 
so,  they  would  lose  thoir  seats  at  the 
next  Election ;  and  I  shall  again  expect 
to  see  them  on  this  occasion  voting  with 
the  Pamellits  Members,  whom  they  are 
so  ready  to  despise  aud  malign.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  take  warning  while 
there  is  yet  time,  and  will  include  all 
tenants.  The  number  of  those  who 
would  be  affected  is  not  very  great. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.): 
I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the 
distinction  imposed  by  the  wording  of 
the  definition  of  "present  tenant  in 
the  Act  of  1881.  Itinoludea  not  merely 
those  whose  position  has  been  deter- 
mined, but  those  whose  tenanoy  had 
been  determined  in  1879  and  1880,  im- 
mediately before  the  agitation  had 
reached  its  climax— the  agitation  which 
forced  the  Legislature  to  pass  the  Act. 
The  notices  to  quit  in  order  to  raise 
rents  were  falling  like  snowflakes,  and 
tenancies  innumerable  had  been  deter- 
mined in  principle  in  November,  I860. 
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But  the  tenaata  were  still  in  poBHSBsion ; 
and  as  soon  ae  the  Act  pasBsd  it  vas 
plainly  seen  that  the  tenant  need  not  be 
removed.  The  result  waa  that  there  was 
no  necesBity  for  the  landlord  to  b1iot6 
him  out,  and  he  remained  in  posaeaeion 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  but  with- 
out the  al^htest  benefit  derived  from 
the  Act.  ^  the  ease  of  the  man  pre- 
Tiouely  sitting  ae  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  he  is  out  of  all  protection ;  but  the 
ease  of  the  man  intended  to  be  met  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  EusaeU)  Is 
even  harder.  I  have  in  my  mind  the 
case  of  a  tenant  whose  interest  amounted 
to  £4,000 ;  and  if  the  Irish  Society  had 
not  given  him,  by  grace,  what  he  had 
loat  teobnioally  he  would  have  lost  his 
£4,000.  I  take  these  two  cases,  where 
the  tenancies  from  year  to  year  were 
determined  by  notices  to  quit,  or  by 
terms  under  leasee.  In  the  draiting  of 
any  Amendment  which  will  still  continue 
the  wording  of  the  definition  of  present 
tenant  under  the  Act  of  1881  not  one  of 
these  cases  will  be  dealt  with.  We  are 
all  agreed  as  to  the  substance  of  the 
Amendment.  The  case  of  a  man  having 
an  interest  in  his  possession  is  lost  by  a 
technicality.  He  has  no  means  of 
standing  up  and  making  a  fair  bargain 
with  his  landlord ;  but  he  would  have 
been  within  the  benefit  of  the  Act  if 
you  had  taken  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  bis  interest  was  there.  I  ask 
the  Oommittea  serionsly  to  consider  this, 
because  the  arguments  advanced  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Iieland  amount, 
after  all,  only  to  this — "I  admit  your 
case;  bat  there  have  been  manyland- 
lorda  who  had  land  on  hand  and  let  it 
to  persons  who  could  make  a  fair  bar- 
sain."  But  a  Proviso  has  been  offered 
nom  these  Benches  to  meet  that — a 
Proviao  that  in  all  cases  where  there 
was  land  in  hand  the  provision  should 
not  apply.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon}  has  aaid — "  Put  in  a 
Proviso  that  all  future  contracts  made 
vith  land  in  hand  shall  still  be  valid." 
We  are  agreed,  then,  as  to  the  sub- 
etaiice.  The  only  difference  is  as  to  the 
phraseology. 

QaestioD  put. 

The 
Noes  ] 
No.  317 


Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 

to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 

next  on  the  Paper  in  my  name— namely. 

Clause   1,   page   1,    line   10,    after 

aase,"  to  insert  the  words — 

Or  woald  be  so*  deemed  bat  for  the  fact 

tbat  Bach  leaaa  would  expire  within  iiitf  yean 

after  'The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  ISSl.'  " 

I  think  it  would  be  unnecessary  for  me 
to  offer  any  arguments  in  support  of 
this  Amendment.  The  Government  have 
given  up  the  case,  and  there  is  no  longer 
any  meaning  in  the  term  of  years  con- 
tained in  the  original  Act.  The  greater 
the  number  of  years  the  lease  may  bo 
for  the  greater  need  there  is  to  take 
measures  for  securing  an  equitable  rent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  "  lease,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  wonld  be  so  deemed  but 
for  the  fact  that  such  lease  would  expire  within 
sixty  years  after  the  passing  of  *  The  Load  Law 
(Ireland]  Act,  1981,' ''-(Jfc.  Scilon.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

Mr.  T.  "W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
I  hope  the  Government  will  consider 
this  Amendment  at  all  events.  Here  is 
a  copy  of  a  lease  taken  out  in  185B  for 
900  years — fine  paid  £500;  yearly  rent 
£405;  Government  valuation  £187,  I 
believe  this  is  a  point  upon  which  the 
Government  can  fairly  give  way.  There 
is  no  charm  in  60  years.  X  can  under- 
stand stopping  short  at  a  perpetuity 
lease ;  but  60  years  is  not  the  number  of 
perfection  any  more  than  99  years. 

Thb  chief  SEORETAETroa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester, 
E.):  Thehon.Qenllemanwhohasjustsat 
down  has  told  us  that  there  is  no  charm 
in  60  years ;  but  I  am  not  responsible  for 
the  original  introduction  of  that  limit. 
That  period  appears  in  the  Act  of  1881, 
aa  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  and  that 
ia  the  reason  why  we  have  aelected  it. 
There  is  something  more  in  our  aelection 
of  it  than  the  hon.  Member  probably  sees. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the  Act 
leases  of  under  60  years,  He  left  those 
leases  intact  during  the  tenancy;  but  he 

fave  to  the  tenant  ^t  which  thelandlord 
ad  nrevionslv  a  riuht  to — namely,  full 
e  contract  for 
lod  expired ; 
e  with  those 
r*(  I/ight-l 
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laaaes  of  60  yean  we  onl;  ODmplste  the 
work  of  destruotioQ  which  had  beea 
begun  in  those  leases  b;  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  adopting  the  limit 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  we  think  that  there  is  a  clear  dis- 
tinction to  be  drawn  —  wo  etill  think 
there  is  a  clear  distinction  to  be  drawn 
in  the  courBo  of  this  legislation — between 
leases  that  terminate  at  the  end  of  60 
years  from  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1881  and  leases  of  longer  duration.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  who  has  moved  this 
Amendment  aaks  to  break  all  leases 
in  Ireland  of  whatever  kind,  and  to 
allow  no  limit  of  duration  whatever. 
Bat  does  he  not  see  that  by  doing  so 
you  will  bo  practically  upsetting  a  case 
that  is  undistiaguishable,  either  in  law 
or  in  fact,  from  a  true  case  of  purchase  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  No,  no ! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  Well,  I  will 
go  into  the  questiiin  of  fact  presently ; 
bjt  as  a  question  of  law,  although  I  am 
not  myself  competent  to  form  an  opinion 
upon  the  matter,  still  I  am  given  to 
understand  that  when  a  tenant  has  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament  converted  a  lease 
into  a  fee  farm  grant  he  becomes  the 
owner  of  the  fee  simple. 

An  hon.  Msuber  :  He  pays  a  rent. 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HBALY  (Cork) :  The 
word  "  lease  "  in  this  section  would  not 
include  a  lease  for  ever,  having  regard 
to  one  of  the  definitions  contained  in  the 
Land  Act  of  18S1. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Is  the  hon. 
Qentleman  going  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  a  fee  form  grant  and  other 
leases  ? 

Mb.  MATTBIGE  HEALY  :  Leases  for 
ever  are  provided  for. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB:  In  this  Amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  did  not 
intend  to  argue  the  question  of  per- 
petnity  leases. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Nor  I. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  I  think  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken  as  to 
what  ve  want. 

Mr.  sexton  :  My  Amendment  is 
that  60  years  shall  not  bo  ths  utmost 
term.  It  will  be  for  the  Government  to 
exclude  perpetuity  leasee. 

Mr.  MATJEIGE  HEALT;  This 
Amendment,  if  oarried,  will  not  include 
perpetuity  leases.  The  reason  is  that 
Mr.  A.  J;  Salfeur 


there  is  a  definition  in  the  Land  Act  of 
1681  which  excludes  from  its  proviaions 
any  contract  of  tenancy  lasting  for 
ever. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  understand 
the  point.  This  Amendment  would  oover 
the  case  of  leases  for  999  years,  but 
would  not  cover  the  case  of  fee  farm 
grants  or  perpetuity  leases.  That  does, 
undoubtedly,  make  a  distinction.  BntI 
cannot  admit  the  difference  in  sabstance 
between  a  lease  for  999  years  and  a  per- 
petuity lease  ;  and  I  think  the  Commit- 
tee will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that  in 
England,  and  I  should  think  in  Ireland, 
too,  and  in  every  other  country,  a  999 
years  lease  is  not  distinguishAble  for 
any  purpose  from  eternity.  It  is  equal  to 
a  case  of  purchase,  and  ought  to  be 
exempt  as  a  case  of  purchase.  I  gather 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  intends 
to  argue  the  case  of  perpetuity  leases  at 
alateretage.  fMr.SszTOH:  Yea.j  Ihave 
given  the  reason  why  we  have  chosen 
60  years  as  the  limit  for  this  Bill.  I  do 
not  wish  to  resist  the  introduction  of  a 
term  of  years  which  may  be  proposed, 
so  long  as  we  still  leave  it  a  lease  in  sub- 
stance, and  not  a  freehold  in  substance. 
I  apprehend  that  99  years  really  covers 
that  distinction.  A  99  years'  leam  is  a 
very  common  lengthof  lease  in  England 
and  elsewhere ;  but  no  one  who  has  a 
99  years'  lease  is  supposed  to  be  the 
absolute  owner.  But  anyone  who  holds 
land  for  999  years  practically  considers 
himself  to  be  the  freeholder.  I  consent, 
with  reluctance,  to  a  modification  of  the 
clause  in  the  direction  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member.  I  will  not  resist  such  a 
modification,  and  shall  be  prepared  to 
accept  an  Amendment  extending  die 
period  to  99  years. 

The  GHAIEMAN  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  move  that  Amendment  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Yea;  I  move 
to  amend  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  omit  the  word  "sixty," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "ninety- 
nine." — {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'sixty'  stand  port  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Ur.  MAUEICE  HEALY:  I  do  not 
know  that  I  quite  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  reada— 
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II  "  Or  vroald  be  w  deemed  bat  for  the  fact  that 
'~'  iDch  lease  would  expire  withio  ninety-niQe 
S     veui  after  the  pauing  ot '  The  Lund  Law  (Ire- 

Uad)Act.  1881.'" 
T    But  the  tftrm  99  years  does  not  oocur  in 
::     tba  Act  of  1881,  and,  therefore,  is  not  a 

bar  to  its  being  "  eo  deemed." 
;  Thb  first  LOED  op  thb  TREA- 
,  SURT  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weatminster) :  I  see  what  the  hon. 
Oeutleman  meane— afresh  Amendment 
will  be  required. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  As  the 
GoTernment  aee  that  a.  fresh  Amend- 
ment is  necessary,  I  would  ask  them  to 
amend  the  clause  by  a  fresh  Proviao  at 
the  end.  I  say  that  not  with  the  inten- 
tion of  obtaining  an  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  a  contentious  point,  but  in 
order  that  we  may  have  the  clause 
framed  with  some  degree  of  intelligi- 
bility. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Would  not 
the  right  course  be  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  to  drop  this  Amendment  al- 
together, in  order  to  introduce  a  Proviso 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  ? 
Ma.  SEXTON  :  No,  no  ! 
Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
would  point  out  that  the  Act  of  1881 
excluded  &om  its  benefits  leaseholders 
whoae  leases  would  not  expire  at  the  end 
of  60  years.  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  to  get  rid  of  that  limitation. 
Well,  if  you  get  rid  of  that  limitation, 
it  will  be  competent  for  the  Committee 
to  substitute  any  other  restriction  on 
which  it  may  decide.  The  first  thing  to 
do,  I  submit,  is  to  wipe  out  the  limita- 
tion contained  in  the  Act  ot  1881,  which 
is  60  years.  If  you  do  not  do  that,  you 
cannot  put  in  the  Proviso. 

Mtt.  Sexton  ;  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Qovemment  that  if  they  aocept  my 
Amendment  they  clear  the  ground.  They 
get  rid  of  a  Proviso  of  the  Act  of  1881, 
and  leare  it  open  to  the  Qovemment  to 
introduce  later  on  any  limitation  they 
think  proper. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
objeotion  to  the  course  proposed.  But 
it  must  be  understood  that  all  we  do  is 
this — we  prefer  the  period  of  60  years ; 
but  we  concede  99  years  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  are  prepared  to  amend 
the  clause  to  that  effect.  X  beg  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment. 


Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
desire.  Sir,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the 
words  the  Committee  have  just  decided 
upon  inserting,  these  words— 

"  Or  in  the  case  of  a  leasee  under  a  leaie 
made  priot  to  the  Ist  of  January,  1B83,  would 
be  so  deemed  if  such  lease  had  existed  at  the 
possiDg  of  the  Mid  Act." 
That  would  be  a  qualification  of  the 
Proviso  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  It  is  a  proposal 
intended  to  carry  out  the  declaration  of 
the  Qovemment  upon  the  subject.  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  will  be  thie — 
that  it  will  admit  to  the  benefits  of  the 
section  any  leaseholder  whose  lease  was 
made  prior  to  the  let  of  January,  1883, 
that  being  the  date  fixed  on  for  the 
Qommencement  of  future  tenancies 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  May  I 
be  permitted  to  say  what  I  propoas 
without  the  necessity  of  waiting  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  has 
given  Notice  of  moving?  I  move  this 
with  great  respect  to  the  hon,  Member, 
and  I  say  this  with  great  respect  to  him, 
that  his  Amendment  is  unworkable. 
His  Amendment  is  unworkable  for  the 
reason  that  he  requires  that  before  any 
tenant  can  get  the  benoSt  of  his  Amend- 
ment that  tenant  should  have  been  in 
the  occupation  of  his  holding  between 
the  time  of  the  expiration  of  hia  hold- 
ing and  the  time  hie  lease  was  made. 
The  hon.  Qentleman  will  find  that  in 
practice  it  is  impossible  to  make  any 
limitation  of  that  kind,  for  the  reason 
that  it  would  exclude  the  case  of  a  man 
who  was  in  occupation  of  bis  holding 
aa  caretaker  ft'om  the  time  his  old  lease 
expired  until  his  new  lease  was  made. 
A  man  who  is  in  occnpatton  as  a  care- 
taker is  simply  the  landlord's  servant. 
He  is  not  legally  in  occupation  of  the 
land.  He  is  there  aa  the  servant  of  the 
landlord,  and  is  no  more  in  occupation  of 
the  land  than  a  gentleman's  butler  is 
in  occupation  of  his  houae.  Well,  we 
know  that,  although  in  point  of  law  the 
caretaker  is  in  that  position,  he  has  in 
point  of  fact  all  the  privileges  of  a 
tenant.  We  know  that  he  grazes  his 
cattle  on  the  land,  that  he  works  the 
farm,  and  that  he  performs  all  manner 
of  agricultural  operations  on  it.  We 
know  that  for  all  purposes  and  in  reality, 
legal  point  of 
1.  That  being 
ight  hoQ.  Gen- 
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tieman  on  the  other  aide  of  the  Houm 
Till  contend  for  a  moment  that  a  man 
who  has  been  in  occupation  of  his  land 
as  a  caretaker  should  be  excluded  &om 
the  boDefit  of  my  hon.  Friend'i 
ment.  I  thinb  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attomer  General  for  Ireland 
(Ur.  Gibson)  will  admit  that  the  point 
I  moke  ie  a  perfectly  good  one.  In 
point  of  law,  though  the  caretaker  is 
practically  in  possesaion  of  the  land, 
and  working  it,  the  landlord  is  alwaya 
techDioaily  in  occupation.  He  ia  liable 
for  the  rates  and  taxes,  and  he  can  call 
on  the  tenant  to  account  for  any  dealing 
'  LO  makes  in  regard  to  the  farm.     If  the 
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tenant  diga  up  or  takes  away  any  part 
of  the  crop  on  the  farm  the  landlord 
can  call  him  to  account  for  it,  just  as 
he  can  call  hia  servant  to  account.  Aa 
that  is  the  case,  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  will  admit  that  an 
Amendment  which  brings  about  auch 
an  unjust  state  of  thioga  as  the  exclu- 
sion of  such  a  man  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Act  does  not  carry  out  his  own 
intention.  It  ia  impossible  to  take  into 
consideration  thisqaestion  of  occupation 
at  all ;  and  I  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
Goremment  to  deal  with  this  question 
in  a  broad  spirit.  It  may  be  that  out 
of  SOO.QOO  there  may  be  one  solitary 
case  where  my  Amendment  may  work 
injustice ;  but  I  submit  that  it  is  better 
that  that  should  be  so  than  that  the 
iuterests  of  a  large  number  of  people 
should  be  iajuriouely  afFected.  It  may 
be  that  the  Government  wish  to  exclude 
onl^  the  case  of  the  landlords  in  occu- 
pation of  their  lands  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Act,  and  who  let 
It  for  the  first  time  between  that  date 
and  the  latof  January,  1886.  But  it  is 
impossible  to  provide  for  a  few  oases  of 
that  kind,  and  I  would  ask  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  deal  with  this  matter  without 
regarding  these  trivial  points.  I  would 
ask  them  to  deal  with  it  in  a  broad 
spirit,  permitting  no  qualification  on 
any  account.  I,  therefore,  move  the 
insertion  of  these  words.  I  may  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  desires  to 
except  any  olass  of  caaea,  it  will  be  open 
for  him  to  do  so  by  way  of  Proviso  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  or  by  way  of  some 
other  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

lo  page  I,  Hoa  10,  to  sdd,  after  the  woids 
last  inwted,  the  wordi  "  or  in  the  case  of  s 

Mr.  Mauriet  Mialg 


leuee  under  a  lenie  made  prior  to  the  lit  of 
Januiuy,  1883,  would  be  so  deemed  if  locli 
leaas  had  exilted  at  the  paaeiDg  of  the  esid 
Act."— (Jfr.  MavrUt  Eealy.) 

The  OHAIRMAN  :  It  should  not  be 
"  or  in  the  case  of  a  lessee." 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALT:  Let  it 
run  "  or  a  lessee  under  a  lease,  Ac." 

Amendment  ananded. 

Question  proposed,  "That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr,  T.  W,  EUS9ELL  (Tyrone,  8.) ; 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
covers  a  much  wider  ground  than  that 
which  I  myself  have  put  upon  the  Paper, 
or  than  I  intended  to  cover.  My  Amend- 
ment, I  would  remind  the  hon.  Member, 
was  drawn  in  order  to  meet  a  special 
class  of  cases  where  a  lease  expired 
immediately  before  the  passine  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  where  the  landlord 
granted  a  renewal  after  the  Land  Act 
was  paaaed,  and  the  tenant  was  never 
out  of  occupation.  As  the  AmendmeDt 
now  moved  will  cover  that,  I  shall  bo 
happy  to  withdraw  my  proposal  in 
favour  of  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  accept  it. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fOE 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsoh)  (Liverpool, 
Walton):  This  Amendment  which  is 
now  moved  is  an  Amendment  which 
purports  \o  be  on  the  same  lines  as  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell), 
which  cornea  on  later.  It  ia,  however, 
an  Amendment  wholly  different  in  scope. 
This  Amendment  leaves  out  entirely  all 
the  qualifications  and  conditions  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  contemplated 
in  his  Amendment  those  conditions 
which  were  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  fbr  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  and  those  conditions 
were  these— that  aperaon  who  had  taken 
a  lease  after  the  Istof  January,  1883, 
should  have  been  in  occupation  at  the 
time  the  Land  Act  was  passed,  thongh 
not  necessarily  as  tenant.  The  theory 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  if  there 
was  a  continuance  of  the  occupation 
between  the  granting  of  the  lease  uid 
the  Act  of  1881,  that  was  to  be  treated 
as  though  there  was  a  oonttnuanoe  of 
the  tenancy,  and  as  though  there  was  a 
wish  on  the  part  of  the  landlord  to  evade 
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'f'. !'  tbe  pTOTisions  of  the  Act  of  1881.    Tbi 

^g.'  Amendment  would  actu&llj  destroy  tlie 

i  :a'^  leue  of  a  mas  who  may  nerer  bare 

^   seen   the  land  in  qaeation  before  tb« 

..        lease,  and  is  a  very  different  Amend- 

.^t,   ment  from  that  of  the   hon.   Kember 

~^  -   for  South  Tyrone,   who    oontemplatee 

'**=  the  case   of   a   man  who  haTing  re- 

:in  oeirdd  notice  to  quit  some  time  before 

the  paasins  of  tfie  Act  of  1 88 1,  though 

T'    having  had  his  tenancy  terminated,  has 

''"     been  allowed  to  continue  in  occupation. 

IX    It  seems    to   me   that   this   proposed 

■r  \    Amendment  is  in  no  way  germane  to  the 

,,.    Amendment  of  the  hon.  Hember  for 

:/     West  Belfast  {Mr.  Sexton);  any  other 

Amendment  amending  the  Act  of  1881 

would  be  equally  relevant.     TheAmend- 

~     ment  of  the  hon.   Member  for   West 

^       Belfast  is  an  Amendment  only  referring 

~       to  the  duration  of  the  lease,  and  not  to 

^^      the  length  of  time  for  which  the  lease  was 

'^      granted,  which  was  the  first  Amendment 

of  the  hon.  Member  which  was  nega- 

"'     tived.  ThefirstAmsndmentnegatiTedby 

■'      the  Committee  was  one  extending  the 

Act  to  leases  which  were  future  leases 

'       not  governed  by  the  Act  of  1 881 .     What 

''      the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  pro- 

''       posed  was  tbat  every  lease  granted  after 

[       the  passing  of  the  Act  of  IBS  I  should  be 

'       deemed  to  be  within  its  operation.   That 

was  negatived,  as  I  say,  and  a  question 

of  a  different  character  must  arise  when 

the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

South  Tyrone  comes  up  to  be  discussed. 

That  Amendment  appears  to  be  largely 

supported  by  hon.   Members  below  the 

Gangway  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 

Cork  is  not  sattefied  with  that,  and  has 

brought  forward  a  new  Amendment  on 

the  same  line,  but  limiting  the  period 

very  much  during  which  a  lease  was  to 

be  granted.     The  Amendment  has   no 

relation  to  the  definition  of  the  present 

tenant  to  be  found  in  the  Act  of  1881. 

I  thinic  the  hon.  Member  wonld  be  well 

advised  if  he  did  not  press  his  Amend- 

Ma.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  am 
Borry  the  right  hon.  andleamed  Oentie- 
man  had  not  beard  my  speech.  No 
doubt,  it  was  my  fault ;  but  I  will  repeat 
the  reasons  which  I  gave  in  support  of 
my  Amendment,  and  which  he  does  not 
appear  to  have  caught.  I  will  tell  him 
why  I  do  not  embody  in  this  Amend- 
ment the  qualification  he  lays  such 
stress  on.  I  stated  it  at  considerable 
length,  and  I  will  not  so  repeat  it ;  but 
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I  will  repeat  this—  that  I  do  not  intro- 
duce the  element  of  occupation,  beoauee, 
if  I  did,  it  would  exclude  a  certain  class 
of  cases  which  I  do  not  thinb  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  intended  to 
exclude — namely,  the  class  of  oases  in 
which,  though  the  holding  had  been 
taken  by  the  landlord,  the  tenant  had 
been  admitted  as  caretaker.  I  put 
it  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself.  Suppose  this  hap- 
pens—supposing a  lease  expired  on  the 
Istof  May,  1881,  and  that  la  a  very  com- 
mon case— there  were  dosens  of  them, 
some  before  the  Land  Act  woe  passed 
and  some  after — well,  the  landlord 
takes  no  step  for  some  time,  and  the 
tenant  is  left  in  occupation  of  the  hold- 
ing to  enter  on  a  new  tenancy.  The 
landlord  waits  until  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  is  passed,  or  he  does  not,  as  the 
case  may  be,  or,  at  any  rate,  in  order  t« 
enforce  his  right  be  serves  a  writ  of 
ejectment,  and  regains  a  free  title ;  but 
he  has  no  intention  of  putting  the  tenant 
all  he  wants  is  to  have  the  tenant 
in  his  power,  so  that  when  making  an 
arrangement  he  may  exact  better  terms 
than  ha  would  othervise  be  able  to  do. 
The  tenant  remains  on  the  holding  as 
caretaker  for  five  or  six  months,  and  the 
landlord,  then  having  him  in  his  power 
owing  to  his  exclusion  from  the  Land 
Act,  makes  whatterms  he  likes.  There 
is  no  duress  or  compulsion,  as  the  tenant 
is  absolutely  at  the  landlord's  mercy. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman contends  for  this — that  if  the  ten- 
ant had  been  in  occupation  during  the 
whole  interval,  and  had  not  been  ejected 
from  the  tenancy,  he  ought  to  get  the 
benefit  of  the  clause,  but  that  he  ought 
not  to  get  it  if  the  landlord  did  as  I  say- 
that  is  to  say,  got  possession  through 
the  Sheriff,  and  put  back  the  tenant  as 
a  caretaker  f  Tlie  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  too  much  good  sense  to 
contend  for  any  absurdity  of  the  kind  ; 
and  if  ha  will  give  me  an  undertaking 
that  when  he  is  dealing  with  this  matter 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  or  any  eubssquent 
Amendment,  he  will  give  the  same  benefit 
a  man  who  is  admittedas  a  caretaker  as 
I  gives  to  the  man  who  has  not  been 
disturbed,  and  will  put  them  in  the  same 

Soailion,  I  will  not  further  trouble  the 
ommittee  upon  this  point. 
Ma.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  I  think  tb 
a  very  reasonable  proposition. 

IFint  Ifight         . 

D,unzed.yC.OOglC 
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Mb.  QT6S0N:  I  cannot  give  such  an 
undertaking  Be  that.  The  Hon.  Qentle- 
maa  himself  -will  see  that  it  \Foald  not 
be  reasonable  to  do  bo.  The  matter, 
howeTor,  ia  one  which  ehould  be  dis- 
cussed later  on.  I  will  promise,  on  the 
part  of  the  Goverament,  that  we  will 
carefully  consider  the  question.  As  the 
Amendment  is  not  at  present  upon  tbe 
Paper,  we  cannot  pledge  ourselves  with 
regard  to  it.  Until  we  see  what  altera- 
tion may  be  required  it  will  be  impos- 
sible to  give  a  definite  undertaking; 
but  this  I  can  say — that  the  subject  is 
one  well  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
that  every  attention  will  be  paid  to  it. 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.) :  I  would 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Oenlleman  the 
Member  for  Cork  should  withdraw  his 
Amendment  in  favourof  thatof  thehon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone. 

Mr.  MATTEIOE  HEALY  :  I  think  I 
have  served  my  purpose  in  ventilating 
this  point  which  I  wished  to  make.  I 
would,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment,  at  the  same  time  giving 
Notice  that  I  will  raise  the  matter  by 
another  Amendment  when  the  subject 
comes  up  for  discussion  ag^ain. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthiraum, 

Mb.  FABNELL  :  I  beg  to  move,  in 
line  U,  to  leave  out  the  words  "at  the 
date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
11,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  at  the  date 
of  the  paadag  of  this  Act." — {Mr. 
Parnell.) 

QueBtios,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Olause," 
put,  and  ntgativtd. 

Mk.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.):  The 
Amendment  next  on  the  Paper  ia  in  my 
name,  to  Insert  after  the  word  "  of,"  in 
line  12,  the  words  "the  substantive 
portion  of."  I  think  the  Government 
will  have  no  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the 
principle  of  this  proposd.  This  will 
meet  the  case  of  sub-lettings,  with  which 
the  Government  are  very  familiar,  ao 
familiar.  In  fact,  that  they  themselves 
have  placed  a  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  dealing  with  it  in  the  form 
of  a  new  clause.  I  think  it  is  desirable 
to  make  this  clause  perfectly  plain,  and 
for  that  reason  this  Amendment  should 
be  inserted  here.  It  ia  desirable  to 
explain  that  "  lonA^fiit  ia  occupation  " 


means  in  occupation  not  necessarily  of 
the  whole,  but  of  the  substantive  portion 
of  the  holding.  The  insertion  of  these 
words  that  I  propose  would  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  such  cases  as  have  recently 
occurred  in  Ireland,  about  which  Qnee- 
tions  have  been  asked  in  this  House.  A 
very  short  time  ago— some  two  or  three 
weeks  I  think — Mr.  Justice  O'Kagan,  in 

giving  a  decision  in  cases  where  there 
ad  been  eub-lettings,  said  that  cases  of 
this  kind  had  been  frequent  of  late,  and 
that  it  was  evident  that  if  there  is  any- 
thingthat  ought  not  to  be  allowed  under 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  we  ought  to  do 
our  best  to  prevent  it  from  taking  place. 
The  Amendment  simply  does  what  the 
Government  proposed  to  do  in  the  form 
of  a  new  olause  at  the  end  of  the  Bill.  I 
think  the  words  I  propose  will  prevent 
any  misunderstanding  or  mistake  when 
this  clause  comes  before  the  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
12,  after  the  word  "of,"  insert  the 
words  "the  substantive  portion  of."— 
(Jfr.  Xm.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  why  a 
lessee  should  be  in  a  different  or  in  a 
better  position,  than  a  person  who  merely 
holds  an  annual  tenancy.  The  first  diffi- 
culty we  propose  to  deal  with  in  the 
Amendment  ia  the  case  of  labourers, 
and  we  consider  that  Amendment  to  be 
a  very  fair,  generous  amendment  of  the 
Act  of  1681.  The  question  that  is  now 
raised  about  the  substantive  part  of  the 
holding,  I  think,  will  be  found  dealt 
with  by  our  Amendment  so  far  as  it  is 
desirable  to  deal  with  it.  My  suggestion, 
referred  to  the  other  evening,  was  that 
there  were  lettings  of  a  small  and  insig- 
nificant character  which  did  not  vitally 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 
1881,  and  that  the  occupying  tenants 
should  get  the  benefit  of  the  Act  in 
spite  of  them—  that  the  oooupying  ten- 
ants should  get  the  benefit  and  not  the 
middleman.  The  suggestion  was  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  and 
in  order  to  meet  that  we  have  put  upon 
the  Paper  an  Amendment  we  propose  to 
move  applicable  both  to  present  tenants 
and  leaseholders,  Our  Amendment  pro- 
vides this — 
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"A  tenuit  may  aim  ba  deamedio  ocoupation 
aotwithtUoding  that  [uirt  i»  lub-let,  where  the 
■ab-lettiDg  ii  ot  a  trivial  charaoter,  and  the 
Court  belisTea  the  tenaat  to  be  substantiallj  ia 
occupatioD  of  the  holding." 

It  BseioB  to  me  that  that  aatiafactorily 
deals  with  the  question  now  raised  by 
the  hon.  Qentleman.  The  Amendment 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  fair  and  proper  one, 
and  I  think  it  should  be  taken  in  that 
plaoe,  and  not  here.  It  should  be  dis- 
cussed as  a  whole,  and  not  merely  with 
referenoe  to  lessees,  but  also  with  regard 
to  present  tenancies.  Our  Amendment 
is  sufficient  to  meet  the  justice  and 
requirements  of  the  case,  and  I  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
Amendment  in  a  favoarable  spirit  whoa 
the  clause  comes  up.  I  would  invite 
the  hon.  Uember  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  at  this  stage,  so  as  to  enable 
the  proposal  to  be  renewed  at  a  later 


"T.-. 


1.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
To  mv  mind  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Londonderry  la  wholly 
inadequate,  and,  so  far  as  it  is  of  any 
value,  I  prefer  the  Amendment  of  the 
Oovemment.  But  that,  also,  is  wholly 
inadequate.  Bince  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  elected  a  Member  of  this 
House,  which  he  has  attended  so  regu- 
larly, the  case  of  "  Flannery  v.  Nolan  " 
has  been  heard  in  the  Irish  Courts  add 
decided.  The  effect  of  this  decision  ia 
that  even  if  a  landlord  has  looked  on  at 
a  sub-letting  and  has  allowed  a  tenant 
to  continue  his  holding  with  the  sub- 
letting existing  on  it,  years  afterwards 
the  tenant  can  be  put  out  of  possession. 

Thi  OHAIBMAN  :  It  is  quite  irre- 
gular to  discuss  at  this  stage  a  future 
Amendment.  An  Amendment  whioh 
will  come  on  at  a  later  stage  can  only  be 
referred  to  in  oonnection  with  the  pre- 
sent Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  perfectly 
appreciate  the  character  of  your  obser- 
vation. Sir ;  but  I  am  contending  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)  has  been 
followed  by  the  Government  in  this 
word  "substantially."  I  would  put 
this  to  the  rigbt  hon.  and  loamed  Gen- 
tleman. Supposing  he  was  consulted  by 
a  tenant  who  had  sub-let  part  of  his 
holding  who  wished  to  know  whether  he 
was  within  this  Act  or  not,  how  would 
be  be  able  to  answer  him  ?  Who  is  to 
be  judge  of  this  word  "  anhstantially  ?  " 


Ma.  GIBSON :  The  Court 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  WeU,  I  submit 
the  Land  Act  of  1681  was  admirably 
drawn,  so  far  as  it  went,  and  what  is 
wanted  is  an  Amendment  in  the  direc- 
tion  of  Amendment  57.  Section  57  pro- 
Tides  that  where  a  tenant  sub-lete  part 
of  bis  holding  without  the  consent  of 
his  landlord,  he  shall,  notwithstauding 
such  sub-letting,  be  deemed,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Act,  to  be  still  in  occupation 
of  the  holding.  Since  the  original  oases 
decided  against  the  Irish  tenants,  I  do 
remember  a  more  important  case  coming 
up  for  deivsion  than  those  with  regard 
to  Bub-lettings.  It  was  always  held, 
until  the  case  of  "  Ftaonery  p.  Nolan," 
that  the  landlord's  consent  could  be 
taken  in  an  implied  manner.  Cases  of 
Bub-lettings  have  been  brought  before 
the  Courts  constantly.  The  question 
has  been  repeatedly  put — "Haye  you 
not  sub-let  a  portion  of  your  holding  ?  " 
and  orer  and  over  again  the  answer  has 
been  given — "  I  have."  The  landlord 
may  hare  been  looking  on  when  the 
sub-letting  was  arranged  ;  still,  the 
Courts  have  rather  overlooked  this  ques- 
tion until  recently.  Here,  however,  wo 
now  have  two  decisions,  one  of  which  is 
the  case  of  "  Flannery  v.  Nolan,"  staring 
the  Irish  tenantry  in  the  face.  It  has 
been  laid  down  that  no  amount  of  im- 
plied consent  on  the  part  of  the  landlord 
can  justify  a  sub-letting,  and  that  it  a 
portion  of  a  holding  is  sub-let  without 
the  consent  of  the  landlord  the  tenancy 
is  altogether  outside  the  Act.  That  is 
the  decision  given  within  the  last  three 
months.  I  say  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Londonderry,  whose  desire  in  this 
matter  is  exactly  the  same  as  our  own, 
that  this  question  of  the  word  "sub- 
stantive  "  does  not  meet  the  case  in  any 
way.  The  way  to  meet  it  is  by  consider- 
ing what  condition  was  attached  in  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1881.  We  find 
there  "  where  the  tenant  sub-lets  a  por- 
tion of  the  land  without  the  consent  of 
the  landlord,"  &o.  I  say  there  should 
beapresumptioninfavourofthe  tenant, 
unless  the  landlord  makes  a  written 
statement  within  a  certain  time  of  the 
sub-letting.  The  action  recently  takon 
by  the  landlords  with  regard  to  the 
matter  of  aub-letting  has  been  simply 
infamous.  Where  you  have  a  landlord 
who  has  taken  no  objection  in  the  Court 
below,  bnt,  on  some  future  occasion  in 
the  Court  above,  raises  the  point  of  his 
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tenant  having  sub-let  a  portion  of  his 
holding,  hie  action  ie  simply  infamoue. 
If  he  comes  and  says,  ae  was  done  In  the 
case  of  a  troman  that  oame  under  my 
own  observation — "  Have  you  not  let  a 
pigstye  ? "  and  the  woman  acknow- 
ledges that  such  is  the  oase,  she  is  hunted 
out  of  Court,  loses  all  the  benefit  of  the 
Act,  and  has  to  pay  all  the  costs.  The 
question  of  sub-letting  in  this  way  oomos 
up  as  gigantic  a  question  as  the  question 
of  improTements.  It  has  come  up  not 
BO  constantly,  but,  nevertheless,  it  is  one 
of  considerable  gravity  and  importance, 
which  cannot  be  understated.  In  my 
judgment,  if  this  Act  passes  with  only 
the  Amendment  of  the  GoTernment  deal- 
ing with  this  point  to  which  I  am  now 
referring,  leaseholders  will,  to  a  large 
extent,  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  me 
Act.  I  admit  there  is  some  inoonveni- 
enoe  in  discussing  a  certain  Amendment 
which  we  Itnow  will  not  be  accepted  by 
the  Oommittee  ;  but,  at  all  events,  while 
it  is  inconvenient,  it  has  this  great 
advantage — that  it  enables  us  to  apply 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  seeds  we  sow  now,  though 
very  small,  may,  in  the  end,  germinate 
into  very  large  trees.  In  that  view  I 
advise  the  Eon.  Member  for  South 
Londonderry  ta  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, provided  he  gets  from  the  Govern- 
ment something  in  the  nature  of  a  pro- 
mise that  they  will  do  something  to 
enlarge  the  ecope  of  their  own  Amend- 
ment Only  that  you.  Sir,  have  ruled 
that  I  am  unable  to  discuss  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Government,  I  should  have 
said  some  very  hard  things  with  regard 
to  it. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fok 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hbnbt  Hollasd) 
(Hampstead) :  I  may  say  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  that  the  seed  has  been 
sown,  and  that  when  the  proper  time 
oomes,  and  the  Government  clause  ia 
brought  forward,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Ur.  T.  K.  Kealy)  will  him- 
self admit  that  that  proposal  is  prefer- 
able to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  London- 
derry. The  Government  clause  goes 
farther  than  the  Amendment  of  the  Eon. 
Member.  I  would  submit  that  the  pro- 
per time  to  consider  the  oase  to  whiob 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred, 
and  to  consider  the  question  whether 
new  words  should  be  inserted  in  the 
measure  providing  that  unless  a  landlord 
Xr.  T.  M,  Sialy 


has  raised  at  the  time  a  specific  objection 
he  should  have  no  ground  for  subseqaent 
objection,  would  be  when  the  clause  of 
the  Government  is  introduced. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
The  real  point  to  consider  here  is  thxs. 
The  decision  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  has  spread  conetemation  through- 
out the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  what  I 
want  to  press  upon  the  Govemment  Is 
the  necesHity  not  of  having  an  Amend- 
ment, but  of  having  an  Amendment 
which  will  meet  the  case.  The  real  point 
is  that  the  Government  Amendment, 
when  it  comes  up  to  be  discussed,  shall 
be  one  that  shall  meet  the  case,  and  pnt 
on  end  to  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
There  is  a  difficulty  met  in  part  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Lcndoaderry 
(Ur.  Lea).  No  care  has  been  taken  to 
provide  for  the  case  of  a  sub-divided 
farm.  It  is  a.  very  common  thing,  when 
a  father  becomes  incapacitated  or  a 
mother  becomes  incapacitated,  that  an 
arrangement  ie  mads  for  them  to  get  a 
certain  portion  of  the  land.  By  the  pro- 
posal you  are  making  you  would  destroy 
the  rights  of  certain  tenants,  and  would 
be  ^ving  a  premium  to  a  son  to  kick 
out  his  father,  or  else  giving  a  premium 
to  a  man  who  is  not  capable  of  managing 
his  holding.  There  are  some  cases  of 
sub-division  which  go  by  ordinary  custom 
and  consent. 

The  OHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's observation  cannot  possibly  be  re- 
levant to  this  matter. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY:  Having  called  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  this  moat 
numerous  and  important  class,  I  do  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  further 
on  the  point. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
quite  agree  that  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee  does  not  meet  the  griev- 
once  the  tenants  of  Ireland  are  suffering 
in  connection  with  this  sub-letting.  It 
does  not  do  so,  for  a  reason  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — because 
it  is  restricted  to  the  case  of  leaseholders, 
and  it  does  not  do  so  in  the  second  case, 
because  it  seeks  to  avoid  giving  in  a 
plain  phrase  a  definition  of  what  Parlia- 
ment means  in  the  Act  it  passes.  That 
being  so,  in  order  to  enforce  the  appeal 
made  to  the  Qovemment,  I  would  ask 
them  to  ooneider  In  a  liberal  spirit  this 
whole  question  of  aub<letting  in  the  in- 
terval which   must  elapse  before   thft 
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-'  qusBtioa  comeB  up  to  be  discuaaed  on 
-':  ueir  new  olauso.  Let  me,  for  the  pur- 
t  poae  of  strengthening  m;  argument  on 
:  this  matter,  mention  a  case  upon  which 
'.  I  have  mjBelf  been  consulted  within  the 
:  Ust  three  moothB.  It  Ib  a  case  directly 
relevant  to  the  Amendment,  beoanse  it  is 
'.  ft  case  in  which  a  leaseholder  was  con- 
cerned— and  let  me  say  in  the  beginniag 
that  the  leaseholders  are  far  more  inte- 
rested in  thia  matter  of  aub-letting  than 
an;  other  class  of  tenants,  for  the  reason 
that  where  a  man  has  a  lease  that  does 
not  contun  a  clause  against  sub-letting, 
he  is  free  to  sub-let  as  much  as  he  likes, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  during  the 
last  SO  years  persona  who  hare  had  8 
right  of  sub-letting  have  generally  exer- 
cised it  to  a  coneiderable  extent,  giving 
small  portions  of  land  to  their  labourers. 
Well,  when  a  leaseholder  comes  before 
the  Land  Oourt  on  a  question  of  aub-let> 
ting,  no  consent  can  ever  be  shown  to 
the  sub-letting,  because  no  consent  of 
the  landlords  was  ever  required.  In  the 
case  of  leaaeholders  before  this  new 
decision  of  "Flannery  v.  !Nolan,"  it 
got  rid  of  the  doctrine  of  sub-letting  by 
ahowing  that  the  sub-letting  had  existed 
for  a  long  time,  and  that  the  landlord 
had  taken  no  st^  in  the  interval.  The 
ground  of  the  defusion  in  the  case  of 
"  Flannery  t>.  Nolan"  was  that  inas- 
much as  in  the  case  of  an  annual  tenant 
who  had  been  sub-letting  for  some  time, 
the  landlord's  consent  would  be  assumed 
if  he  had  permitted  the  subletting  to 
oontinue  in  the  case  of  a  leaseholder  you 
could  never  make  an  assumption  of  that 
kind,  because  all  leaseholders  were  en- 
titled to  sub-let  if  they  liked,  and  that, 
therefore,  nothing  could  be  assumed 
from  the  fact  that  the  landlord  had  taken 
DO  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the  aub-letting. 
I  know  a  case  on  the  Bandon  estate 
where  a  tenant,  on  the  expiration  of  his 
lease,  applied  to  have  his  rent  fixed, 
some  of  lua  neighbours  having  obtained 
a  reduction  of  30  per  oent.  It  was  to  be 
assumed  that  as  he  had  been  situated 

i 'ust  in  the  some  wayas  his  fellow- tenants 
le  would  be  put  on  the  same  terms  as 
they  had  been.  The  lease  was  60  years 
old ;  but  a  portion  of  this  man's  hold- 
ing happened  to  be  suh-let  at  6i. 
a-week.  That  sub-letting  was  within 
the  knowledge  of  everyone,  and  had 
been  made  over  60  years  before ;  but 
because  this  aub-letting  was  without  the 
Imdlni'a  eoosent  the  Sub-Commission 


dismissed  the  cast).  It  is  quite  impos- 
sible that  anyone  could  have  stated  sub- 
stantially what  was  the  state  of  things 
60  years  before,  so  aa  to  say  whether  or 
not  the  laadlord  was  consulted.  I  state 
that  as  a  literal  fact,  that  beoauae  the 
unfortunate  tenant  was  not  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  whole  of  the  land,  but  eot 
the  land  from  his  grandfather  with  £ia 
sub-letting  upon  it,  he  was  deprived  of 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  This  argument 
would  be  quite  pertinent  in  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Government  olauaes,  which 
will  come  on  later;  but  it  does  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  pertinent  here. 

Mb.  MATJHIOE  HEALY  :  I  submit, 
Sir,  that  it  is  perfectly  pertinent  to  this 
point.  I  gave  the  case  of  a  leaseholder 
excluded  from  the  Act  of  1881  because 
his  land  was  sub-let.  A  leaseholder  in 
this  condition  would  be  equally  excluded 
from  the  benefits  of  this  clause ;  and,  that 
being  so,  I  would  contend  that  a  con- 
sideration of  that  kind  is  perfectly  rele- 
vant to  this  clause.  However,  Sir,  I  do 
not  desire  to  dwell  upon  the  matter. 
What  I  have  mentioned  is  a  monstrous 
hardship  which  may  occur  under  the 
present  condition  of  ^e  law,  and  it  is  a 
hardship  which  will  not  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Amendment  the  Qoremment  pro- 
pose to  move.  I  hope  that  in  time  we 
may  be  able  to  deal  with  this  subject 
definitely,  and  that  the  Qovernment  will 
take  the  matter  into  their  consideration. 
The  real  object  to  be  aimed  at  is  to  con- 
fer a  benefit  on  the  unfortunate  tenants 
who  are  exposed  to  this  very  grave  and 
serious  grievance. 

Sq  0HARLE8  LEWIS  (Antrim, 
N.) :  I  apprehend  that  the  only  ques- 
tion that  thie  Amendment  raises  is  this 
— whether  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
preserve  open  for  disoussion  every  one 
of  the  four  different  clauses  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  subletting,  it  is 
necessary  to  put  in  such  worda  aa  "  the 
substantive  portion  of  his  holding  "  in 
order  not  to  foreclose  the  other  ques- 
tions? I  take  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  be  without  an  opportunity  and 
means  of  raising  this  question  at  a 
future  stage.  Four  clauses  have  been 
given  Notice  of— one  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  Qovemment,  another  in  the  name 
of  the  hoQ.  Member  for  South  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lea),  another  in  my  own 
name,  and  a  fourth  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.   (Gentleman  the  IJord   Mayor   of 
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Ihiblin  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan).  They  will 
be  found  on  pages  31,  43,  50,  and  52. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Londonderry  and  mvBelf  have 
the  same  object  in  view.  We  have 
been  disouHBini;  matters  that  woTiId  be 
pertinent  to  those  clausea,  when  they 
come  on ;  and  hon.  Members  will  be- 
liere  me  when  I  say  that  I  do  not  think 
the  clause,  as  it  stands,  will  at  all  pre- 
judice the  due  consideration  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Londonderry,  or  my  own  Amend- 
ment, when  they  come  on.  Those 
dauses  would  interpret  certain  g^ven 
facts  as  not  prejudicing  a  person  in  ho»& 
fids  occupation.  So  ^r  as  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Londonderry  and  myself  are  concerned, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  insert  any  par- 
ticular word  or  words  in  this  clause 
for  the  purpose  of  beepinff  open  a  cer- 
tain question.  Ours  are  Interpretation 
OUuses,  which,  if  they  were  passed, 
would  prevent  sub-letting  operating  eo 
as  to  interpret  the  case  as  a  non-occupa- 
tion. 

Mr.  lea  ;  My  desire  was  to  make 
the  Act  as  clear  as  possible.  The  hard- 
ship complained  of  is  of  a  resent  date ; 
bnt  it  is  one  which  may  lead  to  great 
trouble  in  Ireland.  My  great  desire  was 
that  we  should  make  this  matter  clear, 
BO  far  as  it  affects  the  leaseholder.  In 
Tiew  of  what  bas  been  said,  hoverer,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  leave  the  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  at  the  end  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  HAKBIS  (Galway,  E.]:  I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name;  in  page  1,  line  13,  after 
"  conditions,"  insert  — 

"  Save  and  eioopt  such  condition!  as  maj 
be  contAtned  therein  in  tettnint  of  tillage." 
I  trust  the  Chivernment  will  see  their 
way  to  grant  me  their  support  in  this 
Amendment.  On  many  occasions  in  this 
House  I  have  heard  expressions  of  sym< 
pathy  towards  farmers  on  account  of 
the  fall  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
Talue  of  produce.  I  have  also  beard 
expressions  of  svmpathy  used  towards 
labourers  and  other  classes  of  the  com- 
munity. I  trust  that  hon.  GenUemen 
who  speak  so  sympathetically  as  regards 
these  people  will  support  this  Amend- 
ment. The  object  of  the  Amendment  is 
to  exempt  from  the  conditions  applying 
to  leasehold  property  n  as  to  prevent 
Sir  CharUt  Ztteit 


existing  oonditiouB  in  reetrunt  of  till- 
Bge.     Everyone    acquainted    irith   tki 
statiatios  of  agriculture  in  Zrelaiu]  muK 
know  that   80  out  of  evtry   lOO   Bctsi 
are  under  grazing.     There     are    mhoa'. 
3,000,000    of    aores    in    ooltiratioa   is 
that   country.     Under    theaa    oireiun- 
stanoes,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Qovenunect 
to  remove  the  barriers  in   the  way  o/ 
farming.      In   the   Land   Act    of  JSei 
there  were  clauses  providing    for  th« 
reolamatioQ  of  waste  land,    aod  other 
Acts  have  been  passed  for  the  erectiai 
of  labourers'  cottages.     Now  that  wmtta 
land  is  to  be  reclaimed    at   the  public 
expense,  I  do  not  nee  why  the  good  laid 
should  be  prevented  from  being  otiliMtt 
for  the  use  of  the  fanners  and  the  eoo- 
munity  generally.     I   ahall    not  detain 
the  Committee  any  longer,  bat  cont^wit 
by  expressing  the  hope  that  the  Ooren]- 
mest  and  the  Committee  will  see  tbai 
way  to  support  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pnge  1,  line  13,  alter  the  word  "  cm- 
ditiooa,"  iaMwt  the  *ords  "  aav«  and    ezeefl 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  woidi 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNET  GENERAL  »i 
IRELAND  (Mr.  aiiiBON)  (Uverpoci 
Walton) :  The  Aot  of  1681  in  t^gui 
to  yearly  tenancies  did  not  a0(tf 
the  contract  of  letting,  gave  as  te 
the  question  of  the  amount  of  rent 
and  that  of  sale.  If  the  contract  of 
tenancy  contains  terms  and  provisioiH 
as  to  tillage,  grazing,  or  otherwise,  sfl 
those  terms  and  provisions  remain  in 
full  force,  and  the  only  matters  which 
the  Court  can  revise  in  regard  to  taj 
yearly  tenancy  at  present  are  those  til 
rent,  and  any  conditions  as  regard* 
sale.  With  regard  to  the  entire  cat^wj 
of  present  tenancies  in  Ireland,  the  Act 
of  1881  recognizes  and  does  not  vu; 
the  contract  of  tenancy,  save  so  fsr  ai 
relates  to  the  questions  of  rent  and  te- 
sale,  all  the  other  provisions  remaii 
intact.  When,  in  the  Aot  of  lS81,tb 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fat 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Ghdstoos] 
destroyed  the  covenants  for  soneada 
which  existed  in  all  leases,  and  tnmad 
them  into  present  tenancies,  he  neess- 
sarily  and  very  properly  provided  that 
all  the  terms  of  uie  old  lease  ahonld  be 
received  into  the  new  tenaiK^.    Tht 
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question  the  hoD.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Galway  (Mr.  Harris}  has 
brought  forward  has  raferenoe  to  the 
present  tenancies  which  were  Bubati- 
tuted  for  leases ;  and  he  proposes  that 
the  present  tenant  shonld  be  at  liberty 
to  tear  up  bis  lease  altogether  uid  alter 
his  farm,  it  ma;  be,  from  a  pasture 
farm—  which  be  received  as  such,  per- 
haps— into  a  tillage  farm.  It  may  be 
of  vital  importance  to  the  landlord  to 
have  the  land  kept  in  the  character  in 
which  he  has  let  it ;  and  there  are  cove- 
nants in  leases  regulating  the  manner 
in  which  a  farm  is  to  be  used.  It  would 
be  a  serious  matter  iftheOommittee  bed 
to  open  up  such  a  sea  of  litigation  and 
oontroversy  as  is  proposed,  no  doubt 
with  the  best  intentions,  by  the  hon. 
Member.  I  do  not  in  the  least  question 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  wish  to  afford 
employment  to  increased  numbers  in 
Ireland ;  but  what  he  suggests  would  be 
a  tremendous  operation  for  this  Oom- 
mittee  to  embark  upon,  becauae,  no 
doubt,  a  certain  numberof  farmers  would 
think  it  desirable  that  rich  pasture  farms 
in  Tipperary  orMeath  should  be  turned 
into  tillage.  3?hie  alteration  might  bring 
ruin  upon  the  owners  of  the  estates,  and 
it  eertainly  would  alter  contracts  in  a 
manner  which  has  never  been  contem- 

Slated.  I  think  that,  upon  further  re- 
ection,  the  hon.  Member  will  see  that 
it  is  impossible  tor  the  Government  to 
accept  this  Amendment. 

ka.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  am 
exceedingly  glad  we  have  had,  at  the 
outset  of  this  discussion,  the  law  so 
olearly  laid  down  as  it  baa  been  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson).  His  views  of 
the  law  will  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
use  to  us;  but  bis  views  upon  cultiva- 
tion and  tillage  are  by  no  means  so 
valuable.  He  says  that  destruction  may 
be  brought  to  owners  of  land — that  is 
to  say,  upon  men  who  need  to  be  the 
owners  of  land,  but  who  are  no  longer — 


has  been  prevented  from  being  tilled  by 
the  covenants  of  the  leases.  But  where  is 
the  farmer  who  would  be  fool  enough, 
having,  as  he  will  have  under  this  Act 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  land,  to 
destroy  bia  own  interest ;  and  you  must 
recollect  that  he  would  directly  ruin  his 
own  interest  before  he  would  his  land- 
lord's.    What  does  this  provision  mean? 


It  means  the  paving  the  way  for  the 
abolition  of  dual  ownership,  and  the 
doing  away  with  a  set  of  covenants 
which  have  been  proved  to  be  of  a  most 
prejudicial  and  injurious  character,  not 
only  to  the  fanners,  but  to  the  welfare 
of  the  country  at  Urge.  We  know  that 
where  a  man  is  in  possession  of  rich 
grazing  land  in  Tipperary,  Maath,  or 
Kildare,  he  is  not  going  to  be  lunatic 
enough  to  turn  it  into  tillage  except  on 
such  conditions  as  would  pay  him  well. 
But  there  are  in  Ireland  large  tracts 
which  have  been  maintained  in  grazing 
to  the  detriment  of  the  whole  country 
and  to  the  injury  of  the  land  itself;  and 
the  question  now  is  whether,  when  we 
are  preparing  the  way  by  this  Bill  to 
make  the  occupier  directly  the  owner 
subject  to  the  quit  rent  of  the  landlord, 
we  ought  to  make  him  bound  by  anti- 
quated and  played-out  covenants  which 
cannot  be  of  the  smallest  use  to  the 
landlord.  What  is  the  whole  suppo- 
sition which  underlies  this  Bill?  The 
supposition  is  that  for  the  future,  in  the 
case  of  leaseholders  as  well  as  present  ~ 
tenanta,  the  landlord  is  not  to  reckon 
upon  ever  being  in  possession  of  the 
land,  except  when  he  chooses  to  buvthe 
tenant's  interest ;  all  he  has  to  look  for 
is  his  rent ;  and,  therefore,  you  must 
suppose  that  the  tenant  will  use  the 
land  to  bis  own  advantage.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  seems  to  think  he  will  carry 
the  Oommittee  with  him  by  the  oontem- 
plation  of  the  frightful  precedent  which 
may  be  set  up  by  doing  aw^  with  these 
covenants.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think 
bis  speech  really  amounted  to  an  a^a- 
ment  in  favour  of  sweeping  away  these 
covenants.  The  covenants  against  the 
change  to  tillage  and  concerning  the 
rotation  of  crops  which  are  Qeoessary  to 
protect  the  English  lands,  and  which 
may  bo  necessary  to  prevent  a  tenant 
returning  the  land  to  his  landlord  in  a 
bad  oonditioD,  are  utterly  out  of  place  in 
Ireland,  where  the  tenant  is  the  owner 
of  the  land  in  a  more  real  sense  than 
the  landlord  is.  These  covenants  are 
utterly  out  of  place  in  regard  to  Irish 
land;  and,  therefore,  it  is  the  business 
of  this  Oommittee,  so  far  from  ssekiDg 
to  maintain  them,  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, and  very  properly  to  accept  other 
Amendments  in  the  same  direction.  I 
strongly  advise  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Harris)  to  press  this  Amendment  to  a 
IFirtt  Night.  \ 
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DiviaioD,  in  cuettieGovenimeiitoaiinot 
Bee  their  yio.j  to  accept  it.  I  may  Bay, 
in  oonduBioa,  that  this  Amendment 
raisea  a  question  vbioh  will  be  oE  a 
great  deal  more  interest  in  Ireland  than, 
perhaps,  a  |!Teat  many  people  in  this 
House  imagine.  The  question  of  tillage 
pM-itM  pasture  has  been  a  burning  ques- 
tion in  Ireland  Brer  since  the  days  of 
the  Irish  Parliament ;  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  has  been  the  spread  of  pasture  at 
the  expense  of  tillage;  and  this  is  not 
the  time  to  maintain  any  antiquated 
covenants  whioli  may  stand  in  the  way 
of  bringing  and  keeping  land  under 
tillage,  which  is  eo  exceedingly  neces- 
sary for  the  labouring  classes  of  Ireland. 
Ha.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny.  9.) :  Purely 
grazing  farms  are  not  within  the  Act  at 
all;  and,  therefore,  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  as  to  the  rich 
grazing  farms  of  Tipperary,  Meatb,  aud 
other  oonnties  are  utterly  beside  the 

Siuestion.  Now,  there  is  a  precedent 
or  the  course  we  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
adopt.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  recollect  that  where, 
under  the  Renewable  Leaseholds  Con- 
version Act  leases  are  converted  into 
fee  dmplea,  the  restrictions  as  to  tillage 
and  other  injurious  covenants  wholly  dis- 
appear. The  case  of  the  GoTemment  is 
that  they  are  really  giving  to  the  lease- 
holders under  this  clause  a  perpetuity. 
If  that  be  so,  I  ask  them  to  follow  the 
example  of  the  Benewable  Leaseholds 
Conversion  Act,  and  abolish  these  re- 
atriotions  altogether. 

Ma.  E.  T.  HEID  (Dumfries,  &o.) ;  I 
Bnppose  the  Government  will  desire, 
when  there  is  no  question  of  principle 
involved,  to  prevent  any  irritatiag  re- 
atrictions  remaining  to  interfere  in  the 
due  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  This  Amendment  only  deals 
with  conditions  in  leases  in  respect  to 
tillage.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Gal  way  (Mr.  Harris)  is  more  acquainted 
with  the  matter  than  I  am ;  but  I  should 
have  thought  that  when  you  are  oon- 
ierring  a  tenure,  not  a  lease  for  a  limited 
number  of  years — indeed,  what  ia,  in 
fact,  alease  in  perpetuity — you  ought  to 
have  abolished  altogether  all  restrictions 
and  conditions  in  the  lease,  and  to  have 
Bubetituted  for  that  position  the  position 
of  an  ordinary  tenant  under  the  ordinary 
law  contained  in  the  Act  of  1S81.  I  am 
well  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
Mr.  ZHik» 


ate  familiar  with  aSaira  io  Irdaadiet 
reasons  agunst  it.  There  are  ceAn 
conditions  attendant  apoa  agtinltin 
leases;  these  conditiona  may  be  i^ 
plioable  to  the  present  methmbofeali- 
vation,  to  the  present  existing  itita  i 
things;  but  wuen  yon  are  oo&vtrtisf 
the  tenure  of  a  leasee  into  that  of  a  p» 
petuity  tenant,  it  ia  absord  to  coolaH 
the  terms  of  a  leaae  intended  to  apfJj 
for  a  particular  timo  only.  Tbs  Im 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Diliv 
said  that  theae  conditions  would  be « 
no  use  to  the  landlord.  The  condition 
in  leases  in  England,  especially  iolsut 
respecting  tillage  land,  are  very  (^ 
made  use  of  by  the  landlord  for  ^pv- 
pose  of  extortion.  I  can  quite  nnila- 
stand  that  when  yon  have  k  wA  d 
irritating  anachronismB  existing  la  ti) 
tenure,  the  landlord  may  make  gn* 
use  of  them  for  the  purpose  of  pottiif 
the  screw  on  the  tenant.  I  do  not  thiil 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Geotltnu 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  dwiw 
that  any  such  unfair  uae  should  b«  du^ 
of  any  of  theae  conditions.  I  cuW'' 
conceive  what  other  reaaon  there  w  ^ 
for  denying  reform. 

The  chief  SEOBETABr  m  ffit 
LAND  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bauoux)  (!*"■ 
chester.E.):  I  think  the  hon.  and  bsw^ 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dombia 
(i[r.  B.  T.  Eeid)  has  miareprewiw 
certain  important  points  in  oQaafSX 
with  thie  matter.  Thia  queatira  1» 
been  argued,  not  aa  a  restriettM  ^ 
ordinary  tillage,  bat  simply  ui 
solely  as  to  conversion  of  paatuw-  ^ 
other  words,  what  has  been  ooatni''' 
ia  that,  although  the  land  msf  bi^ 
been  let  aa  pasture  land,  thetenanttw 
have  the  power  to  turn  what  ia  b«li  a 
pasture  into  tillage.  Now,  the  fii*  °*" 
nervation  I  have  to  make  upon  tbit  1*^ 
poaal  is  that  it  puts  the  tenant  nn" 
the  lease  which  has  been  broksa  ia  fi''^ 
a  different  position  from  that  «  »•  ' 
tenant  from  year  to  year  under  ths  U"  , 
Act  of  1881.  fMr.  T.  M.  HxAtr;^ 
no!]  I  beg  the  hon.  and  learned  «» 
tleman'a  pardon ;  I  am  quite  a>'"^  I 
Under  the  Land  Act  of  1881  the  oon^  J 
tions  under  which  the  tenancy  'M^ 
from  year  to  year  subsist ;  and  tl* 
conditiona  may,  and  very  '^^^..^ 
aimilar  and  analogous  to  tbe  oo°'||^ 
which  limit  the  tenancy  under  Iw^ 
Therefore,  if  yon  introduce  t^ie  F»J' 
aion  into  this  daase  jou  will  b«  '»*' 


>v  Google 


frith  Land 


1»8 

in  oommon  fairneM  towards  tbe  tenanta 
from  ;«ar  to  year  under  the  Act 
of  ISBl,  to  introdiica  a  further  proriBioa 
at  a  mibseqaeiit  stage  of  the  Bill  giving 
them  the  same  liberty  to  break  the 
terms  of  their  tenancies  asyon  hare  giren 
to  the  tenants  under  lease  to  breai  the 
terms  of  their  lease.  That  is  not  tbe 
only  point.  It  has  been  argued  as  if  we 
were  creating  a  series  of  peraetoal  ten- 
ancies in  Ireland,  and  as  ii  tbe  Land 
Act  of  1881  had  done  that.  In  other 
words,  OS  if  under  the  Land  Aot  of  1881 
every  present  tenant  was  in  the  position 
of  a  perpetual  leaseholder,  subject  to 
the  revision  of  the  terms  of  bis  lease 
and  the  amount  of  his  rent  every  15 
years ;  but  that  is  not  the  oaae.  Under 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  in  renard  to  (en- 
aaoies  from  year  to  year,  and  under  this 
Bill,  tenants  holding  under  lease  will 
have  the  power  to  give  up  their  tenao- 
cies  at  six  months'  notice.  They  are  not 
perpetual  tenants.  No  doubt  they  have 
nzity  of  tenure  in  one  sense,  that  the 
landlord  cannot  turn  them  out ;  but  they 
hare  not  perpetual  tenure,  because  they 
oan  leave  themselves  if  they  choose,  and 
throw  tbe  land  nn  the  lan^ord's  hands. 
Hon.  Qentlemen  are  suEBciently  aware 
that  it  may  pay  the  tenant  enormously 
to  turn  a  pasture  farm  into  tillage  for  a 
few  years,  and  then,  when  tillage  ceases 
to  pay,  if  the  tenant  is  at  liberty,  on  six 
monULs'  notice,  to  throw  the  farm  on 
the  hands  of  the  landlord,  be  may  give 
up  the  land,  and  thus  rob  the  landlord 
in  a  most  effectual  manner.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Dumfries  really  talked  as  if  Irish 
tenants  had  invariably,  in  the  past, 
cultivated  their  farms,  so  as  not  only  to 
bring  about  the  best  results  lor  the 
moment,  but  far  all  time.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  if  the  Irish  agriculturist  has 
been  distinguished  by  one  characteristic, 
it  has  been  by  the  characteristic  that  he 
liaa  often,  for  some  short  snd  immediate 
advantage,  saorifioed  the  permanent 
utility  and  fertility  of  tho  eoil.  I  con- 
ceive that  a  clause  which  would  put  in 
the  power  of  any  tenant  for  the  imme- 
diate advantage  to  turn  his  farm  into 
uses  tbe  landlord  never  intended  is  one 
which  it  is  quite  impossible  for  the  Go- 
rernmest  to  accept,  and  I  believe  also 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  right  ban. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  to  aocept  it,  for 
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it  is  entirely  contrary  to  the  whole  pro* 
visions  of  the  Aot  of  1 88 1. 

Da.  C0MMIN3  (Roscommon,  S.):  I 
think  I  know  quite  as  much  as  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Heorotary  for 
Ireland  about  farming  in  Ireland ;  but 
I  have  never  known  instances  of  tenants 
in  Ireland  exhausting  their  farms,  and 
then  throwing  the  land  on  the  landlord's 
hands.  It  would  appear  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  merely  legislating  in 
the  iur.  If  he  will  legislate  upon  actual 
facts,  and  not  upon  mere  imaginary 
suggestions,  the  Bill  may  be  nude  a 
proper  and  valuable  one. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divtdtd: — Ayes  130; 
Noes  175  :  Majority  45.  --  (IMv.  List, 
No.  318.)  [10.10  p.m.] 

Mb.  O'DOHEETT  (Donegal,  N.) : 
The  Amendment  which  I  propose  is  one 
whioh  I  think  the  Government,  on  the 
slightest  consideration,  will  accept.  If 
the  lease  has  gone  its  full  course,  and  if 
the  time  contemplated  by  both  parties 
for  its  surrender  Has  arrived,  there  may 
be  some  ground  then  for  allowing  the 
landlord  to  exercise  the  right  of  resump- 
tion, which  be  gets  by  tbe  2lBt  section 
of  theLandActof  1861.  The  Committee 
will  understand  that  this  right  of  re- 
suming  possession  on  the  termination  of 
a  lease  is  a  most  annoying  and  vexations 
proceeding.  It  is  only  on  the  pretence 
that  the  place  is  necessary  for  the  use  of 
the  landlord  or  his  family  that  the  land- 
lord  is  allowed  to  resume  at  all,  and 
that  plea  has  frequently  been  set  up  to 
the  great  annoyance  of  tenants.  What 
I  want  to  impress  upon  tbe  Committee 
ii,  that  if  the  tenant  does  not  want  the 
landlord  to  resume  possession,  he  will 
not  give  up  his  holding  but  will  remain 
under  a  rack-rent,  and  the  landlord,  by 
taking  advantage  of  what  be  ought  not 
to  take  adrantage  of,  will  continue  his 
tenant  under  a  raok-rent.  Seeing  that 
there  are  powers  preserred  in  every  sta- 
tutory term  giving  the  right  of  resump- 
tion where  the  right  of  resumption  is 
for  the  good  of  the  estate,  I  strongly 
urge  upon  tbe  Government  to  omit  the 
perfectly  useless  and  irritating  limita- 
tion contuned  in  tbe  clause  as  drawn. 
To  do  so  will  in  no  way  conflict  with  the 
general  principle  of  the  clause.  Be- 
sides, it  must  be  remembered  that  when 
tbe  Land  Act  of  1881  was  passed,  it  waa 
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neror  oontemplatod  that  the  landlord 
would  lesume  until  the  termination  of 
the  lease. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  li 
13,  to  leave  out  the  words  "and  subject 
to  the  same,"  and  insert  the  words  "  ex 
cept  the  landlords."— ( Jfr.  O'Dokeriy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  and  subject  to  the  aame '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

The  OaiEF  SECRETABT  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  The  hoii.  G-entlaman  hat 
said  it  was  never  contemplated  by  the 
Act  of  1881  that  the  landlord  should 
have  power  of  resumption  before  the 
end  of  the  lease.  I  entirely  accept  that 
view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he 
must  remember  that  the  reason  was 
that  under  the  Ant  of  1881  it  was  never 
contemplated  for  a  moment  that  leases 
ehould  be  broken.  Had  it  been  so  oon- 
templated,  I  cannot  doubt  the  same 
power  of  resumption  would  have  been 
given  to  the  landlordB  at  the  time  of  the 
breaking  of  the  lease  aa  waa  reaerred  to 
him  at  the  natural  termination  of  the 
lease.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  con- 
tent with  compelling  the  landlords  to 
break  the  leases,  but  he  is  determined 
to  deprive  them  of  any  advantage  secured 
by  the  Act  of  1881.  The  owners  of 
leasehold  property  in  Ireland  are  surely 
hit  sufficiently  hard  by  this  clause  with- 
out asking  them  to  make  any  further 
saorifioes  contemplated  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think 
the  hon.  Qentleman  would  have  had  a 
good  cose  had  we  preserved  the  clause 
in  ita  original  form,  under  which  it 
would  have  been  bilateral  in  its  opera- 
tion. Had  the  clause  remained  in  its 
original  shape,  I  confeee  I  should  have 
hesitated  before  advising  the  Committee 
not  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  when  the  lease  can- 
not be  broken,  except  on  the  direot  de- 
mand of  the  tenant,  it  surely  is  hard  to 
deprive  the  landlord  of  the  right  which 
was  reserved  to  him  by  the  Act  of  1881. 
There  are  two  limitations  which  exist  in 
this  power  of  resumption  which,  pro- 
bably, hon.  Members  of  the  Committee, 
who  are  not  familiar  with  the  Act  of 
1881,  may  not  hare  present  to  their 
minds.  The  first  is,  that  the  landlord 
should  have  no  power  of  resumption 
unless  the  Oonrt  assents.  If  the  right 
of  xesumptioa  is  so  unreasonable,  the 
Mr.  (yjhhtrt^ 


Court  may  stop  it ;  the  aaoond  limitation 
is,  that  the  landlord  has  to  pay  for  hia 
power  of  resumption.  I  think  Gentle- 
men who  are  not  acquainted  with  the 
details  of  the  Act  of  1881  may  suppose, 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  landlord,  at  the  end  of  the  lease 
or  at  the  time  his  lease  is  broken,  has 

flower  to  take  without  compensation  the 
and  which  is  under  lease.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  landlord  haa  to  pay  full  price 
for  the  privilege  of  resumption,  and  as 
it  will  never  be  to  his  pecuniary  advan- 
tage to  exercise  his  power  of  resumption, 
and  he  would  only  exercise  it  in  the  last 
resort  and  under  strong  necessity.  I  am 
of  opinion  we  should  be  unduly  injuring 
a  class  who  are  hit  sufficiently  hard  by 
the  clause  as  it  at  present  stands  if  we 
were  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  forgot  to  tell  the 
Committee  that  the  words  complained  of 
were  inserted  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
These  words  are  of  the  landlords  inser- 
tion, and  did  not  belong  to  the  Bill  a« 
originally  dratted,  and  presented  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  wish  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  as  usual,  has 
entirely  missed  the  point.  I  do  not  eay 
he  has  missed  it  because  his  mind's-eye 
is  not  open,  but  simply  because  he  does 
not  understand  the  matter — because,  and 
and  I  say  it  with  great  respect,  he  does 
not  understand  the  ways  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  Where  the  power  of  resump- 
tion will  be  exercised  will  be  that,  when 
the  Irish  leaseholder  says — "  I  will  go 
into  Court,  and  get  a  fair  tent  fixed 
against  you,"  the  landlord  will  retort  by 
saying— "Yes,  and  if  yon  do,  I  will  apply 
for  leave  to  resume  the  holding."  The 
insertion  of  these  words  is  simply  the 
work  of  experts  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
in  what  Lord  Clarendon  called  felonious 
landlordism.  While  the  House  of  Lords 
put  in  the  power  of  breaking  a  lease 
with  one  hand,  they  with  the  other  hand 
put  a  blunderbnss  to  the  leaseholder's 
head,  and  threaten  that  if  he  dare  to 
apply  to  have  his  lease  broken,  the 
power  of  resumption  will  be  used.  Let 
me  tell  the  Committee  what  has  recently 
been  done  by  Mrs.  Cane  Otway,  snc- 
cesser  in  title  to  one  of  the  best  land- 
lords Ireland  ever  saw,  Admiral  Otway, 
a  British  aulor,   who  never  h^d  the 


>v  Google 


19S7  Jrith  Zand  jJin-T  2.'S,  1687}  Zair  Bill.  1968 

b&T«  aiaumed.     Thsy  have  not  brought 
forward  a  single  argumeot  against  thii 


■lighteet  miaandentanding  with  aQ;  of 
hiatenanta.  Thefarmaformakindofnet- 
work  round  this  lady's  domain,  and  she 
haa  asked  «aolL  tenant  to  give  her  a  field 
out  of  his  holding.  I  Buppase  that  if 
the;  do  not  oompl;  with  her  request 
she  will  apply  for  a  resumption  of  thoir 
holdinois.  Observe  the  dilemma  this 
puts  we  tenants  in.  If  the  tenants, 
in  order  to  accommodate  this  estimable 
lady,  surrender  a  field  to  her  a  new 
holding  will  be  created,  and  that  will  be 
CO  longer  under  the  Act  of  1881.  If 
Ihey  do  oomply  with  the  request  they 
will  be  future  tenants,  and  if  they  do 
sot  give  up  the  fields  the  landlady  will 
apply  for  leave  to  resume  the  old  hold- 
ings for  the  purpose  of  a  home  farm,  or 
for  the  benefit  ol  the  estate,  or  for  resi- 
dences for  the  family,  and  so  on.  And 
let  the  Irish  leaseholders  remember  that 
they  will  be  dealt  with  by  Commissioners 
appointed  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Colonel 
Xing-Harman),  a  gentleman  who,  in  his 
evidence  before  a  Committee,  stated  that 
formerly  he  was  on  good  relations  with 
bis  tenants;  but  now  there  was  no  land- 
lord in  Irdand  who  was  on  worse  rela- 
tions with  bis  tenaats.  I  read  bis  evi- 
dence the  other  day ;  I  steeped  myself 
in  it.  This  hon.  and  gallant  Oentle- 
man,  who  is  on  the  worst  relations  with 
his  tenants,  wilt  be  the  chief  adviser  of 
ihe  Irish  Government.  This  will  bathe 
peiBon  who  will  have  the  appointment 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners. 

TnK  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
King-Habuan]  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) ; 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  give  me  the  reference  to  my 
evidence. 

Hb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  will.  If  you 
will  allow  me  five  minutes'  time,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  will  bring  the  book  in. 
Ferbaps  I  may  now  give  way  to  an  hon. 
Friend,  who  will  oontinne  the  argument, 
and  I  will  bring  the  book  in. 

Hb.  DILLON  {Mayo,  E.) :  While  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Uemberfor 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  is 
conducting  his  researches,  I  beg  to  say 
that  this  Amendment  is  one  of  the  most 
vital  importance  to  the  Irish  tease- 
holders.  I  am  astonished  that  the  Qo- 
Ternment,  while  professing  to  be  anxious 
to  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question,  should 
take  up  the  extraordinary  attitude  tbey 


Amendment.  Now,  what  I  understand 
is,  that  if  a  holding  is  required  for  the 
purpose  of  a  bome  farm,  or  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  landlord's  residence,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  a  residence  for  some 
member  of  the  landlord's  family,  the 
Court  may  authorize  resumption.  The 
Irish  landlords  are  a  prolific  race.  They 
generally  have  half-a-dozen  sons,  and 
it  is  notoriously  absurd  that  any  one  of 
these  gentlemen  may  be  accommodated 
with  a  residence  on  a  farm  at  the  ex- 
pense of  tbe  tenant,  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  punishing  a  tenant  who  may 
choose  to  avail  himself  of  the  Act.  It 
has  not  been  the  custom  of  Irish  land* 
lords  to  have  borne  farms,  and  I  assert 
that  this  provision  will  go  a  consider- 
able way  to  defeat  the  usefulness  of  the 
clause.  I  desire  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  leaseholders  of  Ireland  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter,  and  to  the  method  of  taking 
away  by  this  pitiable  and  contemptible 
reservation  the  tenancies  they  intended 
to  give  by  this  clause.  This  reserva- 
tion will  make  the  Act  ineffective.  If 
the  same  policy  is  pursued  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  the 
Act  is  bound  to  be  a  failure.  If  the 
leaseholders'  Interests  are  left  unguarded 
in  this  way,  there  is  no  leaseholder  who 
would  not  go  into  Court  with  fear  and 
trembling,  and  I  therefore  trust  the 
Government  will  reconsider  their  posi- 
tion. 

TfiB  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  re- 
member that  this  application  must  be 
made  by  the  landlord,  withiu  three 
months  after  the  original  lease  drops, 
and  that  a  resumption  must  take  place 
within  six  months  altogether.  In  all 
my  knowledge  of  the  I^nd  Act,  which 
is  very  considerable,  I  have  never  known 
the  Act  used  as  a  means  of  oppressing 
the  tenant  in  the  way  suggested  by  the 
advocates  of  this  Amendment.  Anyone 
who  is  acquainted  with  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  landlords  must  know 
that  such  a  suggestion  is  of  a  very  ima- 
ginative kind.  The  idea  of  Irish  land- 
lords buying  up  their  tenants  wholesale 

ith  ready  money  is  absurd.  The  hon. 
_Qd  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  hae  suggested 
that  if  this  clause  is  allowed  to  stand 
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unaltered,  tbe  kndlord  may  go  to  the 


a  iay— "  If  you  exetdse  your 
ireaking  the  lease  I  will  re- 


tenant,  and 
right  of  brea&ing 

Bume  the  property."  I  have  some 
acquaintance  with  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission, and  I  am  persuaded  thht  if 
such  a  coarse  of  dealing  came  to  the 
knoirledge  of  the  Court  the  landlord 
would  retire  double-quick,  and  be  re- 
quired to  pay  full  costs.  If  the  Oourt 
OQco  got  an  idea  that  this  proceeding  of 
the  landlord  was  mala  Jim,  the  Court 
would  at  once  put  the  landlord  out  of 
court. 

MR.CHAN0E(Kilkenny,8.):  Where 
does  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man find  ready  monoy  paymenla  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  The  only  way  you  can 
sell  is  by  cash.  Nov,  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  before  he  left  the 
House,  referred  to  the  estate  of  Mrs. 
Otway.  He  thought  the  tenants  of  that 
estate  were  being  very  hardly  treated. 
I  do  not  absent  to  the  view  of  the  lav 
which  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
laid  down.  I  entirely  dispute  and  deny 
hb  proposition.  In  the  presence  of  many 
eminent  lawyers,  I  declare  that  if  a  ten- 
ant surrenders  a  field,  he  is  not  thereby 
converted  into  a  future  tenant. 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  :  Certainly. 

Hh.  GIBSON:  The  suggestion  that 
this  power  will  he  used  for  the  purpose 
of  oppressing  the  tenants,  will  be  used 
mala  fiit,  is  completely  got  rid  of  by  the 
intervention  of  tne  Court. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  have  been 
challenged  by  the  righthon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  with  reference  to  my 
statement  as  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  relations  with  his  tenants. 
If  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
will  refer  to   Question   7,S21,  he  will 

CoLOKBL  KING-HAEMAN  :  What 
is  the  date  ? 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  am  quoting 
from  the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  and 

gallant  Gentleman  given  before  the 
ommittee  of  the  ;^use  of  Lords  in 
1862. 

Colonel  KING  -  HAHMAN  :  The 
House  of  Lords  f 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  :    Tea.     If  the 

right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will 

refer  to  Question  7,S^1,  he  will  see  he 

was  asked  whether  before  the  agitation 

Mr.  Gihton 


he  was  not  on  good  terras  with  hit  tea- 
ants,  and  that  hs  answered — 


Then,  in  Questioa  7,522,  he  was  asked- 
■*  IfsT  I  ask  you  on  what  sort  of  tomi  jtt 
are  with  your  tenants  at  the  jtraeent  tine?" 

And  his  answer  was— 


But  I  pass  from  thia  incident. 

CoLOHBL  KING-HAItMAN :  PeAapi 
I  may  be  allowed  to  make  an  exphus- 
tion.  I  acknowledge  that  in  1882  I  hsd 
a  portmanteau  full  of  threatening  letten. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  previous  to  tbit 
time,  and  also  since  then,  I  have  been 
on  good  terms  with  my  tenants. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HHALY:  I  am  glad  to 
find  that,  notwithstanding  the  inttmids- 
tory  character  of  the  National  League, 
the  proceedings  of  the  League  have  not 
had  any  effect  on  the  two  extensive 
estates  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallast 
Gentleman. 

CoLosKL  KING -HAHMAN:  Nons 
whatever. 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  :  Allow  me  to 
say,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  the  words  ws 
propose  to  leave  out  were  inserted  bj 
the  Government  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  insertion  of  these  words  can  only 
have  one  effect.  If  these  tenants  desire 
a  revision  of  rent,  the  landlord  will 
threaten  to  resume  possession  for  tbo 
purpose  of  taming  the  holding  into  a 
home  farm.  Why  did  he  not  turn  the 
holding  into  a  home  farm  when  he  was 
letting  it  for  99  years,  or  999  years? 
Why  did  he  not  think  of  a  residence  for 
his  sisters  and  his  cousins  and  his  aunts 
when  he  was  letting  the  holding  for  a 
considerable  time  ?  There  is  no  answer 
to  our  argument.  Your  contention  is 
that  the  Irish  landlord  should  stand  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  ordinary  tenant, 
and  you  say  the  right  hon.  Qentlemao 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  was  not  ready  to  put  them 
on  an  equality  in  1881.  Once  you  make 
an  Irish  leaseholder  a  present  tenant  he 
wilt  be  subjected  to  all  these  diaabilittee. 
There  will  be  an  arrtire  p§n*ie  An  the 
landlord's  part,  and  anything  else  used 
fot  the  purpose  of  screwing  rent  out  of 
the  tenant.  The  tenant  is  subject  to 
the  right  of  resumption  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord  after  the  first  15  years,  and 
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I  ask  the  Houae  to  put  the  leaseholder 

00  a  parity  with  him. 
MB.CaANNING{Northftmpton,  E.): 

As  the  next  Amendment  in  m^  name  is 
praolically  identical  vith  this,  I  ask 
the  GaTOrnment  to  accept  the  prinoiple 
of  the  propoftal  novr  made.  The  right 
hon.and  laarned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
laod  has  told  us  that  the  landlord  s  will  not 
exercise  their  right  of  resumption;  but 
then  lahouldtilcetoknow  why  the  OoTem- 
ment  have  shown  such  great  anxiety  to 
retain  this  Amendment  which  was  intro- 
dnced  in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  seeme 
to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  made  a  very 
good  start  this  erening  in  announcing 
that  the  QoTeniment  were  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  leaseholder  in  the  uni- 
lateral, instead  of  the  bilateral  principle. 

1  would  ask  him  to  carry  out  the  principle 
in  this  clause.  By  refusing  this  Amend- 
ment, the  GoTernment  are  simply  in- 
sisting upon  the  hack-door  system  again. 
It  may  be  possible  for  the  landlords  to 
bay  out  their  tenants,  whalerer  their 
property  may  be  worth.     Under  the 

firesent  process  the  tenants  may  be  re- 
notaot  tor  this  right  of  resumption  to  be 
put  in  force,  yet  the  object  of  the  in- 
aistance  upon  this  right  is  perfectly  clear 
— namely,  that  the  landlords  may  hold  a 
threat  over  the  leaseholders  to  prerent 
their  getting  the  benefit  of  this  Act.  If 
the  OoTemment  are  sincere  in  their 
desire  to  give  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
to  the  most  deserving  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, I  ask  them  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BU88ELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  ^r  Ireland  whether 
be  agrees  with  the  law  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Korth  Longford  as  to  the  right 
of  resumption  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
tenant  ?  If  the  ordinary  tenant  is  safe 
for  15  years,  tben  the  whole  object  we 
have  is  to  put  the  leaseholder  in  the 
same  position  aa  the  ordinary  tenant.  I 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman below  the  Gangway,  that  the 
landlords  of  Inland  will  be  able  to 
show  the  Court  that  they  wish  to  have 
these  lands  for  hondfid*  purposes,  and  I 
am  not  quite  sure  that  they  will  be  able 
to  get  moneyoD  the  large  scale  which  will 
be  necessary  to  pay  the  tenants  to  go  out ; 
but  my  object  is  to  put  the  leaseholder 
in  the  aame  poiitioa  as  the  ordinuy 


tenant.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Ifem- 
her  for  North  Longford  is  right  in  his 
contention  as  to  the  &th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  that  there  la  no  right  of  re- 
sumption  at  the  creation  of  a  tenancy, 
but  that  it  would  bezin  at  the  close  of 
the  tenancy,  then  I  snail  feel  bound  to 
)ort  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
B.  GIBSON :  The  right  of  resump- 
tion given  to  the  landlord  on  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease  is  the  right  of  resump- 
tion found  in  another  part  of  the  Act. 
One  reason  for  it  is  that  the  landlord 
may  be  provided  with  a  residence  for 
himself;  another  reason  is  that  a  home 
farm  may  be  established ;  and  a  third 
reason  is  that  he  may  bo  able  to  pro- 
vide a  reeidenoe  for  members  of  bta 
family — a  residence  for  which  he  makee 
a  specific  proposition  before  the  Court. 
That  resumption  must  be  within  three 
months  after  the  lease  drops. 

Mb.  I.  M.  HEA.lt  :  That  is  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  of  the  Court,  and  not 
according  to  the  Act. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  It  is  equally  binding. 
The  position  of  the  ordinary  tenancy  is 
that  the  tenant  ig  not  subject  to  having 
his  holding  taken  away  from  him  for 
any  single  one  of  the  objects  mentioned 
in  Section  21.  I  want  to  make  this  quite 
clear.  He  cannot  have  his  holding  taken 
away  from  him  to  provide  a  residence 
for  the  landlord,  hecannot  have  it  taken 
away  from  him  to  provide  a  home  farm, 
and  he  cannot  have  it  taken  away  from 
him  to  provide  a  reetdence  for  any  mem- 
ber of  the  landlord's  family;  but  the 
Court  may  direot  that  the  holding,  or 
part  of  the  holding,  may  be  sold  for  full 
value  for  certain  purposes  connected 
with  the  good  of  the  estate.  \litUrrvp' 
lion.']  Hon.  Gentlemen  below  tne  Gang- 
way may  rest  assured  that  I  am  not 
going  to  forget  what  the  law  is. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  are  speak- 
log  amongst  ourselves,  and  not  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  have 
to  complain  of  my  statement  of  the  taw. 
In  the  section  that  deals  with  the  matter 
of  resumption  as  regards  present  tenan- 
cies, these  provisions  are  to  be  found. 
The  landloi^,  during  the  continuance  of 
any  staturory  term,  may  apply  to  the 
Court,  and  the  Court  may,  if  it  is  satis- 
fied that  the  landlord  is  desirous  of  re- 
suming the  holding,  or  part  of  it,  for 
some  UBofal  purpose  relating  to  the  good 
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of  the  estate  or  holdiog',  including  the 
nee  of  the  ground  ae  building  ground, 
or  for  the  benefit  of  labourers  in  the 
•vay  of  cottage  gardens  or  allotments,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  building  churches, 
echooU,  diapenBaries,  scboolm asters'  resi- 
dences, and  BO  on,  may  authorize  the 
resumption  of  the  land  for  such  purpose, 
on  full  compensation  being  paid.  In 
Section  8  there  is  a  provision  that  the 
landlord  may  reeume,-for  some  purposes 
mentioned  in  the  previous  section,  but 
not  for  all  of  them,  for  the  good  of  the 
astate.  This  pover  is  not 
exercised — the  power  of  resumpti 
the  good  of  the  estate  or  of  the  holding 
— for  the  first  statutory  term  in  cercaia 
oases.  The  law,  tberefore,  is  that,  as  re- 
gards some  purposes  for  which  resump- 
tion is  authorized  under  Section  5,  it 
is  not  to  be  exercised  during  the  first 
statutory  term,  but  after  the  expiration 
of  the  j  udicial  lease. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Where  an  ordinary 
tenant  from  year  to  year  lias  had  a 
judiual  rent  fixed,  then  for  the  first  16 
years  of  the  judicial  term,  for  no  purpose 
whatever  under  the  sun,  be  it  for  the 
good  of  the  holding,  or  for  the  formation 
of  a  home  farm,  or  for  anything  else, 
can  the  landlord  touch  one  inch  of  the 
men's  land.  That  is  a  plain  statement. 
In  the  case  of  leaseholdtjrs  under  this 
Act,  the  very  day  after  thejudicial  rent 
has  been  fixed,  if  he  likea,  the  landlord 
can  resume  poBeession  of  the  holding, 
or  part  of  the  holding,  for  at  least  three 
puiposes. 

Ma.  QIBSON :  The  dilficulty  now 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kilkenny  does  not  apply  at  all,  be- 
cause Section  8  onl^  applies  to  the  action 
of  the  landlord  dunng  the  judicial  term. 
The  judicial  term  in  respect  of  present 
tenants  created  under  the  Ist  section 
may  not  be,  and  probably  will  not  be, 
created  until  many  months  hence — pro- 
bably not  until  six  or  eight  months 
hence — because  there  are  already  many 
oases  to  he  provided  for.  This  provision 
as  to  the  judicial  term  could  notoome 
into  operation,  because  during  that 
period  of  six  months  the  tenants  would 
not  be  judicial  tenants,  but  present 
tenants.  During  that  period  of  six 
months,  of  course,  they  will  be  entirely 
unprotected  as  regards  this  protection 
in  every  view  of  the  case.  The  appli- 
cation for  resamptioQ  must  he  made 
within  three  monms,  and  I  do  not  see 
Mr.  eihoH 


how  any  extension  of  the  principle  re- 
ferred to  can  get  rid  of  that  difficulty. 

Mb.  T.  H.  HEALY  :  Bead  the  rule 
relating  to  the  three  months. 

Ma.  GIBSON:  I  will  do  bo  with 
pleasure. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  When  this 
discussion  started,  I  was  rather  prqn- 
diced  against  the  view  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  below  the  Gangway.  My  desire 
is  to  place  leaseholders  in  the  posiUon 
of  ordinaiy  tenants,  so  as  to  make  cer- 
tain that  they  cannot  be  interfered  with 
duringthe  statutory  period.  ITnderthe 
circumstanoes,  I  shall  be  bound  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  Member  for  North  Poae- 

^Vb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolveiv 
hampton,  E.) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  a  leaseholder,  having  broken 
his  lease  under  the  1st  clause  of  this 
Bill,  and  having  become  a  present 
tenant,  would  not  be  subject  to  all  the 
provisions  of  both  the  6th  and  8th  sec- 
tions? If  that  is  so,  the  leaseholder 
would  be  sul^ect  to  all  the  rights  of 
resumption.  £ut  if  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  is 
rejected,  the  leaseholder  would  be  sub- 
jected to  these  further  differences — he 
might,  in  addition  to  the  rights  of  re- 
sumption provided  for  by  Sections  5  and 
8,  also  be  subjected  to  the  conditions  of 
resumption  of  the  21st  section.  The 
whole  reason  and  ground  and  founda- 
tion of  this  section  is  that  the  lease- 
bolder  is  unable  to  pay  the  existing  rent 
of  his  holding  under  his  lease.  You  are 
going  to  give  him  the  benefit  of  this 
new  Act  in  order  to  relieve  him  of  an 
extravagant  rent,  and  to  put  him  on  the 
same  level  as  other  Irish  tenants.  Why 
should  yon  put  on  him  the  other  burden 
of  having  his  tenancy  terminated  at  the 
will  of  the  lessor,  for  the  purpose  of 
finding  a  residence  for  his  family  or  some 
other  object  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  I 
migbt  suggest  an  arrangement  which 
would  meet  the  equity  of  the  case.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  has  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee  that  during  the  first 
15  years,  the  statutory  term,  the  famd 
should  not  he  resumed  for  any  porpOMS 
In  the  speech  I  made  on  the  An  ' 
ment,  I  pointed  out,  on  mj  . 
that  it  would  be  exceedingly  j 
deprive  the  landlord  of  tha  r 
reserved  by  the  Act  now  ii 
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link  we  might  make  some  arrange- 
lentof  this  kind,  that  if  a  lease  ter- 
kinated  vithin  the  statutory  term  of  1 S 
ears— if  it  naturally  so  terminated — 
le  landlord  should  hare  the  right  of 
Mumption,  but  that  if  the  natural  ter- 
linatiou  of  the  leaasvaa  beyond  the  Id 
ears,  but  if  the  lease  be  nov  broken 
e  should  have  no  power  of  resumption 
Dtil  the  15  years  term  comee  to  an  end. 
fntil  the  expiration  of  the  first  IS  years 
lere  should  be  no  power  of  resumption 
f  any  kind. 

Mr.  I.  H.  HEALT :  I  recogniie  the 
pint  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
.  inclined  to  approach  the  subject,  but 
light  I  venture  to  point  out  to  him  that 
lere  is  no  principle  in  the  suggestion  he 
as  made.  I  believe  we  ate  at  one  upon 
le  main  point,  and*  I  think,  while  we 
re  about  this,  we  should  act  liberally 
ad  with  a  free  grace.  What  you  are 
oiiig  to  provide  is  this — that  if  yonr 
lase  is  timed  to  expire  15  years  from 
3w,  that  is  to  say,  in  1902,  then  in 
lat  year  the  landlord  is  to  have  the 
ght  of  resumption.  But  fancy  the 
rievance  which  a  man  living  next  door 
>  the  tenant  whose  lease  was  to  expire 
I  1902  might  have.     You  might  have 

man  on  the  other  side  of  the  fence 
ho,  because  his  lease  expires  in  1903, 
ould  not  have  the  privileges  extended 
'  the  other  leaseholder. 
M».  A.  J.  BALFOXJE :  Those  of  us 
bo  are  acquainted  with  the  Act  of  1881 
ill  have  seen  that  there  are  two  distinot 
uses  of  ground  upon  which  resump- 
>n  is  possible — one  olass  of  ground  is 
tttemplated  when  a  lease  falls,  and  one 

the  case  of  tenancy  continues  from 
lar  to  year.  I  would  propose  that 
ere  should  be  no  power  of  resumption 

any  kind  during  the  first  IS  years — 
imely,  the  statutory  term — bat  that 
ter  that  term  the  landlord  of  a  ten- 
icy  under  a  lease  should  have  power 

resumption  not  only  for  purposes 
entioned  in  the  21st  section  of  the  Act, 
it  also  for  the  purposes  contemplated 
'  that  portion  of  the  Act  which  deals 
ith  a  resumption  at  the  end  of  the 
ase. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT :  The  right  hon. 
mtleman  proposes  to  provide  that, 
ter  the  statutory  term  is  fixed,  and  for 

years  afterwards,  this  power  of  re- 
mption  shall  not  arise,  and  shall  only 
ise  after  the  first  statutory  term  f 


Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  Yes,  that  is 
so. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Subject,  of 
course,  to  all  other  restrictions  of  the 
Court  and  bo  on. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Do  we  understand  that 
this  power  of  resumption  will  not  coma 
into  operation  at  all  until  IS  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes. 

Mn.  DILLON  :  The  leaseholders  are 
to  stand  in  the  same  position  as  the  ordi- 
nary tenant  until  the  expiration  of  15 
years  after  they  have  applied  to  the 
Court  P 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOtTR:  Tea;  until 
IS  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
there  will  be  no  power  of  resumption. 
That  power  will  only  be  exercisahle  16 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTT:  Or  from  the  date 
of  the  application  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  Tes;  from 
the  date  of  the  application.  The  land- 
lord will  have  power  to  resume  for  all 
the  purposes  contemplated  by  that  por- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1681  dealing  with 
tenancies  from  year  to  year,  and  all 
those  portions  dealing  wi^  the  resump- 
tion at  the  end  of  the  tenancy. 

Mb.  PABNBLL(Oork):  It  is  scarcely 
worth  while  going  over  the  points  that 
divide  us  now ;  out  I  trust  that  the 
Qovemmeot,  in  the  interval  that  will 
elapse,  will  consider  that  after  the  lease- 
holder has  obtained  his  statutory  term, 
the  power  of  resumption  in  respect  of 
that  leaseholder — namely,  the  statutory 
tenant — may  not  meet  the  power  given 
to  the  leaseholders. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Boesendale):  Ido  not  rise  to 
putanyobstacleintheway  of  anyagree- 
menttbat  has  been  arrived  at ;  but  I  think 
the  Government,  when  considering  the 
Amendment  put  down,  will  think  it  may 
be  desirable  to  consider  a  case  with 
which  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  will  have  any  par- 
ticular sympathy,  but  in  which  some 
injustice  might  be  done.  The  class  of 
cases  to  which  I  refer  are  not  a  numerous 
clsss;  but  atill  there  are  cases  where 
demesne  lands  have  been  held  under 
certain  ciroumstanoes  for  a  definite  short 
period — for  instance,  during  a  minority. 
I  refer  to  oases  where  a  demesne  has 
been  let  on  the  understanding  that  it 
will  be  reaomed  on  the  expiration  of  the 


>v  Google 


1»67  Iriih  Zmi  fOOHHONSt 

iMae.  In  tbis  mm  the  toDant  ma;  hftvo 
a  perfect  right  to  come  into  Court,  and 
have  his  rent  revised. 
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all. 

Ths  MARQtrzBS  OF  HABTINQTON : 
I  do  not  profess  to  be  well  aoqu&inted 
with  the  law  on  this  anbject;  but  it 
appeared  to  me  that,  under  the  proposal 
made,  a  tenant  who  has  taken  a  lease 
on  a  different  understanding  from  that 
oontemplated  b;  hon.  Members,  would 
have  the  benefit  of  the  olauee  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  They  wiU  not 
come  under  the  Act  at  all. 

The  Mabqitbss  of  HABTINaTOIf : 
It  appears  to  me  that,  under  the  pro- 

Eosal  made,  the  tenant  who  has  taken  a 
)ase  on  a  definite  understanding  that 
he  will  have  to  resign  at  the  expiration 
of  the  fixed  period,  may  find  himself  in 
the  position  of  a  judicial  tenant  with  an 
addition  of  10  years  to  the  lease  which 
he  originally  undertook.  If  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  are  right  in  their  statement  that 
snob  a  tenant  will  not  come  under  the 
Act,  it  will  be  unnecessary  to  take  this 
case  into  consideration;  but  if  that  is  not 
the  case,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  case 
of  such  a  tenant  must  be  taken  into 
account. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  the  noble 
Marqness  wishes  us  to  support  the  view 
that  such  tenants  as  he  speaks  of  should 
hare  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  I,  for  one, 
shall  be  very  happy  to  support  him. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
The  next  Amendment  is  oonsequentiaL 
I  move  to  leave  out  certain  words  be- 
cause the  clause  will  not  read  with 
another  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  The  clause  will 
read  vei;  well  without  these  words  in  line 
H,  from  "resumption"  to  "Act"  In 
line  IS.  I  beg  to  move  that  these  words 
be  atouok  out, 

Amoidment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  "re- 
sumption" to  "Act,"  in  line  15.— 
{Mr.  ffLoluTty.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  lert  out  stand  part  ot  the 
Olanse,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Mb.  I.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  next  Amendment  also  is  oonsequen- 
The  Jiarjiuu  of  Sartinf/ton 


tial — namely,  in  line  14,  to  leave  oat  the 
woi-ds  "  passing  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  lines 
14  and  Id,  leave  out  "passing  of  this 
Act."— ;jfr.  T.  M.  ffealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,"  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Me.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland}:  I  beg  to  move  thn  next 
Amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  point  hu 
already  been  decided. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  "With  aU 
respect  to  yoa.  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
several  points  sought  to  be  included  in 
this  Amendment  which  were  not  re- 
ferred to  in  the  previous  Amendment 
The  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
dealt  with  restrictions  as  to  tillage  ;  but 
I  would  point  out  that  in  these  leases 
there  are  also  restrictions  aa  to  the 
selling  of  hay  and  straw,  and  the  rota- 
tion of  the  crops,  and  rights  of  turbaiy, 
and  other  conditions  altogether  different 
to  the  restraints  in  respect  of  tillage. 
With  alt  respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  wonld 
submit  that  lought  not  to  be  excluded 
from  the  right  of  proporing  the  residuum 
of  these  reatrictions  umpty  because  tha 
Committee  has  decided  against  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  IViend  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  tillage. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  reconstmot  his  Amendment 
then.  As  it  stands  it  will  not  be  admis- 
sib  Is. 

He.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  should  be 
glad,  Sir,  if  you  would  point  out  to  ne 
how  it  oi^ht  to  be  amended  in  order  to 
make  it  admissible  f 

[No  reply.! 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  am  very 
son;,  Sir,  but  I  shall  be  obliged  to  raise 
the  qnestion  again  on  Report. 

A  statement  was  here  made  to  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'CoKHOB  by  an  hon.  Member  sitting 
near  him. 

Me.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  beUeve, 
Sir,  we  can  put  it  this  way,  aa  an  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  suggests — by  insertiog 
after  my  Amendment  these  words— 
"  Save  and  except  a  condition  in  ro- 
straiot  of  tillage/'  I  believe.  Sir,  the 
addition  of  those  words  would  meet  your 
objection.  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
Government— and  I  have  hopes  that  they 
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will  Moept  my  Amendment— that  &  leue- 
holder  beoomea  practically,  to  all  iutents 
aod  purposes,  the  owner  of  hiB  holding 
on  perpetuitjafter  this  clause  has  paaaea 
into  law.  Well,  under  these  ciroum- 
atancea,  I  wish  to  ask  the  OoTemment  if 
anj'thing  can  be  more  unreasonable  than 
to  impose  upon  a  man,  practically  the 
proprietor  of  the  soil,  those  conditions 
vliiob  were  oonsiderad  oecessary  when 
his  occupation  of  the  soil  was  dependent 
entirely  upon  the  will  of  his  landlord  and 
upon  toe  conditions  of  his  lease  ?  I  do 
not  think  the  Committee  has  a  full  con- 
oeption  of  the  odious  and  embarrassing 
and  unnecessary  conditions  which  are 
imposed  in  these  leasu.  For  instance, 
I  would  mention  at  this  point  one  case 
in  favour  of  tbe  admissibility  of  my 
Amendment.  There  is  a  condition  in 
Berersl  leases  thataleaseholdershouldnot 
bo  allowed  to  sell  his  bay  or  straw.  [/»- 
brrKpttM.]  Well,  my  hon.  Friend  below 
me  tells  me  that  one  of  the  conditions  in 
eome  of  these  leases  is  that  a  leaseholder 
should  not  be  allowed  to  marry  a  Papist. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  opposite,  whom  I  see  smiling,  would 
be  desirous  of  retaining  that  condition. 
I  do  not  suppose  be  would  consider  that 
the  faith  of  bis  co-religionists  would  be 
BO  imperilled  by  their  having  Catholic 
wives  that  be  would  be  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  snoh  «  condition.  But  I 
put  it  to  the  Government,  whether  there 
u  any  reason  why  a  man,  who  is  prac- 
tically tbe  owner  of  his  farm,  should 
ooatinne  to  be  hampered  by  these  obso- 
lete conditions  ?  There  are  other  con- 
ations— for  instance,  there  is  a  condition 
in  some  leases  with  regard  to  the  rota- 
tion of  orops.  I  certainly  should  say 
that  the  wisest  oourse  would  be  to  leave 
to  the  man  who  has  to  make  his  living 
on  the  farm  an  absolute  discretion  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  should  <.-rop  the 
•oil.  After  all,  the  farmer  is  the  best 
judge  of  how  this  should  be  done;  and 
to  ask  the  man,  who,  under  this  clause, 
is  merely  a  rent-charger,  to  decide  for 
the  person  who  is  the  real  occupier  and 
owner  of  tbe  soil,  what  crops  should  be 
put  in,  and  how  they  should  be  put  in,  is 
not  only  an  odious,  but  an  embarrassing 
oonditioo.  Then  there  are  the  rights  of 
turbary.  Under  the  Land  Act  of  IB81, 
the  present  tenant  is  allowed  to  take  as 
large  turbary  as  is  required  for  bis  own 
use.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  I 
am  coiroot  in  the  statement  of  tbe  law ; 


but  I  understand  that  if  this  Amend. 
ment  is  not  accepted,  the  leaseholder 
will  be  deprived  of  the  rights  of  turbary 
which  belong  to  every  other  class  of 
tenant  except  tbe  leaseholder.  I  put  it 
strongly  to  the  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  thinks  the  lease* 
holders  should  be  hampered  in  the  mat- 
tor  of  turbary  in  a  way  in  which  other 
tenants  are  not?  I  think  the  fair  prin- 
ciple that  the  Government  should  accept 
in  the  case  of  the  leaseholder  is,  so  far 
as  is  practicable,  to  put  him  in  the  same 
condition  as  the  present  tenant.  If  this 
Amendment  is  not  accepted,  tbe  lease- 
holder will  be  put  in  a  much  inferior 
position  to  tbe  tenant  from  year  to  year. 
I  trust  that  is  noi  the  intention  of  the 
Government;  and,  therefore,  I  strongly, 
but  respectfully,  <jaim  that  my  Amend- 
ment should  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  paga  1,  line  17,  after  the  word  "year," 
to  insert  tha  words  "  Freed  from  any  of  the 
oonditions  or  covenaata  special  to  the  lewe  sod 
not  ordinarily  implied  in  a  tenancy  from  year 
to  year,  Mve  ana  except  the  condition  in  re> 
straiot^f  tillage."— (Jfr.  T.  P.  O'Caniar.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECRETAET  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J,  BALFOoa)  (Ifanohes- 
ter,  E.) :  The  words,  as  they  are  put, 
are  not  those  which  appear  on  tbe 
Paper. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  That  is  so— cer- 
tain words  have  been  added. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  bad  to  put 
in  those  words,  because  tbe  Committee 
had  already  decided  to  retain  for  the 
landlords  tbe  conditions  contained  in 
restraint  of  tillage. 

Mk.  TUITE  ^Westmeatb,  N.):  I 
desire  to  support  the  Amendment  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool ;  and,  in  proof  of  his 
statement,  I  may  say  that  I  hold  in  my 
hand  an  agreement  between  on  Irish 
landlord  and  his  tenant,  where  the  ten- 
ant has  agreed  not  to  grow  a  meadow  on 
the  laud  under  a  penalty  of  £30  for 
every  acre  tilled  and  meadowed.  A  large 
number  of  such  cases  exist  in  certain 
counties,  and  it  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  many  tenants  if  the  Government 
would  agree  to  accept  this  Amendment, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  As  I  under- 
stand  the  Amendment,  it  leaves  ont  of 
{Firtt  J\r^A&] 
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account  certain  classes  of  reEtrictiona 
and  deals  with  anothar  elass.  I  take  it 
we  louit  take  our  stand  on  the  broad 
principle  laid  down  in  the  ActoflBSl 
— namely,  that  the  conditions  o(  leases 
are  to  last.  Tbo  hon.  Qentleman  oppo- 
site appears  to  think  that  the  Act  will 
pnt  a  tenant  who  has  been  a  lease- 
holder, and  has  become  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year,  in  a  different  position  to 
those  persona  who  are  tenants  from 
year  to  year  without  having  been  lease- 
holders. That  is  not  so.  The  tenant 
from  year  to  year  remains  subject  to 
all  tho  conditions  upon  which  he  held 
his  holding  before  the  Act  waa  passed. 
It  IS  trae  there  may  be  cases  in  which 
the  restrictions  are  useless;  but  there 
are  also  conditions  which  are  vital  in 
retaining  the  value  of  the  holding.  The 
hon.  Qentleman,  as  I  pointed  out  before, 
in  respect  to  the  previous  Amendment, 
is  entirely  wrong  in  alleging  that  the 
tenant  is  a  freeholder.  If,  by  bad  cnl- 
tivntion  of  land,  the  tenant  is  unable  to 
pay  his  rent,  then  the  landlord  neces- 
sarily bos  to  resume  the  land,  and,  in 
common  justice,  ^e  ought  to  leave  him 
in  such  a  position  as  to  enable  him  to 
resume  the  land  in  no  worse  condition 
than  it  was  when  he  let  it. 

Me.  MAHONT  (Moath,  N.);  May  I 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  tor  Ireland  that  a 
tenant  is  debarred  by  Statute  from  com- 
mitting persistent  waste.  All  tenants 
who  come  under  a  judicial  rent  have 
certain  statutory  conditions  applied  to 
tbem,  by  which  tbey  are  bound;  and 
unless  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  accepts 
this  Amendment  he  wilt  do,  so  far  as  I 
can  see,  what  be  professes  not  to  bo 
anxious  to  do — h«  will  put  leaseholders 
under  more  unfavourable  conditions 
than  the  ordinary  statutory  tenants. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  made  a 
statement  just  now  as  to  which  I  should 
like  to  have  further  elucidation  b;  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  all 
ordinary  tenants  &om  year  to  year  who 
become  judicial  tenants  are  bound  by 
the  terms  of  their  tenancy  while  they 
are  yearly  tenants,  because,  if  that  is 
the  case,  I  do  not  know  whether  these 
statutory  conditions  are  introduced  into 
tbeActof  USl  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BAUX)nB :  In  extension 
of  the  statutory  conditaona. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Qisson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton):  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  what  is  the  law  upon  tbis 
point.  Every  contract  of  tenancygovem- 
ing  a  yearly  tenancy  is  in  full  force  save 
so  far  as  it  is  necessarily  inconsistent 
with  tbo  special  statutory  terms  which 
are  laid  down  in  this  Act  of   Parlia- 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
May  I  ask  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  how,  in  his  opinion,  a  cove- 
nant in  a  lease,  not  governed  by  a  statu- 
tory term,  can  be  enforced  when  a  statu- 
tory term  bos  been  set  up  ? 

Ms.  GIBSON  :  It  could  be  enforced 
in  the  ordinary  way  all  contracts  are 
enforced.  No  doubt,  there  is  greater 
difficulty  in  enforcing  a  covenant  in  Ire- 
land than  elsewhere;  but  it  would  be 
enforced  by  bringing  an  action  against 
the  tenant,  or  bringing  a  suit  in  Chan- 
cery. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  If,  in  an 
existing  lease,  there  is  a  covenant  and 
condition,  say,  against  breaking  up 
more  than  a  certain  quantity  of  land, 
tbe  landlord  can  enforce  the  covenant 
without  bringing  an  action  for  ejeot- 
ment.  Does  the  right  hon,  and  learned 
Qentleman  contend  that  the  same  state 
of  things  will  exist  if  the  lease  has  been 
broken,  and  if  a  statutory  tenancy  has 
been  fixed  ?  I  think  he  will  not  con- 
tend that ;  and  I  will  refer  him  to  the 
fith  section  of  tbe  Land  Act  of  1801, 
which  expressly  indicates  that  a  tenant 
shall  not  be  compelled  to  quit  his  hold- 
ing for  any  reasons  except  a  breach  of 
the  statutory  conditions.     It  is  perfectly 

filain,  from  that  section,  that  if  there  is  a 
ease  which  contains  a  condition  against 
breaking  up  more  than  a  certain  quan- 
tity  of  land,  and  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act  the  lessee  got  his  lease  broken, 
and  went  into  Court  and  got  a  fair  rent 
fixed — I  say  it  is  perfectly  plain  that, 
having  regard  to  Section  5  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  all  power  of  enforcing  tbe 
condition  by  ejectment  would  cease. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, Ac):  I  think  the  Government 
are  bound  to  make  some  concession  iu 
this  matter.  It  is  notorious  that  leatea 
contain  vexatious  covenants,  quite  inoon- 
eistent  with  the  requirements  of  modem 
agriculture.  When  yon  give  a  man 
praotioal  fixity  of  tenure,  it  Beemaperfeetfy 
vexatious   to  maintain  all  the  old  re- 
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Ma.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Theright  hon . 
and  leamed  Oentleman  the  Attomej 
General  for  Ireland  has  just  replied  to  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  remedies  a 
landlord  will  have  against  a  lessee  who 
obtained  a  statatorj  tenancy  under  the 
Bill  now  under  consideration.  He  has  told 
US  tkat  if  euoh  a  tenant  broke  an;  con- 
ditions of  the  lease  which  are  preserved 
hj  this  Bill,  the  landlord  would  have 
two  remedies.  He  would  hare  a  rempdy 
by  ejectment,  or  he  could  proceed  by 
action  against  the  tenant  tor  damages. 
Kay  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  what 
remedy  the  landlord  would  have  against 
a  statutory  tenant  under  tho  Act  of  166] 
who  had  a  statutory  lease,  and  who  broke 
any  of  the  conditions  which  were  inci- 
dental to  his  previous  tenancy,  that 
tenancy  being  a  yearly  tenancy  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  By  action  or  by  suit? 

Mr.  FABNELL  :  I  understand  that 
the  landlord  has  a  different  and  an 
additional  remedy  in  the  case  of  a  lease- 
holder for  breach  of  condition  incidental 
to  the  statutory  term  other  than  that 
which  he  possesses  in  the  case  of  a 
statutory  tenancy,  and  our  contention  is 
that  the  tenant  who  obtains  a  statutory 
tenancy  under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  the 
tenant  who  becomes  a  statutory  tenant 
under  this  Bill,  should  be  in  the  same 
position  when  they  have  obtained  their 
statutory  tenancy.  I  think  that  is  a  vetr 
simple  proposition,  and  I  think  it  is 
capable  of  an  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment, Yes  or  No.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  pointed  out  that  there  is  a 
vital  difference  between  the  right  of  the 
landlord  as  regards  hts  remedy  in  the 
case  of  a  leaseholder  who  becomes  a 
statutory  tenant,  and  in  the  case  of  an 
ordinary  tenant  who  becomes  a  statutory 
tenant.  We  know  that  an  action  at  law 
is  not  an  effective  right,  but  that  pro- 
ceeding in  ejectment  against  a  tenant 
is  very  effective.  I  should  like  the  two 
olaaaea  of  tenants  to  be  put  on  an  equal 
footing;  and  I  wish  to  say  in  reference 
to  this  matter  that  this  is  the  first  time 
we  have  beard  that  the  landlord  is  given 
the  right  of  action  against  a  tenant 
holding  nnder  a  present  tenancy,  who 
has  been  a  tenant  from  year  tc  yaar,  in 


case  a  breach  of  conditions  other  than 
those  contained  in  the  Sth  section  of 
the  Act  of  1881.  It  is  entirely  now  to 
my  legal  Friends  amongst  whom  I  sit, 
and  we  ore  inclined  to  demur  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
opinions.  Even  it  his  opinion  is  correct 
there  still  remains  a  difference  between 
the  two  classes  of  tenants.  If  we  refrain 
from  pressing  him  any  further  in  respect 
of  this,  will  the  Government  consider 
the  desirability  of  bringing  up  a  new 
clause  making  the  condition  of  a  lease- 
holder who  becomes  a  statutory  tenant 
under  this  Bill  the  same  as  that  of  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year  who  has 
obtained  a  statutory  term  or  tenancy 
under  the  Act  of  1861  ?  This  is  a  very 
simple  proposition,  and  I  think  it  is 
one  which  the  Government  ought  to  say 
Yes  or  No  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  had  the  temerity  a  moment  ago  to 
differ  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Attorney  General  tor 
Ireland,  and  in  spite  of  his  position  I 
maintain  my  point.  The  Government 
propose  to  put  in  the  Bill  a  proposition 
that  the  landlord  may  resume,  at  the 
end  of  Ifi  yeaTS,under  certain  conditions. 
It  is  not  proposed  that  the  Act  shall  be 
precise  aa  to  whether  the  restrictionB  ia 
the  lease  are  to  continue  or  not,  and 
therefore  the  landlord  will  go  into  Court 
and  arguethat  Parliament  intended  these 
restrictions  to  be  kept  alive  in  full 
vigour,  because  at  the  end  of  19  years 
a  landlord  has  a  right  to  resume.  Let 
us  suppose  that  the  landlord  is  to  have 
the  right  of  proceeding  by  injunction 
against  the  tenant,  say,  for  breaking  up 
a  j»rtion  of  pastore.  A  tenant  may 
desire  to  break  up  land  for  one  reason 
or  another,  and  if  ne  does  so  the  landlord 
will  fire  an  injunction  at  him ;  he  will 
bring  the  tenant  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  will  possibly  heap  up  costs  to 
the  tune  of  £100,  and  will  keep  in  full 
vigour  all  the  obnoxious  provisions  of  the 
lease.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  tor  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  baa  been  taunted  that  he 
would  not  grant  the  benefits  of  hie  Act 
to  leaseholdera.  I  say  that  you  are  not 
prepared  to  let  leaseholdera  in  the  Act. 
You  are  not  prepared  to  loyally  and 
frankly  and  openly  let  leaseholders 
receive  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
Under  the  ciroomstanoes,  you  are  not 
giving  a  ftea  and  ftank  and  generous 


3,Nzed.yGOOgIe 


1S7S 


MtltZmi 


fOOlOfOKS} 


Laa  Bill. 


Wd 


boon  to  the  Irish  leaseholders,  as  you 
vould  do  if  you  put  them  on  a  par  with 
present  tenaota.  I  trust  that  in  this 
matter  the  GoTemment  will  see  their 
way  to  allow  leaseholders  to  receive  the 
same  benefits  ordinary  tenants  receive. 

Hb.  Skrjeakt  madden  (Dublin 
University) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  in  a 
few  words  to  say  why  I  think  it  is  just 
and  lair  a  leaseholder  should  be  ad- 
mitted as  a  present  yearly  tenant,  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  his  lease.  It  seems 
to  be  assumed  by  the  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite  that  all  yearly  tenants  under 
the  Act  of  1861  hold  under  a  uniform 
tenancy.  That  is  not  so,  and  that  I 
think  is  a  fallacy  underlying  all  the 
arguments  addressed  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  Yon  may  have  a  yearly 
lenant,  you  may  have  a  tenant  under  a 
lease,  you  may  have  any  contract  you 
like ;  but  the  general  law  is  that,  on  the 
expiiy  of  a  lease,  if  the  tenant  holds 
he  holds  on  subject  to  the  conditions  in 
his  lease,  so  far  as  they  are  not  incon- 
sistent with  a.  yearly  tenancy.  I  fail  to 
see,  when  for  certain  reasons  not  con- 
nected with  the  conditions  of  the  lease, 
but  for  reasons  connected  with  the  re- 
adjustment of  rent,  you  come  to  the  con- 
dnaion  that  it  is  just  and  fair  to  put  a. 
leaseholder  into  the  position  of  a  yearly 
tenant,  why  you  should  put  him  into  a 
position  of  a  yearly  tenant  who  had  been 
admitted  withoutauy  special  stipulations. 
It  is  asked  what  is  the  position  of  the 
landlord  ;  what  are  his  remedies  ?  We 
all  know  that  in  Ireland  it  is  a  very 
usual  thing  to  have  conditions  relating 
to  a  breaon  of  covenants  in  a  lease.  A 
landlord  is  not  without  bis  remedy,  and 
he  ehould  not  be.  He  will  have  two 
remedies.  He  has  the  right  to  bring  an 
action  at  law,  or  be  will  have  a  remedy 
by  an  injunction  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. It  appears  to  me  that  it  does  not 
follow  from  the  mere  fact  that  you  con- 
eider  it  right  there  should  be  a  readjust- 
ment of  rent,  that  you  must  reduce  all 
present  tenancies  to  one  dead  level. 

Mr.  OHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  We 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  perfectly 
well  aware  that  tenants  from  year  to 
year,  who  had  no  statutory  rents  fixed, 
were  subjoot  to  certain  oonditionB,  and 
that  those  conditions  varied  very  often  ; 
but  what  we  were  not  aware  of  is  this, 
that  when  a  tenant  went  into  Court  and 
had  a  &iz  rent  fixed,  not  only  did  he 
render  himself  mbject  to  a  very  complete 


and  drastic  set  of  statutory  conditions, 
but  to  all  the  old  conditions  of  his 
previous  tenancy ;  we  were  not  aware 
that  all  these  old  conditions,  be  they 
reasonable  or  unreasonable,  were  placed 
upon  his  bock.  Now,  Sir,  we  deny  that 
that  has  ever  been  laid  down  as  the  law 
of  the  land  by  any  competent  Court.  It 
is  an  alarming  thing  to  find  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  for  Ireland  takes  that  view  of 
the  law.  I  think  the  Committee  ought 
to  look  about  themselves,  and  while 
there  is  yet  time  ought  to  prevent  that 
double  burden  being  laid  on  the  bac^  of 
the  unfortunate  tenants  of  Ireland.  The 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  has  argued  the  whole  of 
this  question  as  if  the  coniUtions  in  the 
Aetof  1881  were  completely  ineffective, 
and  as  if  none  of  those  conditions  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  as  if  tenants  will  be  likely  to 
break  up  the  land,  and  ae  it  were  scourge 
the  land.  That  is  a  complete  fallacy. 
If  Members  of  this  Committee  will  look 
at  the  Act  of  1881  they  will  see  that  a 
complete  and  drastic  sot  of  conditions 
are  imposed  by  the  5th  section  of  that 
Statute,  they  will  see  that  a  tenant  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  commit  waste  of  the 
holding  or  of  the  soil,  and  that  if  he  does 
commit  waste  of  the  soil  he  con  be 
ejected  on  tfae  spot  without  pecuniary 
compensation ;  that  he  shall  not  sub-let, 
that  he  shall  not  become  bankrupt,  but 
that  he  shall  allow  the  landlord  to  go 
in  and  exercise  a  number  of  rights  such 
as  opening  up  mines  and  quarries  and 
taking  timber,  and  such  as  hunting, 
shooting,  and  fishing.  Our  allegation 
is  that  by  that  5th  section,  or  in  that 
8th  section,  yon  have  every  reasonable 
power,  if  not  drastic  powers.  In  reali^ 
what  the  Committee  is  asked  to  do  is  to 
allow  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland  to 
add  to  this  drastic  set  of  conditions 
another  set  of  conditions  which  would  be 
unreasonable  and  improper.  Amend- 
ments ought  to  be  introduced  in  order  to 
prevent  this  second  set  of  conditions 
being  put  upon  the  backs  of  the  unfor- 
tunate tenants  of  Ireland. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALT  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  opposite  are  very 
dogmatic  as  to  the  continuance  of  the 
conditions  in  a  lease  after  a  fair  rent  has 
been  fixed,  and  after  a  statutory  term 
has  been  given.  Whatever  their  opinions 
may  be  their  opinions  bars  not  up  to 
the  present  time  received  any  judicial 
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Mnotion  in  Ireland.  So  far  oa  the 
deoiaion  of  the  Irish  Courts  have  gone 
Dp  to  tho  present  on  this  point,  they 
bare  tended  in  directly  a  contrary 
direction  in  supporting  the  views  put 
forward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  assert  that  the  decisions  of  the  Oourt 
u  to  the  statuB  of  leaeeholdera  whose 
leases  have  expired,  and  who  hare  had 
fair  rents  fixed,  hare  gone  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  the  doctrines  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. The  decisiODB  were  made  in  the 
cases  of  yearly  tenants ;  but,  I  think, 
when  I  call  the  right  boo.  Qeotleman's 
attention  to  them  he  will  admit  that  they 
are  directly  analogous  to  the  point 
before  the  Committee.  One  of  the  deci- 
sions was  giren  by  Mr.  Justice  Lawaon, 
and  another  by  Mr.  Justice  Andrews. 
They  arose  ia  this  way.  Two  yearly 
tenants  had  gone  into  the  Court  to  have 
fair  rents  fixed.  Those  tenants  hold 
their  land  under  somewhat  peculiar  con- 
ditions. They  did  not  hold  as  ordinary 
yearly  tenants  held  with  regard  to 
county  cess,  but  under  special  agree- 
ments by  which  they  were  permitted  to 
deduct  half  of  the  county  cess  from  their 
payments  to  their  landlords.  Aftertbey 
had  their  fair  rents  fixed  the  question 
arose  whether  the  special  arrangements 
as  regards  the  county  cess  which  had 
existed  before  they  went  into  Court 
continued  to  exist  after  they  went  into 
Court.  If  tho  proposition  laid  down  by 
right  hoD.  Q^enUemeu  is  correct- 
namely,  that  the  fixing  of  a  fur  rent  is 
to  abolish  any  conditions  of  the  tenancy 
which  are  inconsistent  with  the  statutory 
term,  these  yearly  tenants  ought  to  have 
been  affected  in  the  case  of  the  county 
cess.  Mr,  Justice  Lawson,  and  subse- 
quently Mr.  Justice  Andrews,  decided 
that,  owing  to  the  fact  that  those  tenants 
had  gone  into  Oourt,  and  had  a  fair  rent 
fixed  they  were  not  allowed  to  deduct 
half  the  county  coH.  Now,  Sir,  I  chal- 
lenge right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
say  that  those  decisions  are  not  directly 
pertinent  to  the  point  before  the  Com- 
mittee. How  could  any  Court  in  Ire- 
land, which  has  given  a  decision  of  this 
kind  in  the  case  of  yearly  tenants,  come 
to  a  different  decision  in  the  oase  of 
leaseholders  who  went  into  Court.  All 
the  arguments  which  induced  those 
learned  Judges  to  come  to  the  decision  I 
have  mentioned,  apply  eqnally  in  the 
case  of  leaseholders.    That  being  ao,  I 
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think  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  are 
stilt  entitled,  until  wo  receive  a  more 
authoritative  pronouncement  of  law  to 
maintain  our  opinions  on  the  point.  Of 
course,  in  one  sense,  this  argument  is 
not  relative  to  the  point  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  say,  that  if  the  law  is  as  it 
has  been  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  cases  of  the  greatest 
hardship  will  arise  after  this  Bill  passes 
into  law.  Anyone  who  read  the  oele< 
brated  lease -breaking  case  which  came 
before  the  Irish  Land  Commission,  must 
be  aware  that  the  habit  of  landlords, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Aotof  18B1,  was 
to  compel  their  tenants  to  take  leases, 
and  to  encumber  the  leases  with  a  series 
of  annoying  and  harassing  conditions. 
In  one  case  so  remarkable  was  this,  that 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  decided  that 
the  very  existence  of  those  vexatious 
and  harassing  conditions  in  the  lease 
was  sufficient  reason  for  the  breaking  of 
the  lease.  If  the  leaseholders  are  to  be 
subject  to  such  unfair  conditions  as  have 
existed  in  leases  hitherto,  they  will  still 
be,  to  a  large  extent,  at  the  mercy  of 
their  landlords.  These  conditions  are 
introduced  in  leases,  not  with  any  inten- 
tion of  enforcing  them,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  getting  the  tenants  into  the 
landlords'  power;  it  is  quite  impossible 
a  tenant  could  keep  such  conditions,  and 
if  the  landlord  is  still  to  hare  power  to 
insist  upon  them,  leaseholders  will  re- 
ceive very  little  benefit  from  this  Act. 

Queetion  put. 

The  Committee  tftiitif«il ; — Ayes  158; 
Noes  231:  Majority  73.— (Div,  last, 
No.  319.)  [11.60.  r.ic.] 

Amendment  proposed,  ia  page  1,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  irom  the  word  "pro- 
vided" to  the  end  of  line  21. — (Jfr. 
PanuU.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the  Claoae," 
put,  and  ntgativid. 

Words  Itft  out  aooordingly. 

Mr.  MABUM  (KUkenny,  N.)  pro- 
posed, in  page  1,  Ime  22,  after  "any" 
to  insert  "terms  ofyearsorany."  This 
Amendment  and  one  which  will  follow  it 
relate  to  perpetuity  leases,  and  will  ex- 
tend the  operation  of  the  clause.  As 
this  portion  of  the  clause  stands  it  only 
appbea  to  leases  for  a  life  or  lives.  The 
^ot  <rf  my  Amendment  will  be  to  put 
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all  leases,  whether  for  lireB  or  for  terms 
ofjears,  onthe  same  footing.  We  have 
had  a  dieoussion  on  perpetuity  leaBee, 
and  I  think  that  aa  to  them  the  right 
hon.  Oeatleman  the  Chief  Secretarj  for 
Ireland  is  under  a  misconception.  Every 
term  of  years,  whether  for  99  years  or 
for  999  years,  is  not  a  perpetuity  lease. 
In  many  incidents  snoh  a  lease  jaaf 
differ  from  a  perpetuity  lease.  The  ex- 
pression perpetuity  tenure  is  indeed 
rather  inaccurate.  It  does  not  occur  in 
any  Statute  before  1860.  EreryStatute 
before  that  date  uses  the  proper  and 
legal  designation  forsuch  terms.  How- 
ever, if  ve  use  the  term  perpetuity 
leases,  there  are  different  classes  of 
these  leases.  There  are  first  perpetuity 
leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever. 
These  may  be  converted  under  the 
Leases  Conversioa  Act  into  fee  farm 
leases.  Then  there  are  other  leases 
which  are  divisible  into  two  classes. 
First,  there  are  leases  made  anterior  to 
the  year  1860.  There  are  non-evictable 
leases.  They  are  subject  to  certain 
charges,  and  may  come  under  the  name 
of  purchases.  But,  then,  there  are  other 
leases  crested  since  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Act  1660,  and  these  are  evictable 
leases.  With  regard  to  these,  I  do  not 
understand  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen).  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  says  that  he  will  not  do 
anything  to  interfere  with  purchases. 
I  agree  with  him  so  far.  I  will  not  do 
aoytlung  to  interfere  with  purchases; 
but  then  I  cannot  understand  how  an 
interest  which  is  an  evictable  interest — 
say  for  the  non-payment  of  one  year's 
rent — can  be  considered  a  purchase.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  nothing  of  the  Hnd. 
Ta  all  intents  and  purposes  it  is  a  mere 
letting  ot  land  on  payment  for  hire; 
and  that  should  be  an  interest  brought 
within  the  operation  of  this  clause.  I 
■ay  that  because  the  objeot  of  this  clause 
is  to  bring  all  rents  to  a  proper  and  fair 
ktandard.  It  does  not  necessarily  follow 
that  because  you  hrlnga  lease  within  the 
Act  the  rent  will  be  reduced.  If  there 
be  a  low  chief  rent  that  rent  may  be  in- 
creased. Therefore,  it  will  be  for  the 
tenant  to  sed  whether  he  will  go  into 
Gourt  and  subject  himself  to  IS  years 
rent  as  fixed  by  the  Court  instead  of 
holding  on  by  his  inalienable  title,  aa 
it  does  not  follow  from  aUowing  a  tenant 
to  go  into  Oonrt  to  gat  hit  rest  adjuated, 
Mr.Manm 


that  this  rent  will  be  lowered.  I  woald, 
therefore,  move  this  Amendment,  and 
the  other  of  which  I  have  given  Notice 
if  it  be  pleasing  to  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  indeed,  seems  inclined  to  ex- 
tend the  term  of  years  within  which  a 
lease  must  expire  to  99  years.  That, 
however,  if  done  at  all,  must  be  done  at 
the  close  of  this  part  of  the  claiue.  In 
the  meantime,  I  would  propose  my 
Amendment  dealing  with  peipetuity 
leases  pure  and  simple.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  stated  that  he  bases  his  objec- 
tion to  allow  the  exclusion  of  perpetuity 
leases  in  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  a  form  of  purchase.  But  on 
what  principle  does  he  regard  as  a  form 
of  purchase  a  lease  for  life  or  lives  re- 
newable for  ever,  or  a  fee  farm  rent 
created  before  1860?  These,  whiohare 
thelargernumberofsnchleaees,  are  evict- 
able  interests.  I  do  not  suppose  that  there 
are  more  than  30,000  leases,  which  being 
created  since  1 8G0,  confer  a  non-evictable 
interest.  Those  latter,  may  as  I  have 
already  said,  be  regarded  as  a  form  of 
purchase.  But  with  regard  to  the  former 
and  more  numerous  portion  of  these 
leasee,  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  point  out  what  element  there  is 
in  them  that  makes  them  fairly  regarded 
aa  purchases  ?  What  is  there  in  them 
other  than  a  hiring  of  land — a  mere 
lucatio  ?  Is  there  any  element  of  pm- 
ditio  9  I  say  there  is  not.  I  do  not  see 
how  the  rent  of  land  that  may  be  re- 
tained is  more  than  a  term  of  letting  as 
distinguished  from  purchase.  Take  a 
farm  worth  £100,audsuppoBethatthere 
was  only  a  chief  rent  of  £10  upon  it. 
If  the  Undlord  evicted  the  tenant  for 
non-payment  of  rent  the  interest  of  the 
latter  on  the  land  would  be  forfeited. 
And  am  I  to  be  told  that  a  contract 
under  which  this  can  be  done  is  not  a 
hiring?  I  would  therefore  beg  leave  to 
move  the  inclusion  in  the  Bill  of  per- 
petuity tenants  holding  for  terms  of 
years ;  but  I  will  not  insist  on  the  first 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name,  as  I 
understand  the  Chief  Secretary  will  en- 
large the  term  of  60  years  mentioned 
in  this  part  of  the  clause  to  99  years. 
Instead  of  moving  that  first  Amend- 
ment, the  terms  of  which  I  stated  at  the 
commencement  of  my  remarks,  I  will 
now  move  a  subsequent  one — namely, 
in  Olatue  1,  page  1,  lines  22  and  23, 
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1  revenion  thereto, 
for  any  life  or  liiM 

_  ._   Braion  thareto  other 

than  a  Isaie  which  can  he  conrerted  iato  a  fee 
farm  iirant  under  the  Reoawable  Ijeasehold 
Convorsion  Act,  ihall,  for  the  purpoiai  ot  tbU 
•ection,"  La. 

That  is  a  necsasaij  Amendmeut,  for  this 
reaaoD ;  this  clauaa  an  it  stands,  of  oourae, 
preaerres  th€  limit  of  60  yean,  and  inas  • 
muofa  as  if  you  preserve  the  limit  of  60 
yeara,  you  must  malco  some  provision 
tor  leases  for  lives,  the  olause  provides 
that  leases  for  lives  shall  be  within  the 
term  of  60  years.  But  there  are  a  num- 
ber of  other  oases  to  be  provided  for. 
It  ia  a  common  thing  in  Ireland  to  have 
a  lease  for  livoa  with  a  torm  of  years  in 
reversion.  That  is  a  term  which  should 
come  within  the  terms  of  this  aection,  if 
a  lease  for  lives  is  to  come  within  it ;  but 
if  you  have  not  some  express  provision 
in  reference  to  leases  of  the  kind  I  have 
mentioned,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
construe  this  section  as  inolading  them. 
There  are,  in  tact,  four  possible  oases  in 
which  a  term  for  life  or  lives  is  combined 
either  concurrently  or  in  reversion  vith  a 
term  of  years,  and  not  one  of  these  cases 
ia  at  present  dealt  with  by  this  Dill. 
Some  express  provision  with  refereoce  to 
them  is  clearly  necessary,  and  I  therefore 
beg  leave  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  read  to  the  House. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IfiELAND  (Ur.  Qidson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  There  is  the  case  of  leases  for 
lives  whiob  might  fall  under  section  21 
of  the  Act  of  IBBl.  The  provision  aa  to 
terms  for  60  years  in  that  Act  would  not 
meet  cases  of  leases  for  lives,  and,  there- 
fore, we  have  inserted  the  present  clause. 
I  gather  that  the  Amendment  applies  to 
dilferent  cases,  and  first  to  leases  for 
terms  of  years  concurrent  with  lives.  I 
understand  the  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment aa  to  these  is  that  the  term  of  years 
would  drop  with  the  lives.  Do  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  mean  that 
when  there  ia  a  term  of  years  concurrent 
with  livea  that  the  lease  for  years  is  to 
drop  when  the  lives  drop  F 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  par- 
don.   I  do  not  mean  that  they  are  to 
drop  together,  but  that  they  are  to  drop 
in  currently. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Then  the  proposition 
is  difficult  to  understand.  They  are  to 
ran  on  concurrently  ? 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  The  diffi- 
lulty  he  has  pointed  out  does  not  exist. 


after  "  livea,"  to  leave  out  "  other  than 
a  lease  which,"  and  to  insert — 

"Or  for  both  cononrrentlj  or  altemativelj, 
or  for  any  life  or  liTss  ivhich  has  been  or." 
Then  there  will  be  another  Amendment 
oonaequential  on  this  which  I  shall  have 
to  move  later  on  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  PAHNELL  (Cork);  I  would 
suggest  that  it  will  be  undesirable  to 
diacuss  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  now,  because  if  we  do  so 
we  shall  have  to  dieouss  substantially 
the  same  point  again  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Government  extending  the 
term  of  years,  referred  to  in  the  para- 
eraph  of  the  clause  under  consideration, 
from  60  to  99  years. 

Thx  CHAIRMAN  :  The  point  raised 
ia  one  of  convenience,  and  not  of  Order. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kilkenny 
moves  bis  Amendment  it  mnst  be  con- 
udered. 

Mb.  UARUM  :  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withArawn. 

Tm  CHIEF  8ECBBTABY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb)  (Manchester, 
E.] :  I  have  now  to  move,  in  line  3, 
page  3,  to  insert  the  word  "ninety- 
nine,"  and  also  in  line  3,  to  add  at  the 
end  of  the  paragraph,  after  18B1,  the 
words — 


I  will  read  the  eub-aection  as  it  will  then 
stand.    It  will  be  as  follows:— 

"Erery  lease  limited  to  contlnne  for  any  life 
or  live*  other  than  a  Isaie  which  can  be  con- 
verted into  a.  tee  farm  grant  under  the  Benew- 
able  Leasehold  Convemon  Act,  ihall,  for  the 
parpoiea  of  this  sectioa  he  deemed  to  be  a  lease 
which  would  expire  within  ninety-nine  years 
after  the  pawing  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aet 
lSSl,and  the  term  of  ninety-nine  years  ahall  be 
subaiituted  for  the  term  of  60  years  in  the  said 
Act." 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  persists  in 
moving  his  Amendment  in  that  form,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  roe  to  move  an 
Amendment  before  his.  The  Amend- 
ment I  propose  to  insert  is,  in  Hue  23, 
after  the  word  "  lives,"  the  words — 


veiiion  thereto." 

The  clause  will  then  run — 

"  Every  laaie  limited  to  continue  for  any  life 
or  lives  or  tor  a  life  oi  lire*  uid  any  term  of 
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Take  a  lease  for  the  life  of  John  Smith, 
or  for  a  term  of  SO  yeara,  which  even 
lasta  the  longer.  The  two  tun  on  eon- 
ourrently,  and  the  lease  lasts,  for  which- 
ever term  is  the  longer. 

Me.  GIBSON:  The  hon.  Member  has 
ffiTen  no  duration  for  the  term.  There- 
fore the  term  is  to  be  unlimited — a  per- 
petuity term.  Having  now  ascertained 
the  meaning  of  the  word  "  concurrent," 
we  aae  that  what  he  propoaea  ia  thia — 
he  takes  the  first  branch  of  the  clause  as 
to  leases  for  lives,  and  aajrs  that  if  the 
lease  is  for  an  indefinite  period,  then  that 
part  of  the  olauee  is  to  apply.  The  effect 
of  this  Amendment  might  be  to  extend 
the  application  of  the  measure  to  oases 
where,  after  the  lives  dropped,  there 
was  a  term  to  which  there  was  no  limit, 
and  which  might  be  for  1,000  years. 
That  questioii  of  the  duration  of  the 
term  might  be  conveniently  disousaed  on 
the  Amendment  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  has  given 
Notice ;  and  I  think  the  proposal  he  is 
ohoat  to  make  as  to  the  duration  of  the 
term  would  fairly  meet  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  in  view.  I  may 
•ay  that  we  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 
leasee  for  lives  renewable  for  ever,  and 
there  would  be  no  difSculty  in  adjusting 
any  matters  connected  witb  theae.  We 
have  no  desire  to  apply  the  limitation  to 
leaaea  at  shorter  periods  than  99  years. 
We  want  to  have  it  dear  that  all  leases 
shall  be  limited  to  the  maximum  dura- 
tion of  99-  years.  It  is  impossible — 
wholly  impossible— to  moke  the  clause 
apply  to  coses  of  teases  for  lives  and  yeara 
that  have  no  settled  term  of  years  for 
their  duration.  Bnt  I  think  the  proper 
and  most  convenient  course  now  will  be 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  and  proceed 
to  ooneider  the  broader  queedon. 

Ms.  MAUBIOE  KEALY:  I  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentlaman 
has  met  me  very  fairly,  and  I  am  quite 
satisfied  with  the  pledge  he  has  given. 
I  ean  assure  him,  and  I  can  assure  the 
Ooaimittee,  that  this  is  not  what  might 
be  called  a  "oatoUDg"  Amendment, 
nor  was  it  intended  to  mislead  the  Com- 
mittee, or  to  induce  them  to  oome  to  a 
ohango  in  their  determination  to  pro- 
vide a  fixed  term  of  yeara.  The  reason 
I  did  not  iuaert  the  number  of  years 
is  that  leaaea  of  the  character  with 
which  thiiAmeodment  deals,  and  which 
are  few  in  number,  have  no  fixed  term. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Oontleman 
Mr.  MAwut  SMf 
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will  bear  me  out  when  I  say  that  ia 
practice  there  are  no  such  leasea  with 
the  alternative  of  a  long  torm  of  yeai^ 
for  you  could  not  have  a  term  of  99 
years  with  lives  after  it ;  that  would  be 
an  absurdity  which  no  one,  in  drawiag 
a  lease,  would  insert.  Perhaps  I  owe 
an  apology  for  not  putting  my  Amend- 
ment OQ  the  Paper,  for  it  is  a  matter 
not  readily  apprehended;  batthereasoo 
I  did  not  put  it  on  the  Paper  was  be- 
oauss  we  understood,  &om  what  passed 
here  and  "elsewhere,"  and  from  what  was 

Subtished  in  the  newepapera,  that  ths 
ovemmeot  intended  to  put  an  end 
altogether  to  these  limitations  in  ieoees, 
and  that  the  only  limit  they  would 
observe  would  be  the  exclusion  of  per- 
petuity leases.  Of  course,  if  wo  were 
right  in  our  impression,  no  each  Amend- 
ment as  this  of  mine  would  be  neces- 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITH :  I  think  ths 
more  convenient  coarse  will  bo  for  me 
to  move  the  words  I  have  read  to  the 
House  in  the  inverse  order.  Thus,  be- 
ginning with  line  2S,  the  words  would 

"  The  term  of  ninety-nine  years  slkall  h 
■utiBtitnted  for  sixty  yean  in  the  Land  Act 
of  1881,  and"— 

followed  by  the  words  in  the  clanae  ai 
they  stand. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  line  21,  after  the  word  ''tenant,"  to  in- 
sert—'*  The  term  of  ninaty-nine  years  ihall  be 
Bubstituted  lor  the  terra  of  nsXj  yean  in  the 
Laod  Law  (Ireland}  Act  of  ISBl,  and."— (JTr. 
A.  J,  BMfimr). 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork):  I  respect- 
fully submit  there  is  no  neeessiQ'  to 
refer  to  the  term  mentioned  in  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland]  Act,  ItiSI,  beoanse, 
by  an  Amendment  moved  to  this  clauM 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  you  have 
got  rid  of  the  limitation  conatructivelj 
imposed  by  a  reference  to  the  5Bth  sec- 
tion of  that  Act ;  you  have  got  rid  of 
the  limitation  of  60  yeara ;  therefore, 
any  necesaity  for  altering  the  period 
from  60  to  99  yeara  ceases.  At  present, 
the  way  the  matter  stands  is  this— 
owing  to  the  Amendment  the  Gsn- 
mittee  have  adopted,  the  operatioa  ol 
the  clause  extends  to  present  1 
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or  tbose  that  would  be  so  deemed,  but 
for  the  fact  that  Buob  leaBes  would  aot 
expire  within  60  years  after  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1B81. 
Bo  yon  have  got  rid  of  the  constructive 
limitation  in  the  Act  of  1881,  limiting 
leases  to  those  expiring  within  60  years 
of  the  passing  af  that  Aot ;  therefore, 
all  neoesuty  for  referring  to  that  Act 
here  drops.  Would  it  not  be  simpler 
to  withdraw  all  the  words  inserted 
under  entirely  different  conditions,  upon 
an  entirely  different  principle,  ana  to 
state  the  fact  of  the  limitation.  The 
limitation  of  60  years  in  the  case  of 
leaseholders  applying  under  the  Act 
having  disappeared,  those  words  ate 
unnecessary.  The  plain  and  common- 
sense  way  would  be  to  state  simply  what 
the  limitation  is  going  to  be,  leaving 
out  the  words  referring  to  the  Act  of 
ISi^l.  State  plainly  what  the  limitation 
ia  going  to  be,  so  that  be  who  runs  may 
read. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHARD  Wehteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
admit  that  I  am  responsible  Iot  the 
wording  of  this  Amendment,  and  I  over- 
looked the  fact  that  the  Amendment  had 
been  adopted  in  the  10th  line.  The 
▼iew  of  the  hon.  Member  far  Cork  (Ur. 
Farnell)  will  be  carried  out,  I  think,  if 
we  insert  words  providing  that  the  sec- 
tion shall  apply  to  leases  expiring 
within  99  years,  and  then  the  clause  will 
run  on  dealing  with  the  provieiona  aa 
to  leases  for  lives.  That,  I  take  it,  is 
the  meaning  of  the  hon.  Uember. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ameadment  proposed, 

Id  page  l.llDe  22,  before  the  word  "avery," 
to  insert  the  words  **  this  section  shall  apply 
only  to  laues  aipiring  within  nisetv-nine 
yeua  after  the  paaaiDg  of  'The  Land  Law 
(InlaDd)  Aot  (1881),'  and."— (Jfr.  A.J.  Bal- 

Oneation  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
I  did  hope  that  aome  Member  of  the 
Party  whose  function  it  ia  to  keep  the 
Qovemmeut  in  Office  would  rise  and 
protest  against  this  proposal.  Now,  it 
was  atatMt  at  the  meeting  at  the  Carlton 
Club  that  the  Government  were  going 
to  abolish  all  reatrictiona  on  this  olanae, 
keeping  only  to  the  exclusion  of  per- 
petnity  leases;  and  the  right  hon.  Qen< 
tieman  the  Chonoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Oosohen),  in  his  speeoh  the  other 
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ight,  laboured  this  point  of  perpetuity 
leases  to  an  enormous  extent.  He  said 
the  Oovernment  could  not  deal  with 
these,  because  it  would  be  interfering 
with  purchase.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire< 
land  took  up  the  harden  of  the  com- 
plaint at  a  subsequent  period ;  he  also 
went  on  the  principle  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  would  not  give  up  perpetuity 
leases.  Now,  I  respectfully  submit  that 
by  all  this  the  Committee  have  been 
misled.  In  the  debate  on  going  into 
Committee,  and  subsequently  at  the 
Carlton  Club  meeting,  which  repre- 
sented the  coming  together  of  the  happy 
family,  that  happy  family  came  together 
upon  the  understanding  that  all  per- 
petuity leases  were  to  be  omitted  from 
the  Bill.  But  now  it  turns  out  that,  but 
for  my  rising  to  make  a  protest,  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  were  going  to 
allow  this  proposal  to  pass  luh  $iUntio. 
Against  this  I  do  proteet.  We  were  told 
that  this  Bill  was  intended  to  give  relief 
to  the  poor  and  loyal  tenant  farmers  of 
Ulster.  Now,  I  care  not  whether  the 
relief  is  for  Loyalists  or  Nationalists  in 
Ulster,  Leinster,  or  Connaught,  sufBcient 
for  me  it  ia  that  Irish  tenants  are  to  be 
relieved ;  but  it  was  presaed  upon  the 
Oovernment  for  the  special  relief  of 
Ulster  tenants.  But  we  have  had  not  a 
single  word  from  the  Government  to 
show  US  how  many  tenants  will  be 
excluded  if  this  proposal  is  allowed  to 
pass,  as  has  been  usual  on  like  occasions 
in  the  past.  I  remember  that  in  the 
diaouBsions  upon  the  Land  Act  we  had 
from  Mr.  Foreter  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone]  etatiatioa  ahowing 
that  it  they  did  propose  limitations,  yet 
they  did  admit  the  great  bulk  of  tenants, 
and  only  excluded  a  small  portion  with 
teapeot  to  whom  there  were  special  rea- 
aons  for  the  limitation.  But  here  we 
have  a  proposal  not  having  at  the  bottom 
of  it  any  ahred  of  principle.  Further 
than  that,  we  do  not  know  that  from  the 
relief  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  said  he 
proposed  to  extend  to  130,000  lease- 
holders, 100,0(10  might  not  be  excluded 
by  this  limitation.  We  do  not  know 
why  this  principle  of  99  years  is  to  be 
adhered  to.  We  can  understand  why 
perpetuity  leases  should  be  excluded; 
we  understand  why  this  should  be 
adhered  to  on  the  principle  that  per- 
petuity is  practically  purchase.  But  now 
3  9  {Fint  IfiffAt.'] 
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vo  seera  to  bo  proceedinfi;  on  what 
known  as  the  "  horae-tail "  argument- 
thnt  is,  that  you  may  take  away  a  hair 
from  Iha  tail  and  etill  leavs  a  borse'e 
tail,  and  you  may  take  away  another 
aod  another,  and  eo  on,  removing  hairs, 
and  at'tll  leave  the  tail ;  the  only  question 
IB,  vhen  do  you  come  to  the  point  where 
there  ia  no  hone's  tail  ?  You  regard  999 
years  as  practically  perpetuity ;  eo  you 
exchide  that  lease,  and  eo  you  go  on 
floiiig  down  until  you  come  to  9'J 
years.  But  why  the  limit  there?  Why 
bring  in  the  Eule  of  Three — these  frac- 
tions andqueatiime  of  arithmetic — are  we 
not  dealing  with  equity?  If  I  am 
suffering  under  a  rack-rent  lease,  I  pore 
over  my  lease  and  exercise  my  arith- 
metical powers.  I  figure  the  thing  out, 
and  I  have  hope  of  rolief.  But  I  am 
wrong  in  my  addition  or  subtraction, 
and  my  hope  vanishes  and  I  am  to  be 
for  ever  disappointed.  On  this  mode. 
of  avithmetio^  progression  redress  of 
grievances  has  often  been  based.  It 
used  to  be  debated  iik  connection  with 
the  franchise ;  and  the  question  of  the 
oompound  householder,  the  £10  house- 
bolder,  the  £5  householder,  and  all  the 
rest  of  it  was  discussed.  But  I  say  there 
is  no  principle  or  reason  at  the  bottom  of 
this  Amendment.  If  60  years  is  right, 
stick  to  it.  If  you  raise  it  to  99  years, 
why?  How  many  will  it  affect,  and 
where  is  the  principle,  the  right,  the 
equity  of  it  ?  And  yet  this  is  moved  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  without  a  word ;  moved, 
as  he  made  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee,  by  the  lifting  of  his  hat- 
Metaphorically  speaking,  he  has  not 
even  taken  off  his  hat  to  the  Committee 
on  this  occasion;  be  has  sprung  this  pro- 

Sosal  on  the  House  without  reason  or 
Totice.  I  ask  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party,  who  have  been  steadily  voting  in 
the  Lobby  against  us,  is  this  an  occasion 
on  which  they  are  bound  to  support  the 
Government  ?  If  the  Irish  tenant,  being 
a  Loyalist,  is  to  be  relieved  from  his 
rack  rent,  why  is  it  a  question  of  99 
years,  or  of  999  years,  or  9,000  years  P 
I  admit  there  is  some  principle  in  per- 
petuity leases  ;  but  why  draw  the  line  at 
99  years?  One  thing  I  must  deprecate 
in  connection  with  this  Amendment.  It 
ia  that  Members  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Farty  such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain)  should  go  into  the 
Mr.  r.  if.  JT'ol'j 


Lobby  with  those  connected  with  Und- 
lordiatn  to  keep  up  restrictions  upon 
Irish  farmers,  without  one  single  word 
of  explanation  why  they  do  so.  I  could 
quite  understand  their  conduct  when  we 
were  dealing  with  a  criminal  measure, 
for,  of  course,  their  view  is  all  Irishmen 
are  criminal,  and  therefore  it  is  right  to 
punish  us  ;  but  I  say  this  is  an  absurd 
provision,  founded  on  no  reason  orjustice, 
and  based  on  a  mere  arithmetical  idea. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.A. J.  Batfour)  (Manchester, 
E.):  The  speech  we  have  just  heard 
illustrates  the  inconvenience  of  discuss- 
ing details  of  a  measure  upon  imperfect 
infonnation.  The  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  appears  to  be  misled,  first,  by  an 
unauthorized  report  apon  which  he  was 
not  justified  in  placing  reliance,  and 
which  was  incorrect,  and  then  he  bas 
not  rightly  understood  the  explanation 
given  on  Thursday.  Then  he  went  on 
to  s&y  that  there  was  some  principle  in 
adhering  to  60  years,  and  in  the  exclu- 
sion of  perpetuity  leases  ;  but  ha  asked 
what  was  the  principle  in  99  years. 
Well,  that  is  a  poor  return  for  making 
what  we  deem  to  be  a  oonceseion,  and 
which  we  avowedly  made  "  against  the 
grain."  I  do  not  think  the  [hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  have  been  in 
the  House  when  we  made  the  concession, 
and  when  I  gave  my  reasons  for  wishing 
to  adhere  to  the  term  of  60  years.  Wo 
gave  way  on  the  point  with  considerable 
reluctance,  and  now  the  result  is  we 
are  told  we  have  abandoned  all  principle 
and  hare  no  standing  ground  for  our 
Amendment  at  all.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said  he  saw  some  prin- 
ciple in  excluding  perpetuity  leases ; 
but  he  saw  no  difference  in  principle 
between  99  years  and  9.000  years.  But 
is  this  a  common-sense  ground  to  take 
up  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  applied  to  our  proposal  what  he  calls 
the  "  horse-tail  "  argument,  and  which 
is,  no  doubt,  familiar  to  hon.  Gentlemen. 
If  you  draw  the  line  at  one  number  of 
years,  why  not  just  above  or  below  that 
number  ?  But  this  is  an  argument  always 
held  in  contempt  by  practical  legislators. 
You  must  draw  a  tine  somewhere,  and 
there  will  always  be  on  either  side  of 
that  line  cases  that  differ  from  cases  on 
the  other  side  of  the  line  chosen  by  very 
small  and  almost  imperceptible  distinc- 
tions. But  that  is  no  reason  for  not 
drawing  the  line.    For  the  line  we  htve 
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adopted  a  good  practical  argument  is  to 
be  tbuud.  The  boa.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber is  aware  that  it  is  a  familiar  practice 
to  draw  leases  for  99  y eare,  and  in  Enz- 
land  saoh  are  not  considered  perpetual; 
the  leaseholder  is  never  considered  a 
freeholder,  but  longer  leases  are  regarded 
for  practical  purposes  ao  perpetual. 
Then  the  hon.  ana  learned  Gentleman 
appeared  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
leases  pcaotically  indefinite  and  leases 
arowedV  perpetual. 

Ub.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  distinction 
is  that  betnreeu  personal  and  real  pro- 
perty. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFODB:  The  principle 
ia  admitted  of  excluding  leases  for  lives 
renewable  fur  ever  and  fee  farm  grants, 
and  the  holders  of  these  long  leases  are 
regarded  as  owners  in  fee. 

U».  UARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  Some 
of  them  are. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOITR :  Is  the  dislico- 
tion  between  owners  and  owneri 
leases  renewable  for  ever  more  than  a 
purely  legal  technical  distinction  7  Are 
tbej  not  substantially  and  practically  the 
same  ?  Does  not  every  man  who  is  the 
holder  of  a  999  years'  lease  regard  him- 
self as  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the 
owner  of  the  freehold  for  wbich  he  pays 
an  annual  rent-charge 't  If  there  be  any 
principle,  and  I  think  there  is — I  admit 
there  is  in  excluding  farms  held  undi 
a  perpetuity  lease  oi  a  fee  farm  grant- 
then  I  say  you  cannot  include  leases 
held  for  a  very  long  term  of  jears  and 
lessee  for  lives  renewable  for  ever.  On 
this  ground  I  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Ma.  JOSEPH  OHAHBERLAIN(Bir- 
mingbam,  W.):  I  rise  somswhat  un- 
willingly, for  1  am  anxious  to  say  and  do 
nothing  that  will  unnecessarily  prolong 
discussion  ;  but  I  apeak  in  answer  to  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
who  has  taunted  the  Liberal  Unionists, 
and  myself  in  particular,  with  following 
the  Oovsrnment  in  previous  Divisions 
as  he  says  against  the  interests  of  the 
tenants.  Well,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  consider  what  has  been  the 
conduct  of  the  Ooveroment  and  the  action 
oftheOommiteeduring  the  very  practical 
discussion  that  has  ti&en  place  to  nizht 
on  this  clause.  First  we  were  called 
upon  to  consider  an  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  a  Liberal  Unionist — 
the  hon,  Af  ember  for  South  l^rone  (Mr. 


T.  W.  Russell)— a  very  imijorlant  Amend- 
ment, which,  however,  wo  did  not  dis- 
cuss in  his  name,  because  a  similar 
Amendment  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  had  priority.  But  in  the  course  of 
that  discussion  we  found  the  Qoverament 
in  a  most  conciliatory  temper ;  they  gave 
ns  all  that  was  asked  for  by  the  oon. 
Member  for  Oork  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  ;  and  I  confess  that  I 
do  think,  wnatever  opinion  we  may  have, 
we  are  bound  to  recognite  the  spirit  in 
which  our  objections  have  been  met  by 
the  Government.  On  other  points  the 
Qovernment  have  shown  a  similar  incli- 
nation, and  in  the  one  or  two  matters  on 
which  they  have  resisted  I  confess  my 
opinion  has  been  that  they  only  resisted 
Amendments  which  are  in  the  nature  of 
new  proposals  attempted  to  be  foisted 
into  the  Bill  and  outside  the  original 
scope  and  intention  of  the  measure.  We 
are  dealing  now  with  a  clause  by  which 
it  is  intended  to  give  to  leaseholders  prac- 
tically the  same  advantages  thst  are  se- 
cured to  tenants  from  year  to  year  in 
relation  to  the  Land  Ait  of  1801,  the 
three  F's.  When  you  attempt  to  foist 
into  that  clause  proposals  to  give  to 
leaseholders  advantages  that  it  is  clear 
are  not  enjoyed  by  tenants  from  year 
to  year,  and  which  may  be  well  worthy 
of  separate  discussion,  I  say  it  is  not 
fair  to  press  such  a  proposal  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  On  this  ground  I  have  fol- 
lowed the  Qovernment  in  resistance  to 
these  minor  Amendments  ;  they  are  not 
Amendments  of  very  great  importance, 
which  do  not  raise  any  questions  upon 
which  I  or  any  of  my  Friends,  belonging 
to  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party,  have 
in  previous  discueuons  expressed  an 
opinion.  But  now  wo  come  to  a  matter 
of  importance  on  which  we  have— some 
of  us— expresseda  pretty  strong  opinion. 
In  the  discussion  upon  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  I  myself  ventured,  very 
respectfully,  to  submit  to  tbe  Govern- 
ment the  importanoe  of  not  leaving  be- 
hind any  centre  of  disaffection,  and  the 
extreme  desirability  of  dealiog  with  all, 
classes  of  leaseholders  if  they  could 
make  it  possible  to  do  so.  To  thia  sug- 
gestion objection  was  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooachen),  that  it  was 
moat  undesiratjle  to  interfere  with  such 
perpetuity  leases  as  were  in  the  nature 
of  a  sale.  I  admit  there  is  great  force 
in  that  objection,  and  I  think  the  Go- 
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Ternment  would  be  justified  in  including 
any  lease  having  tbe  nature  of  an  abso- 
lute Bale.  I  should  very  much  prefei 
that  the  Qovemment  should  carry 
out  their  intention  and  desire  by  ex- 
cluding theee  perpetuity  leases  that 
are  in  the  nature  of  a  aale  eo  nomine, 
not  attempting  to  deal  with  them  by 
limitation  in  the  particular  way  they 
have.  But,  even  in  this  respect,  I  am 
bound  t«  admit  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Government  have  met  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  pressed  upon  them.  My 
argument  was  that  it  was  unfair  to  ex- 
clude a  large  body  of  leaseholders,  and 
that  no  distinction  should  be  drawn  be- 
tween leases  of  60  years  and  leases  of  a 
longer  duration.  Now.  I  am  told  that  a 
large  additional  number  of  leaseholders 
will  be  admitted  under  the  Amendment  to 
extend  the  relief  to  99  years  leasee,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  if,  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion, tneGavemment  can  see  theirway 
to  make  a  still  greater  extension  ;  and, 
speaking  for  myself,  I  consider  I  am 

{iledged  to  vote  for  the  inclusion  of  all 
easeboldere  other  than  those  whose 
leases  are  in  the  nature  of  a  fee  or  a 
proprietorship.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
while  I  feel  myself  bound  by  what  I 
have  previously  said  as  regards  my  own 
vote,  I  am  also,  at  the  same  time,  obliged 
to  recogniae  the  spirit  in  which  our  ob- 
jections have  been  met,  and  to  admit 
that,  even  if  the  concession  of  theOovem- 
ment  does  not  proceed  so  far  as  I  would 
desire  them  to  proceed,  they  have  prac- 
tically met  the  grievances  of  the  Irish 
leaseholders,  and  leave  but  an  incon- 
siderable section  of  leaseholders  outside 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed,  by  way  of  explanation, 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  I  bad  on 
the  Paper  a  provision  to  break  leases 
where  it  was  shown  to  the  Court  that 
threats,  undue  influence,  or  inequitable 
means  had  been  nsed  to  induce  tenants 
to  take  these  leases. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  No  use  what- 
ever. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  answer  to 
the  interjection  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
wonld  remind  the  Committee  that  I  have 
framed  this  clause  on  much  more  liberal 
lines  than  that  in  the  Act  of  1881. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  From  reading  the 

reports  of    discussions  in  this  House, 

and  the  declarations  made  outside  this 

House,  I  have  always  understood  that 

J/r.  JowpJt  Chamherhin 


the  only  leases  the  GovemmeDt  pledged 
themselves  not  to  include  io    ^lis  B31 
were  the  perpetuity  leasea;  and,  there- 
fore, I  vas  very  much   Horprised  titi* 
evening  when  I  heard  the  Govemmeii: 
say  it  was  their  intentiOD  to  take  tbeir 
stand  on  the  60  years'  agreement  coc- 
tained  in  the  Act  of  1891.     I  admit, 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Han- 
ber  for  West  Birmingbam  (Mr.  Josepi 
Chamberlain),  it  is  an  advantage  to  hart 
the  extension  from  60  to  99  years;  bs 
in  view  of  what  has  taken  place  on  this 
question  ont.of-doors,  in  view  of  vb«: 
took  place  at  the  Carlton  Clab,  and  I'a 
view  of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiclt»- 
quer  (Mr.  Goschen),  I    submit  we  tn 
entitled  to  press  the  Government  to  go 
a  little  further ;  and,  while  we  do  noC 
ash  them  to  fly  in  the  face  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  Lord  Salisbury  and  b^ 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman    the    CIuid- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  refer«K« 
to   perpetuity  leases,  I  think  we  on 
fairly  call  on  them  to  extend  their  limii 
up  to  and  short  of  these.  If  the  Qoveni- 
ment  would  go  so  far  bb  all  leeaes  except 
leases  for  ever,  I  think  they  would  mee! 
the    wishes    of    their    supporters,    the 
Liberal  Unionists  on  this   aide  of  the 
House,  who  ore  entitled  to    apeak  io! 
them.     What  has  just  been  said  by  tb« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  and  by  the  hon.  Osd- 
tleman  the  Member  for  South  Tynm« 
(Mr.T.  W.  Russell)  clearly  indicatestbtt 
they  think  the  Qovemmeat   ought  to 
extend  the  limit  to  the  perpetuity  ^w. 
What  I  would  suggest  would  be  this— 
that  the  Government  should  agrea  to 
an  amendment  of  their  Amendment  to 
insert    these    words — to   omit     all  t!i« 
words  after  the  word  "  apply,"  and  ta 
insert  instead  "  in  the  cais  of  all  leuM 
except  leases  for  ever."    The  paragraph 
would  then  run — "This  section  applies 
he  case  of  all  leases  except  leun 
ever."    That  would  meet    the  &*■ 
olaration  of  Lord  Salisbury,    also  tb' 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Qentlemit 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     IV 
would  remove  an  inequality,  and  wco^ 
not  trench  on  the  principle  of  om«- 
ship,  on  which  so  much  force  has  ben 
laid  by  the  Government  aupporten  i" 
this  discussion.  It  is  a  fair  Amendmeot 
There  is  no  reason  why  you  should  ksn 
stopped  at  60  years  or  99  years,  s>d 
ceiiaioly  there  is  no  reason  wh^  joa 
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should  stop  abort  of  a  perpetuit;  leaie, ' 
except  the  reasaa  that  hae  been  laid 
BtreHs  upon  by  the  UoTemme&t,  that, 
in  their  judgment,  the  exteoBion  of  per- 
petuity leases  would  trench  on  the 
priatiple  of  sale.  I  have  ever;  con- 
fidence that  in  moving  this  Amendment 
X  have  moved  one  the  Qovernment  can 
fairly  accept  without  breaking  their 
word— one  wbich  will  eatiefy  all  of  us, 
and  one  which  I  believe  and  hope 
vould  be  acceptable  to  their  Liberal 
Unionist  supporters  on  this  sdie.  I 
beg  to  move,  Sir,  to  omit  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "  apply,"  and  to  insert 
these  words  instead,  "  in  the  case  of 
all  leases  except  leases  for  ever." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  all  tlio  words  after  tbe  word 
"  apply  "  to  the  end  ot  the  Amendmeiit,  and 
iiuert  the  word!  "  to  all  leases  except  leaeea  for 
ever."— (ifr.  FamtU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  T.  W.  ETTSSELL  [Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  should  be  very  glad  tf  the  Government 
saw  their  way  to  accept  the  proposed 
Amendment.  At  tbe  same  time  I  de- 
sire to  acknowledge  the  manner  in 
which  we  have  been  met  by  the  Govern- 
ment to-night.  Let  us  consider  what 
Las  already  been  done  in  regard  to  this 
Bill  by  the  Government.  They  have 
conceded  the  great  principle  of  option ; 
they  have  accepted  99  years  for  60 
years ;  they  have  promised  to  amend 
the  clause  dealing  with  the  lond  Mt 
occupation  of  holdings,  and  there  is 
an  Amendment  down  upon  the  Paper 
to  be  considered  by  the  Government 
with  regard  to  perpetuity  leases  forced 
upon  the  boldera.  The  reason  that 
I  eee  some  virtue  in  99  years  is 
this.  In  all  the  correspondence  that  I 
have  had  with  leaseholders  during  the 
lost  six  months — and  I  have  had  some 
hundreds  of  letters — I  find  very  few 
leases  between  99  years  and  900  years. 
I  wish  to  put  this  very  strongly,  that 
that  is  the  reason  why  tbe  term  of  90 
years  commends  itself  to  me  rather 
than  tbe  term  in  the  Act  of  1881.  I  do 
not  conceal  that  my  proposal  has  been 
all  along  that  all  leoseholdera  should 
be  included.  I  do  not  attempt  to  deoy 
that  as  regards  perpetuity  leases  it  is  a 
very  large  order  inueed,  and  that  there 


is  a  great  deal  in  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ez< 
chequer  has  said,  that  if  you  once 
tamper  with  them  you  run  the  risk  of 
trenching  upon  the  principle  of  sale.  I 
quite  see  that ;  and,  for  my  part,  feeling 
that  what  we  do  to-night  does  not  close 
tbia  Land  Question,  as  this  is  only  a 
temporary  measure  in  view  of  further 
legislation,  I  am  content  to  waive  the 
perpetuity  leasehold,  and  also,  looking 
at  what  the  Government  have  done  and 
propose  to  do  in  the  future,  I  stick  to 
the  y9  years,  which  will  practically 
cover  the  whole  thing,  and  I  shall  vote 
with  the  Government  if  we  go  to  a 
Division,  though  I  should  be  glad  if 
they  could  eee  their  way  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Uh.  JOSEPH  OHAMBEELAIN:  I 
confess  it  seems  to  me  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
is  one  which  the  Government  might 
well  accept.  I  doubt  if  it  would  make 
any  very  large  difference.  I  admit  the 
concessions  which  the  Government  have 
made  to  us ;  but  I  think  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  a  con- 
cession from  the  other  point  of  view,  as 
he  is  willing  to  give  up  the  perpetuity 
leases,  which  is  a  great  concession.  If 
there  is  any  large  omission  it  will  be 
found  not  in  the  leaseholders  of  09  and 
909  years,  but  in  the  perpetuity  lease- 
holders ;  and  if  we  could  get  the  consent 
of  all  sidesto  the  exclusion  of  perpetuity 
leaseholders,  and  the  Government  would 
consent  to  include  all  who  come  between 
99  years  and  perpetuity,  it  would  be 
satisfactory.  I  appeal  to  the  Attorney 
General  if  I  am  not  right  in  sayicg 
that  would  not  involve  a  great  number 
of  cases?  I  hope  very  much  that  the 
Government  may  see  their  way  to  ac- 
cept this  proposal.  In  any  case,  I  shall 
be  bbund,  in  common  consistency,  to 
vote  for  it. 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EicHAHi)  Wbbbter)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  \^8t 
Birmingham,  and  also  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cork,  that 
there  is  a  principle  involved  in  the  term 
99  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  in 
his  first  speech  a  few  moments  ago, 
a^eed  that  if  we  excluded  those  leases 
which  might  be  treated  as  being  on  the 
basis  of  sale   we  should  recognize  a 
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priDcipIe,  and  it  is  nuggested  by  the 
non.  Qeotleiuaa  the  Member  for  Cork 
that  on  the  basU  of  sale  you  should  ex- 
clude perpetuity  leases  only.  I  (rish  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  99 
years  is  a  term  that  is  taken  by  all  re- 
cognized valuers  as  the  term  when  the 
roTersiou  becomes  of  no  value ;  and  I 
submit  to  those  who  have  studied  this 
matter  that  when  a  landlord  and  ten- 
ant have  met  together,  and  bargained  for 
a  term  of  99  years  or  longer,  they  have 
regarded  it  as  being  a  term  in  which 
the  reversion  is  of  no  advantage  to  the 
landlord,  and  no  loss  to  the  tenant. 
Many  leases  of  even  60  years  in  London 
are  regarded  ns  of  the  same  value  as  a 
freehold.  When  you  corns  to  deal  with 
this  question  as  a  market  <^uostion,  there 
is  a  term  when  the  bargain  is  regarded 
a^  of  fee  simple  value.  Will  the  hou. 
Member  consider  bow  that  ought  to  bear 
on  this  proposal  ?  I  draw  no  distinction 
as  to  the  question  of  legal  estate — I 
think  that  500  years  is  just  as  valuable 
ae  990  or  for  ever.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  that  if  the  parties  have  met 
together  and  bargained,  for  better  for 
worse,  and  have  arranged  to  pay  for  a 
term  that  is  equivalent  in  the  market 
to  perpetuity,  there  does  seem  to  be 
a  principle  that  under  the  circum- 
stances the  bargain  ought  to  be  treated 
as,  from  a  market  point  of  view,  one 
of  perpetuity.  The  words,  "olherthan 
leases  for  ever,"  would,  as  a  distioo- 
tion,  be  too  sweeping.  This  is  really 
not  a  matter  in  which  the  Oommittee 
should  be  occupied,  and  I  ask  that  the 

JuaatioQ  will  be  settled  away  from  all 
eclaration  and  reorimiaation.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  is  wholly  wrong  if  he 
imagines  that  Lord  Salisbury  made  any 
such  declaration  or  recrimination  as  that 
which  has  been  attributed  to  him.  I 
want  t)  deal  with  this  queation  as  one 
of  principle;  and,  having  eitended  the 
60  years  to  9^  years  when  the  reversion 
vanishes  to  nothing,  I  think  we  have 
accepted  the  principle  up  to  that  which 
forms  the  ba^is  of  sale.  If  the  leaae  is 
almitted  not  to  have  bseu  procured  by 
corrupt  means,  then  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
a  bargain  that  falls  within  the  equity  of 
the  matter. 

Ml  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  am  very 

much  surprised,  when  we  have  succeeded 

in  procuring  the  powerful  assistance  of 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 

Sir  Ruhard  JFrhtir 


for  West  Birmingham,    tliat    tha   he 
Member  for  South  Tyrone   should  thick 
it  a  fitting  moment  to  rise  and  prononct 
a  eulogy  upon  the  OoveimmeDt,  and  air 
that  he  should  oonsider  it  his  dutj  to  f^ 
with  the  Government.      X  thooght  I  m* 
an  inclination  on  the  part  of  the  Oover:- 
ment  to  give  way ;  but   ^vben  they  n> 
told  by  men  like  the  hon.    Momberfjr 
South  Tyrone  that  they-      irill     eappof- 
them  it  is  hard  for  ua  to  ^et    an;^  cooen- 
eions.    It  must  be  either   one   of  tr. 
things,  either  there  are  tenants  in  In- 
land to  whom  this  would  brin^  relief  o; 
there  are  not ;    if  the  number  is  eo  hr 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  ttie  Afninber  fjr 
South  Tyrone  would  lead  the  OommiUw 
to  suppose,  what  is  the  use  of   wsttin^ 
the  time  of  the  Committee  in   dtscosaisf 
it?    It  has  not  been  contended,  and  k 
not  sought  to  be  contended,  that  any  ia- 
portant  principle  is  at  stake  ;    and.  ttwM- 
fnre,  why  should  you  watte  (be  tiore  a? 
the    Committee  ?       f"  Hear,      fasar!" 
Yea  :  but  we  take  up  a  different  stand, 
and  say  thereareacoQsidarable  nnmb* 
to  whom  this  would  bring  relief  ;  and  iE 
you  say  there  is  no  neoeasity  for  it,  it- 
cause  there  ia  only  a  small  handful  ot 
tenants  who  would   be    affected    by  it, 
why  do  you  not  ^ve  way  and  accede  to 
the  Amendment?    What  is  it  that  *e 
ask  F    We   ask  that  these  men  •booli' 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  and  what  ar^- 
munt  was  there  in  the  remarka  of  ths 
hou.    and    learned     Attorney    Oenertl 
against  their  having  a  fair  rent  fixed? 
He  talked  about  men  making  a  baigaia 
in  the  nature  of  sale;  but  if  you  fsU 
bank  on  that  old  argument  it  cuts  away 
the  ground  for  relief  of  any  kind.     W^e 
say  there  has  been  no  freedom  of  ooa- 
tract  in  Ireland,  and  that  these  men  vbo 
accepted  leases  such    as  the    landlord 
ohoae,  whether  for  30  years,   6C  yean. 
900    years.    993   years,  or    99    yean, 
accepted  them  very  often  becauae  tfacf 
were  like  a  drowning  man  ready  to  grup 
at  any  straw,  and  because  they  saw  tli«i' 
frionis  going  out  ell  round  them  throufk 
the    perpetual    rising    of    rent;     the; 
grasped  at  any  offer  which  gave  thea 
any  hope  of  a  fixed  rent,  and  very  oba 
consented  to  pay  an  excesaive  rent  in 
order  to  get  security  of  tenure  at  anf 
cost.     In  Ireland  we  know  Irompontin 
facts  that  these  leases  have  been  mads 
to  extend  over  lOOyeara,  and  to  have 
been  obtained  by  undue  influence ;  and. 
under  these  circumstances,  why  do  yoi 
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object  (o  (he  Amendmeat,  againet  which 
yoii  cauDot  bring  forward  a  single  valid 
argument  ? 

The  Mahquebs  of  HAETINGTON 
'Lancqpliire,  Bosaendale)  ;  I  do  not  un- 
Uratand  that  ve  are  nov  disotiHiDg  the 
[ueation  of  admiasion  to  this  clause  of 
[hat  are  called  perpetuity  leases ;  the 
ueetion  ve  are  diBcuseiag  is  wlietber 

clauB  between  the  leaseholders  of  99 
ears  and  the  holders  of  perpetuity 
«aaes  are  to  be  admitted.  I  agree 
itb  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
lat  the  test  of  the  question  ia  what  is 
le  number  and  character  of  these  ten- 
icies.  And  I  have  not  heard  in  the 
urse  of  the  discussion  that  it  has  been 
ggeated  there  are  any  leaseholders 
10  hold  the  term  between  99  years  and 
0  or  909  years.  1  must  say,  in  my 
ad,  I  find  it  difficult  to  draw  any  dis- 
ction  between  a  lease  for  perpetuity 
i  that  for  999  years ;  but  if  there  are 
aebolders  between  99  and  990  years, 

0  not  see  that  the  Government  should 
hhold  the  inclusion  of  any  ordinary 
icultural  lease.    It  seems  to  me  that 

Oovemment  hare,  as  has  been  said 
ny  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
■one,  not  only  fulfilled— but  fulfilled 
f  liberally — every  pledge  we  have 
ived  from  them;  and,  under  those 
jmstances,  it  eeems  to  me,  as  it  can- 
be  contended  there  is  any  consider- 

class  of  leaseholders  who  hold 
)r  leases  for  upwards  of  99  years, 
h  practically  amounts  to  perpetuity, 
we  shall  be  justified  in  supporting 
JoTemment  in  resisting  the  present 
adment. 
I.    SEXTON  (Belfast,    W.):    The 

1  Lord  has  stated  there  are  very 
leasea    in    Ireland,    not    one,    I 

E  Mabqdbss  op  HABTINQTON  : 
urse  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
}t ;  but  in  the  course  of  the  diacns- 
',  has  not  been  suggested. 
.  SEXTON :  WeU,  we  not  only 
st  it  now,  but  we  say  it,  that  the 
iT  of  them  is  substantial  and  large 
h  to  require  the  attention  of  the 
My  bon.  Friend  beside  me,  on 
n  estate,  has  leases  from  99  to  999 

The  reason  given  by  the  hon. 
iT  for  South  Tyrone  for  not  deal- 

a  practical  manner  with  these 
is  a  poor  one.  He  says  they  are 
number;  but  it  occurs  to  me  that 
le  more  reason  why  the  Commit- 
>uld  come  to  the  relief  of  these 
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I  think  the  Committee  would 
satisfied  if  they  beard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  an  interpretation  of  his 
former  speech  on  the  question,  and  an 
explanation  of  the  view  he  takes  now. 
We  have  heard  three  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
miagham  are  both  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment;  but  on  this  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  vote  accord- 
ing to  his  conscience,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
will  vote  against  his  conscience.  The 
third  Member  of  th^  Unionist  Party 
who  has  spoken  will  vote  on  grounds 
which  I  conceive  to  be  erroneous,  because 
he  has  stated  what  is  notoriously  inac- 
curate. Here  we  have  three  Members, 
one  of  whom  is  in  a  complete  state  of 
demoralization — the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  ; 
another  is  In  a  very  bad  way  because 
his  conscience  is  in  a  bad  condition ;  and 
a  third,  whose  conclusions  would  be 
sound  if  his  facte  were  accurate.  I  must 
confess  that  leaves  the  question  in  a  very 
puzzling  condition.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  ( Mr.  Heneage )  is  in  his 
place,  and  as  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  of  Seven,  it  would  be  inte- 
resting for  him  to  tell  us  what  he  thinks 
of  the  question.  I  would  also  like  to 
oak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Eichequer  about  his  speech 
the  other  night.  I  claim— having  lis- 
tened to  his  speech  very  carefully,  and 
having  read  it  two  or  three  times  since 
— that  the  passage  is  perfectly  clear, 
and  that  it  was  to  include  all  leases  in 
the  operation  of  Section  t,  except  per- 
petuity leases,  and  to  exclude  them  on 
the  point  of  expediency,  because  any 
interference  with  them  would  have  an 
embarrassing  operation  upon  the  pur- 
chase policy  of  the  Government.  1  am 
not  a  lawyer ;  but,  speaking  generally, 
I  may  say  that  the  owner  is  the  posses- 
Bor  of  something  he  may  do  as  he  likes 
with ;  but  that  (be  holders  of  leases  who 
have  to  pay  more  than  the  value  every 
year  are  not  in  any  sense  the  owners.  I 
cannot  conceive  how  ttie  leaving  out  of 
this  question  will  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  their  pui  chase  policy; 
but  great  embarrassment  will  arise  from 
leaving  out  the  Amendment,  because  the 
necessary  preliminary  step -to  purchase 
Ifirtl  A'ij't.] 
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would  be  to  Gx  a  fairrent ;  and  therefore 
if  jou  leave  out  these  men  jou  will,  in 
their  case,  erect  an  impaisable  barrier 
to  the  policy  of  purchflee.  I  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  right  hon.  Oeotleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  there 
comes  a  very  divided  light  and  con- 
flicting guidance  from  the  moral  cea- 
sora  who  guide  the  House  on  this 
ocoaetoo,  to  use  his  own  independent 
judgment. 

TheOHANCBLLOKoftheEXCHE- 
QTJEK  (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  see  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  his  speech  made  use  of  the  fallacy 
that  the  fiaing  of  rent  would  have  a 
bearing  on  the  pmrchase  scheme. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  will  in  the  minds 
of  the  tenantH. 

Mr.  QOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
bb;s  it  will  in  the  minds  of  the  tenants. 
But  a  very  different  construction  has 
been  put  upon  the  proposal  in  various 
quarters  of  the  House,  and  I  repeat  again 
that  the  fixing  of  rents  will  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  purchase  after- 
wards, and  the  more  non.  Members 
exclude  from  consideration  the  idea  that 
thie  re-fizing  of  judicial  rents  will  pre- 
judice purchase  in  any  way  the  better 
it  will  be.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular question  before  the  Committee, 
it  always  seemed  to  my  unsophisticated 
mind  that  a  lease  of  tJ9  years  and  S  per- 
petuity lease  stood  very  much  in  the 
same  position.  I  accept,  at  any  rate, 
the  argument  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  England,  that  after  99  years  you 
approach  the  point  of  what  is  practically 
a  perpetuity  lease.  The  right  hon. 
Qenileman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land spoke  at  the  beginning  of  this 
debate  of  the  inconvenience  of  intro- 
ducing points  of  detail  into  a  discuBoion 
of  the  principle  of  a  Bill,  and  I  am  be- 

f  inning  to  appreciate  that  remark,  for 
intended  my  observations  as  to 
perpetuity  leases  to  be  general.  I  trust 
the  Committee  will  think  the  Govern- 
ment have  met  the  general  feeling 
in  several  quarters  of  the  House  in 
extending  the  provisions  of  the  clause  to 
leoses  of  99  years;  and.  In  aiiener  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  I  may 
remark  that  the  Government  had  no 
thought  of  giving  way  on  this  point 
until  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
addressed  the  Committee ;  we  did  not 
think  it  our  duty  prior  to  that  to  go 
beyond  the  point  we  had  announced. 
Jfr,  Sislon 


Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddiag:ton) :  I 
wish  to  point  out  one  circumst&nce  by 
way  of  comment  on  the  speeches  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  of  the  Chaooellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  In  an  Act  which  waa 
passed  on  the  motion  of  an  eminent 
Tory— Lord  Cairns — ^in  the  same  year  •• 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  which  api^ed 
to  Ireland — the  Conveyancing  and  Kaw 
Froperh'Act— a  point  was  fixed  at  wbieb 
leases  for  a  long  term  fihould  become 
equivalent  to  leases  for  ever;  and  it  was 
provided  by  Section  56  of  the  Act  that 
when  the  term  was  of  the  prescribed 
length  it  might  be  converted  into  a  fee 
simple  at  the  mere  will  of  the  teoant 
The  length  of  term  prescribed  for  this 
purpose  fixed  was  200  years  and  not 
99. 

Sir  EICHASD  WEBSTEH  :  Doe* 
the  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  a  revi- 
sion is  worth  anything  after  99  years  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE:  It  is  so  in  cases  of 
London  house  property,  perhaps ;  bnt 
we  are  now  dealing  with  agricolttual 
property  in  Ireland.  The  Attorney 
General's  experience  of  farms  in  Ire- 
land is,  I  venture  to  say,  very  limited, 
although  nobody  has  had  greater  ex- 
perieace  with  regard  to  property  in 
London. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
I  beg  to  move  that  you  report  Prosress, 
Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  ProgreM 
andaekleavetoeit again." — {Mr.  Amitr- 
ton.) 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TBEA- 
aUBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wilt  not  press  that  Motion.  Ws 
have  discussed  this  Amendment  at  taa- 
siderahle  length  and  with  very  good 
feeling,  and  I  believe  the  Committee 
are  quite  prepared  to  come  to  a  daoiaion 
now.  I  believe  no  advantage  would  be 
gained,  but  that  very  great  disadvantage 
would  result  to  the  Public  Service  if  ^e 
proceedings  of  this  Committee  were 
adjourned  at  this  etage. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  ;  I  only  suggested 
we  should  report  Progress,  because  the 
Amendments  now  being  discussed  wen 
not  on  the  Paper,  and  I  thought  that, 
perhaps,  between  now  and  to-moirow 
the  Government  would  decide  to  grant 
what  we  asked.  I  will,  however,  with- 
draw my  Motion. 
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Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Queetioii  again  proposed. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEA.lt  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Qovemment  to  make 
one  conoeaaion,  and  that  is  to  omit  the 
words  "  the  Land  Law  Ireland  Act, 
1881." 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  It  is  not  in  Order 
to  do  that  now. 

Ma.  T.  U.  HEALT :  At  any  rate,  I 
will  aak  the  QoTemment  to  give  this 
matter  their  very  serious  consideration. 

Original  Question  pnt. 

The  Committee  dividtd: — Ayes  191 ; 
NoM  142:  Majority  49.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  820.)  [1.40  A.M.] 

Question, 

"  That  tlie  words  '  this  section  shall  apply 
only    to   Isases   expiring  within    ninety-nine 
ysan  after  the   pmHtring  of  "  The    Land   Law 
(Iteland)  Act,  ISSl,"  and  '  be  there  inserted," 
— put,  and  agretd  to. 

Dr.  CLABE  (GaithoesB) :  It  is  now 
a  quarter  to  2,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  there  is  other  Business  to  come  be- 
fore the  Hoase,  I  think  we  ought  now 
to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  FABNELL  :  I  bope  that  mean- 
while the  GoTemment  will  consider 
whether  they  will  not  agree  to  some 
concession  with  reference  to  leaeea  not 
in  existence  before  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  We  will  con- 
sider it ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  can  give  no 
promise. 

Committee  report  Frogreaa ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

TEU8TEE  SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL. 

(JTr.  Jstiion,  Mr.  ChanetUiir  of  tie  SxthqHfr, 

Thi  Firit  Lord  af  tht  TrM4urg.} 

[bill  334.]    SECoiTD  aaADina. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Da.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  rise  to  a 

Eoint  of  Order.  I  uaderstood  the  right 
on.  and  learned  Oentleman  the  I^d 
Advocate  that  he  would  take  theOroftera' 
Holding  (Scotland)  Bill  to-night. 

Mb.  SFEAKER  :  We  have  passed  it 
now,  and  cannot  re-open  the  matter. 

Mb.  DILLON:  I  asked  early  in  the 
eveniiig  if  the  Distresaed  tJnioas  (lie- 
land)  Bill  would  be  taken  to-ntght,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  aaid  dis- 
tinctly  "  Yes."  Why  has  it  been  again 
adjourned  ? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  As  a  matter 
of  personal  explanation,  I  may  state 
that  had  I  thought  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  to  go  on  with  it  I  was  quite 
ready  to  do  bo. 

Ma.  DILLON :  Who,  then,  put  it 
down  for  Thursday  ? 

The  SEOEETAET  to  the  TREA- 
8TJET  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
announced  the  Bill  for  Thursday  be- 
cause I  was  under  a  misapprehension. 
I  nnderetood  it  was  not  to  be  taken  to- 
night, and  was  not  aware  of  the  arrange- 
ment referred  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, - 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Ur.  Jackton.) 

Ma.HOWELL(Bethnal  Grflfln,N.E.): 
I  hope  the  House  will  read  this  Bill  a 
second  time,  because  there  is  nothing  of 
a  debateable  character  in  it.  It  is  a  Bill 
of  considerable  importance ;  and  I  will 
ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a  moment 
the  position  in  which  we  are  placed  in 
regard  to  it.  I  have  been  long  endea- 
vouring to  obtain  from  the  Government 
its  consent  to  introducing  a  Bill  of  this 
kind — indeed,  I  have  been  trjingsince 
February  last,  and  at  last  the  Bill  is 
before  the  House.  Its  object  is  to  enable 
the  Treasury  to  make  investigations  into 
the  condition  of  certain  trustee  banks 
whenever  it  is  necessary  to  do  so.  If 
the  House  will  allow  me— and  I  will 
detain  it  hut  for  a  few  moments— I 
wish  to  say  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be 
allowed  to  pass  through  its  remaining 
stages  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committtd 
for  TAurtday. 

MUNICIPAL  REGULATION  [C0N8TABU- 

LART,  &c.)  (BELFAST)  BILL.-[Biu  201.] 

(Caloiul King' Barman,  Mr.  Salioiliir  a*ti*><tlfar 

Irttand.) 

SEOOND  KBASINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — ( Colonel  KingSarman.) 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  rise 
to  protest  against  this  important  Bill 
beingtaken  at  this  hour  of  the  morning. 
It  is  a  Bill  affecting  the  interoal  govern- 
ment of  the  great  City  of  Belfast,  and  it 
is  a  Bill  to  some  of  the  provisions  of 
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vhioh  the  authorities  take  very  con- 
Bidorablo  oltjeclion.  It  was  understood 
that  it  would  not  be  taken  to-night ;  but 
the  boD.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
threatened  if  the  GoTernment  would  not 
move  it  he  would.  I  bag,  Sir,  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

8iE  JAMES  COEET(Armagh,  Mid) : 
I  beg  to  second  that. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Johntton.) 


Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
reply  to  the  hoD.  Member  opposite, 
accused  me  of  threatening  the  Houae,  £ 
would  asj  I  never  threaten,  though  I 
often  niake  strong  representations  to  this 
House ;  and  I  certainly  did  represent  at 
Question  Time  that  if  the  Bill  were  not 
taken  by  the  Government  to-night  I 
should  move  it.  It  was  then  understood 
that  it  should  be  taken,  yet  the  hon. 
Member  protests,  and  with  inconceivable 
hardihood,  on  the  25th  of  July— the  very 
verge  of  the  end  of  the  Session— contends 
it  is  improper  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  which 
intimately  concerns  the  preservation  of 
social  order  in  the  town  of  which  he  is  a 
Bepreseotative.  It  is  a  Bill  which  pro- 
poses tfl  put  an  end  to  a  state  of  afl'airs 
most  disastrous.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
forget  that  in  last  year's  riots  40  Uvea 
were  lost,  60  houses  wrecked,  and  that 
for  three  months  6,000  armed  men  had 
to  be  kept  there  to  preserve  order  ?  Yet 
he  has  the  hardihood  to  object  to  this 
Bill  being  taken,  although,  unless  we 
get  it  through,  riots  may  break  out 
again.  I  worn  the  GovemmeDt  that 
they  will  incur  a  fearful  responsibility  if 
they  do  not  get  this  Bill  through,  for 
unless  they  do  no  legislation  of  this 
kind  can  be  got  through  till  next  year  ; 
and  if  in  the  course  of  the  autumn  or 
winter  disorder  again  breaks  out  in  Bel- 
fast the  responsibility  will  be  on  their 
heads  for  any  loss  of  life  that  may 
ensue. 

The  PAELIAMENTAET  UNDEE 
SECRBTAEY  FOB  lEELAND  (Colonel 
EiHa-EUBUAit)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet): 
I  think  the  last  few  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  partake  of  the  nature  of  a 
threat,  although  he  eays  he  never  uses 
threato  to  this  House.  I  rise  to  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South  Bel> 
fast  not  to  press  his  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. I  think  the  bon.  Member  who 
last  spoke  is  much  mistaken  as  to  the 
Mr.  Johnalon 
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attitude  of  the  Government  on  this  BilL 
This  is  the  first  time  we  hare  had  a 
ohanoe  of  dealing  with  it;  it  baa  aliraya 
been  blocked  until  tv^  night.  The  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  is  to  take  the 
Bill  whenever  possible,  and  to  insist  on 
enforcing  obedience  to  the  law.  The 
hon.  Member  speaks  of  the  authoritiea 
of  Belfast  not  being  satisfied  with  the 
Bill ;  but  then,  I  think,  he  speaks  soEne- 
what  without  book.  I  have  been  lo 
communication  with  the  Mayor  and  Town 
Council,  and  I  can  say  there  are  few 
points  upon  which  we  have  not  arrived 
at  an  agreement.  On  those  points  upon 
which  wedifferthe  Municipal  Authoritiea 
have  made  the  best  stand  they  could — 
they  opposed  the  Bill  on  Standing 
Orders,  and  we  were  able  to  resist  their 
attacks,  and  the  Bill  has  been  allowed 
to  proceed  to  this  second  reading  stage, 
which  now,  I  hope,  the  House  will 
allow  us  to  take. 

Mb.  EVVAET  (Belfast,  N.):  I  think 
it  is  unreasonable  to  proceed  with  a  Bill 
of  this  importance  at  this  hour.  It  has 
been  fairly  enough  stated  that,  under  a 
misapprehension,  we  were  informed  the 
Bill  would  not  be  taken  to-night,  and  it 
is  both  inconvenient  to  ourselves  and 
unfair  to  the  people  of  Belfast  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  now. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatietd. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Before  the  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time,  I  think  we  should  know  what  ia 
the  intention  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  on  the  Paper. 

Me.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) ;  I  think 
it  is  desirable  we  should  kuow  if  the 
Qovemment  seriously  intend  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  this  Session.  The  Motion 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  is  obviously  intended 
to  defeat  the  Bill  by  referring  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  five.  A  Eoyal  Com- 
mission sat  for  three  months  and  exa- 
mined some  200  witnesses,  and  the  Com- 
missioners issued  two  Eeports,  one  of 
which  can  be  bought  for  3i.,  and  the 
other  by  the  dissentient  Commissioner, 
perhaps  on  consideration  of  its  superior 
value  and  importance,  is  to  be  had  for 
13i,  These  documents,  together  with 
the  evidence  of  magistrates,  clergymen, 
police,  and  witnesses  from  every  rack 
and  section  of  opinion  in  Belfast,  are 
comprised  in  a  Blue  Book  of  some  600 
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pagefl ;  and  yet  io  the  faoe  of  this  ihe 
hoD.  Qantleman  opposite  proposea  to 
relegate  this  Bill,  the  outcome  of  thia 
iaquiiy,  to  a  Select  Oommiltee  for  the 
collection  of  more  evidence.  I  ask,  trill 
the  Bill  be  allowed  to  proceed  in  the 
ordioar;  way,  and  here  say  that  after 
the  eecond  reading  is  taken  it  will  be 
my  duty  to  oppoee  the  appointment  of 
the  proposed  watoh  Committee  for  the 
discnarge  of  functions  which,  in  my 
opinion,  should  lie  with  the  Commis- 
aioner  of  Police. 

OolokelKINQ-HAEMAN:  Foronce 
1  tind  myself  in  harmony  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  desire  to  get  through 
the  second  reading  at  once,  though  when 
WB  get  to  the  Oommittee  stage  we  shall 
prooably  differ  upon  the  point  he  has 
referred  to.  My  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
is  aware  that  we  cannot  agree  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  for  it 
would,  by  loss  of  time,  have  the  effect 
simply  of  destroying  the  Bill  for  the 
Session.  Now,  after  the  oshaustive  He- 
port  of  the  Royal  Commission,  is  such  an 
inquiry  necessary  ?  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  with  our  proposals  now ;  but 
the  gist  of  them  is  that  the  general 
powers  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
will  be  vested  in  the  police  magistiateH, 
as  is  the  case  in  almost  every  large 
borough  in  Ireland.  The  change  is 
rather  a  recognition  of  the  importance 
of  the  town.  AVe  also  propoee  the 
appointment  of  a  Watoh  Oommittee,  and 
here  we  shall  meet  with  opposition  from 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Weet  Belfast.  We 
think  it  a  matter  of  importance  ;  but  we 
shall  be  happy  to  receive  suggestions, 
for,  while  adhering  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  we  desire  to  consult  the  views 
and  wishes  of  all  who  are  concerned  in  , 
the  prosperity  and  welfare  of  Belfast. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ajreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  fur  Friday. 

Mh.  JOHNSTON:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  move,  on  the  Motion 
for  going  into  Committee,  that  the  House 
go  into  Oommittee  three  months  beooe. 
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JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Steritary  MutAta;  Mr.  Stuart -WorlUy.^ 

I^BOJ.  245.J      SKOOKD  BBADIHQ. 

-  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Iltade,  and  Question  proposed, 
Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
Haaritars  Itattheut.) 


Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
This  is  legialating  in  a  curious  way; 
the  second  reading  is  moved  in  a 
whisper.  This  Bill  is  to  enable  the 
punishment  of  whipping  to  be  inflicted 
upon  young  persona ;  and  I  suppose, 
under  it,  a  child  may  be  reduced  to  a 
mass  of  wounds,  as  in  the  case  we  read 
of  in  the  papers  the  other  day.  After  a 
long  series  of  legislative  attempts  at  the 
punishment  of  young  criminals,  and 
after  wa  thought  we  were  rid  of  the 
subject  with  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard  Tincent), 
we  have  the  Government  proposing  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  after  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning.  Let  anyone  look  at  the 
Bill,  and  recognize  the  absurdity  of  pro- 
posing a  Bill  of  this  importance  at  this 
hour.  I  know  I  shall  be  told  that  this 
contemplated  punishment  by  whipping 
will  not  be  inflicted  without  the  consent 
of  the  young  persona  themselves;  but  I 
say  that  the  alternative  of  being  re- 
turned for  trial,  or  of  getting  six  strokes 
with  the  birch  rod,  is  an  alternative 
that  ought  not  to  be  put  to  a  child  of 
tender  years.  I  beg  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr. 
T.  M.  Beats,) — put,  and  agrtid  to. 

Debate  adjourntd  till  Ib'tnorroie. 

MABKIAGES  (ATTENDANCE  OF  REGIS- 
TEARS)  BILL.-[BiLL  16i.] 
{Mr.  Atlenujf   Otntral,  Mi:  Selicitar  Qtntral, 
Mr.  Stuart- mnlty.) 
SEOOITD      BBADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHUio  WEBSTEa)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
moving  the  discharge  of  this  Order,  I 
desire  to  say  that  I  am  obliged  to  adopt 
that  course  in  face  of  the  persistent 
opposition  with  which  the  Bill  has  been 
met  by  those  who  are  unwilling  that 
any  grievance  should  be  removed,  which 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  prevents  all 
chance  of  thoBillgettinginto  Committee. 
I  hope  that  early  next  Sesaion  we  may 
be  enabled  to  deal  with  the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Order  for  ^e  Second  Beading  be 
discharged," — (Sir  Richard  JFthtler,)-- 
put,  and  agrtad  to. 

Order  diiehargtd. 

Bill  tcithdraicn. 
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IE18H  LAND   LAW  [REMUNERATION ]. 

OOUUTTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,— (3fr.  Jaehott.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  {Longford,  N.J : 
In  deference  to  the  wieh  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  I  did  not  press  my  opposition 
to  this  BeBoIutioQ  on  n  former  occasion, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  move  the  ad- 
journment now  ;  but  I  do  want  to  know, 
if  we  allow  the  Speaker  to  leave  the 
Chair,  shall  we  be  allowed  to  report 
Progress  immediately  ?  Will  the  Go- 
vernment insist  most  unreasonabl;  in 
taking  the  two  stages  now  ?  The  pro- 
posal is  to  enable  the  Government  to 
pay  certain  charges  out  of  the  public 
funda  for  the  payment  of  assistants  of 
the  County  Court  Judges  in  reference 
to  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  the  Land 
Act  before  we  know  what  the  scope  of 
the  proposed  changes  in  that  Bill  are  to 
be.  Why  should  we  be  called  upon  to 
make  provision  for  these  changes  in 
respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Clauses  when,  as  we  under- 
stand, those  clauses  are  to  be  dropped  ? 
Can  the  Government  givo  us  any  reason 
for  this?  They  sometimes  have  reasons, 
though  they  do  not  always  remove  our 
objections,  and  if  they  will  state  them 
I  will  not  persist  in  my  opposition  ;  but 
I  cannot  understand  their  reason  for 
obtaining  power  to  provide  the  salaries 
of  ofBci^s  whom  they  are  not  going  to 
appoint. 

The  SEOEETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
STJItT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  It 
was  explained  a  few  days  ago  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  and  also  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  that  unless  this  Besolution 
is  taken  it  is  quite  impossible  to  deal 
with  any  clause  in  Committee  which 
relates  to  or  affects  the  expenditure  of 
public  money  in  any  degree.  It  is  not 
only  in  regard  to  the  salaries  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refers ; 
but  no  charge  could  be  made  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  and  as  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
would  point  out,  the  Committee  would 
be  unable  to  proceed  with  the  considera- 
tion of  any  o^uso  that  involved  expen- 
diture unless  the  House  had  passed  this 
Besolution.  It  may  be  remembered 
that  on    one   occasion  proceedings  in 


Committee  had  to  be  stopped  because  the 
Committee  came  to  a  clause  in  voIvidr;  ex- 
penditure for  which  preparation  had  not 
been  made  by  such  a  Resolution  as  this. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  My  point  is  this. 
If  you  are  going  to  drop  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses,  why  proceed  with  this,  wbicti  is 
to  provide  for  assistance  to  Countj  Court 
Judges  V 

Mk.  JACKSON :  If  the  clausen  are 
dropped  after  this  Besolutioa  is  taken 
that  will  not  affect  the  case  at  all.  Ex- 
cept you  pass  this  Resolution  you  can- 
not deal  with  the  clauses  in  Comcnittee, 
while,  if  the  clauses  drop,  then  the  He- 
Bolution  drops  with  it.  The  question  of 
the  retention  of  the  clauses  in  tho  Bill  is 
not  affected  in  any  way,  while  you  can- 
not deal  with  the  clauses  at  all,  even  by 
omitting  them,  without  such  a  stage  as 
this.  I  am  sure  every  hon.  Member  of 
experience  in  these  matters  will  agree 
that  the  Besolution  is  both  reasonable 
and  necessary. 

Motion  agretd  to. 

Matteb — eoHtid»r»d  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Th&litis  expedient  to  authorue  tho  paj- 
ment,  out  of  taoneyt  to  be  provided  by  Parli»- 
ment,  of  the  remuDeiation  to  an;  bamsten 
and  TttluerB  that  may  be  appoioted  to  aot  with 
and  aid  tho  County  Court  Judges,  under  the 
proviaions  at  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
amend  'The  Laoi  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  18BI,' 
and  'The  Furchaae  of  Laud  {Ireland)  Act, 
1885,'  and  of  remuneration  tu  certain  officers 
for  performing  addi^anal  datiea  connected  with 


Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  only  ques- 
tion I  will  ask  is  this.  If  this  clause — 
this  form — I  do  not  know  exactly  what 
to  call  it,  is  complied  with,  I  hope  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  notturu  round  upon 
us  and  say  the  House  has  assented  in 
principle  to  the  Bankruptcy  Glauses  t 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  I  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  givo  a  pledge  of  that  kind 
on  behalf  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  Jh-morrow. 

OPEN  SPACES  (DUBLIN)  BILL— [Bu.l  80.] 

(Jfr.  milium  Sedmand,  Mr.  T.  D.  SuUivaii,  Mr. 

Uurphy,  Mr.  Dicyer  Oray,Mr.  Timothy  H fly.) 

COUUITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Sneaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." 


>v  Google 


£009  0pm  Spam  jJi 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SEORETABT  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kibo-Habmam)  {Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
I  am  afraid  I  must  object  to  this.  Sinos 
the  Bill  was  introduced  Amend m en ta 
were  introduced  into  the  Metropolitan 
Open  Spaces  Bill,  many  of  whioli  I  had 
the  honour  of  moving;  myself,  with  the 
diatinot  undeTstaoding,  as  I  believed, 
that  those  Amendments  would  take  the 
place  of  tht§  Bill,  which  I  quite  expected 
would  be  withdrawn,  and  am  now  sur- 
prised to  find  still  on  the  Paper.  I  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{^Colonel  King-SarmanJ) 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) ; 
I  think  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Geu' 
tleman  might  have  found  a  less  pre- 
j  udiced  witness.  When  he  was  a  private 
Member  he  opposed  a  similar  Bill  to 
this ;  but  having  acquired  his  preaent 
position,  on  which  I  congratulate  him, 
he  seemed  to  become  a  friend  to  the  Bill, 
at  least  to  the  extent  of  not  nsing  hia 
official  positloD  to  obstruct  it.  But 
having  again,  as  I  understand,  assumed 
a  position  of  more  freedom  and  leas  re- 
sponsibility, and  hie  official  Chief  being 
abeent,  he  now  figures  as  an  opponent 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  true  that,  to  some  ex- 
tent, a  series  of  Amendments  introduced 
into  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  applied  the  Metro- 
politan Open  Spaces  Bill  to  Dublin;  but 
there  are  a  number  of  valnable  provi- 
sions contained  in  this  Bill,  and  the  pro- 
posal I  make  to  the  Government  is  tnis, 
and  X  hope  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  will  accept  it— we  desire  to 
reciprocate  favours  the  Government  have 
extended  to  us.  Let  ua  get  the  Speaker 
out  of  the  Chair,  and  we  will  agree  not 
to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  unless 
we  come  to  an  arrangement  with  the 
Government  as  to  its  clauses.  But  let 
us  get  this  stage.  We  admit  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  stop  us  to-night ; 
we  admit  their  power  to  crush  us  in 
Dommtttee ;  besides,  they  hare  the 
Souse  of  Lords  behind  them.  But  let 
Jiem  allow  us  to  get  the  Bill  into  Com- 
nittee,  and  after  that,  unless  we  can 
?ome  to  an  understanding  with  the  Go- 
vernment, I  will  recommend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  and  the  Lord  Mayor 
to  abandon  the  Bill,  for,  of  ooniae,  we 
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have  no  hope  of  carrying  a  Bill  against 
the  Qovemment  at  this  period  of  the 
Session.  I  ask  the  Government  to  with* 
draw  opposition  now,  and  we  promise 
not  to  persevere  with  the  Bill  unless  we 
can  come  to  some  terms  of  accommoda- 
tion with  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
I  never  could  understand  why  this  Bill 
was  blocked.  What  is  its  object  ?  One 
that  we  might  suppose  both  aides  would 
facilitate— the  conversion  of  old  burying 
grounds  in  the  City  of  Dublin  into  plea- 
sant open  spaces. 

CoLoKEt  KING-HARMAN:  This 
was  all  done  in  the  other  Bill. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Yes;  but 
done  in  a  way  that  is  unworkable  for 
Dublin.  Does  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  know  that  the  Bit!  had  the 
approval  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Baach?  ["Order!"]  I 
suppose  I  may  name  him  now  he  is 
unfortunately  absent.  If  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  continued  Chief  Sewe- 
tary  this  Bill  would  certainly  be  law 
now.  It  is  a  cruelty  to  the  waifa  and 
strays  of  Dublin  to  blook  the  Bill,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  not  persist  in 
their  opposition. 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.EmmrE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  cannot  be  aware  that 
the  Amendments  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon: 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  entirely  meet  the  points  be 
has  raised.  I  was  compelled  to  take 
some  interest  in  that  Bill,  and  can  bear 
out  what  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
eaye,  that  it  was  clearly  understood  that 
the  other  Bill  would  not  be  proceeded 
with,  because  what  was  proposed  to  be 
done  by  the  one  Bill  was  ocoomplished 
by  Amendments  inserted  in  the  other. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
think  that  right  bou.  GentlenLen  are 
labouring  under  some  mistake.  What 
really  occurred  was  this.  When  the 
BiU  was  first  of  all  put  upon  the  Notice 
Paper,  it  was  blocked  by  a  couple  of 
hon.  Members  who  eit  on  the  Tory  eide 
below  the  Gangway.  Then,  when  the 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  introduced,  I  reoolleot 
putting  down  a  block  to  it.  It  is  not 
often  that  I  find  myself  in  agreement 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Hr.  T.  W.  SuBsell),  but  I  do  in  regard 
to  this  Bill,  whioh,  as  he  says,  hod  the 
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approTol  of  the  late  Chief  Becretarj. 
Well,  in  deference  to  remonstraaoei 
addressed  to  me  by  several  boD.  Mem- 
bers, I  vithdreT  my  oppositioii  to  thi 
Uetropolitan  Opea  Spaces  Bill,  and  the 
boD.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
doa  said  he  would  try  to  induce  Tory 
HemboTfl  to  take  off  the  block  from  this 
Bill.  I  merely  rise  to  make  this  ezpla- 
naUon,  and  to  let  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  know  that 
really  the  opposition  that  existed  to  this 
Bill  was  not  opposition  to  ita  pnDolple 
or  proposals,  but  a  sort  of  desultory 
opposition  offered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Oangnay  opposite  who  were 
not  altogether  pleased  with  the  action  we 
took  upon  other  Bills. 

The  OHAIEUAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Codbtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
I  really  hope  the  Qovernment  will  accept 
the  offer  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Lon^ord  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  who,  I  presume,  spoke  on  behalf 
of  his  Friends.  They  offer  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  except  by  arrange- 
ment with  the  Government ;  their  only 
wish  now  is  to  take  a  formal  atage,  in 
order  to  prevent  constant  opposition  to 
^e  Motion.  We  shall  certainly  save 
time  by  adopting  the  coaree  suggested. 

The  ATTOEKEY  GENBEAL  fok 
IHELAND  (Mr.  Gibboh)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) ;  On  the  understanding  which 
I  understand  was  offered  that  the  Go- 
vernment shall  exerciae  control  over  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill  I  think  we 
may  agree  to  the  proposal. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Queation  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

HABRIAOES     CONTIBUATION     (AST- 
WEEP)  BILL.— CBm,  328.] 
{Mr.  Jame*  Slutrt,  Mr.  Stxttn,  Mr.  PUtm.) 
SEOOHD    BSASINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mh.  JAMES  STUABT  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  will  be  brief,  but  it  ia  neces- 
eary  I  should  aay  a  few  words  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  Ita  object 
istooonfiFmcerlain  marriages  solemnized 
at  Antwerp  by  a  certain  Dr.  Potts,  who 
was  chaplain  at  a  British  and  American 
Chapel  and  Sailors'  Bethel  there,  sup- 
ported partly  by  a  British  and  partly 
Dr.  Ikniur 
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by  an  American  Bocioty.  He  was  a 
minister  of  the  Pieabytetian  Church  of 
the  United  States,  and  officiated  at 
Antwerp  from  1880  to  May,  1884,  uid 
during  that  time  ha  performed  several 
marriages — I  think  aomethiog  like  12 
in  all — between  variouaparties,  and  these 
marriagea  are  all  Invalid  on  a  technical 
point.  The  circumstances  are  these.  In 
Belgium  the  only  marriage  recognised 
by  the  State  ia  a  civil  marriage;  and 
though  Dr.  Potts  performed  theiie 
marriages  in  accordance  with  the  law 
and  practice  in  the  Presbyterian  Church 
of  Ihe  United  States  of  America,  the 
parties  who  were  married  by  him  were 
not  aware,  and  were  not  informed  by 
him,  that  the  civil  ceremony  of  marriage 
was  necessary.  In  the  depositions  made 
on  oath  by  Dr.  Putts  it  is  evident  bow 
he  was  misled  in  the  matter.  He  had, 
through  a  member  of  his  oommittee. 
consulted  the  opinion  of  a  lawyer  as  to 
the  propriety  of  his  action,  and  received 
advice,  or  wrongly  interpreted  thead  vice, 
which  led  him  to  suppose  the  marriages 
were  l^aL  I  may  say  that  Bills  of  this 
character  to  establish  the  legality  of  mar- 
riages have  been  not  infrequent  during 
the  present  century.  I  have  been  able 
to  observe  more  than  50  similar  in  cha- 
racter to  this,  some  for  legalizing 
marriages  at  home  where  informality 
had  occurred,  and  some  for  legalizing 
marriages  in  which  the  illegality  had 
taken  place  abroad.  For  instance,  in 
1833  there  was  a  Bill  introduced  for 
legalizing  marriages  at  Hamburg,  per- 
formed there  by  a  clergyman  of  the 
Chucch  of  England.  Z  merely  mention 
this  as  indicating  the  character  of  the 
Bill.  The  principal  Act  for  legalizing  a 
large  number  of  marriages  of  this  kind 
was  the  Act  of  1849,  which  lays  dovn 
the  circumstances  under  which  mar- 
riages, as  a  rule,  are  to  be  performed 
in  foreign  oouutriea  for  British  sub- 
jects. In  that  Act,  which  legalizes  mar- 
riagea conducted  before  that  date  with 
certain  irregularities,  there  was  a  clause 
which  stated  that  the  Ant  should  not 
render  valid  any  marriage  which,  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  had  been  de- 
clared invalid  by  any  Court  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction.  That  Act  related 
to  marriages  that  had  taken  place 
during  a  considerable  number  of  years, 
and  the  object  of  this  saving  clause  was 
to  pcevent  the  illegitimacy  of  the  ohil- 
dren  bom  of  any  marriage  which  had 
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lubsei^aently  taken  place  in  coDsequence 
of  the  declaration  of  the  Court.  Paadng 
over  a  great  number  of  Acta,  I  might 
refer  to  one  vhich  is  Ter;  similar  to  the 
present  Bill  for  le^taliziog  marriages 
performed  at  Morha  Yelo,  in  Brazil,  and 
passed  in  1867.  I  refer  to  tliis,  as 
these  marriages  were  not  illegal  because 
of  any  informality  oonneoted  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1849.  These 
marriages  were  not  solemnized  under 
tba  Foreign  Kfarriagee  Act  of  1849,  but 
were  informal,  in  consequence  of  non- 
oompliance  with  the  form  of  marriage 
necessary  in  the  country ;  and  the  Act 
then  passed,  overriding  the  Ux  loci,  is 
similar  in  effect  to  the  Bill  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  The  only  point 
that  might  be  raised  is  whether  the 
parties  concerned  in  these  marriages 
performed  by  Dr.  Potts  considered 
them  to  be  valid  at  the  time,  and 
whether  Dr.  Potts  did.  There  can  be 
little  doubt  of  that,  for  we  have  the 
decision  of  a  Court  of  Law  on  this 
matter— namely,  that  of  ISr.  Begistrar 
Middleton,  in  the  caeo  of  one  of  the 
marriages  in  question,  who  states  that 
from  the  evidence  it  is  clear  that  the 
belief  of  all  parties  was  that  the  cere- 
mony was  valid.  I  refer  to  the  parties 
to  ^e  suit  in  the  Lan^worthy  case, 
which  is  one  of  the  marriages  to  which 
this  Bill  refers. 

Uotion  made,  and  Qaeetion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  Jam*i  Stuart.) 

Ua.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) :  I  had 
hoped  to  hear  some  indicatiou  of  the 
course  to  be  taken  after  this  Bill  has 
been  read  a  second  time.  I  feel  it  my 
duty  now  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  1  cannot  now  go  into  the 
facta  at  length ;  but  what  I  want  parti- 
cularly to  point  out  is  that  this  Bill  is 
really  very  different  from  most  of  those 
that  have  been  brought  before  the 
House  for  somewhat  similar  purposes, 
and  I  may  remind  the  House  that  the 
course  which  certainly  should  be  taken 
in  this  case,  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  has  been  adopted  in 
former  instances.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  these  Marriage  Confirmation  Bills 
resolve  themselves  chiefly  into  two 
classee;  first,  where  parsons  had  ground 
for  thinking  that  the  ceremony  was  duly 
authorized,  snoh  as  in  the  Hamburg  case, 
where  the  chaplain  wa>,  np  to  a  certain 
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date,  duly  authorized,  but  the  authority 
had  ceased  because  of  the  oipiration 
from  time  of  the  British  Factory  ;  and 
the  other  is  the  case  in  vhich  the  cere- 
mony  is  invalid  by  reason  of  the  autho- 
rity not  having  been  made  complete. 
In  this  case  two  elements  are  wanting. 
Here  we  have  a  gentleman  who  is 
not  an  Englishman,  but  an  American 
subject,  poBseesing  no  authority,  sup- 
ported by  some  charitable  societies, 
assuming  authority  to  contract  mar- 
riages. There  was  no  reason,  that  I 
am  aware,  vhy  parties  should  have 
gone  to  him  when  there  were  Ihe 
proper  and  recognized  means  of  obtain- 
ing the  legal  sanction  of  marriage  in 
Antwerp.  Under  the  circumstances,  it 
appears  to  me  that  further  attention 
should  be  eiven  to  the  matter  than  is 
now  possible ;  nod,  therefore,  I  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr,  Tomliniim.) 

Ub.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  take  this  course.  Sup- 
posing that  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time,  it  might  very  f^rly  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  would  be 
met.  On  that  understanding,  perhaps, 
the  hon.  Member  wilt  withdrttw  bis 
Motion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (8ie 
RicHAtin  Webbteb)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
The  Motion  does  not  allow  of  our  enter- 
ing into  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
am  not  desirous  of  saying  anything 
against  the  Preamble.  But,  certainly, 
having  regard  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  that  we  are  dealing  with  a 
question  relating  to  what  took  place  in  a 
foreign  country,  I  think  the  House  ought 
not  to  assent  to  the  second  reading  unless 
a  dear  case  for  legislation  is  made  out. 
I  submit  that  at  this  time,  ona  question  of 
international  importance,  we  ought  not 
to  pass  the  second  reading  without  full 
discussion. 

Mr.  HBNNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  hope  that  the  advice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  will  not  be 
taken.  This  matter  is  one  of  pressing 
importance,  and  it  i»  in  the  interest  of 
the  community  that  these  marriages 
should  at  once  be  declared  valid.  I 
trust  the  Bill  will  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
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ooQsent  to  tha  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Us.  JAMES  STUART :  To  prerent 
any  misunderstandiag,  may  I  be  allowed 
to  say  that  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to 
aooept  the  propoeal  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee? 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast.  W.):  As  I 
understand  that  meeta  the  only  objeo* 
tioD  of  the  hon.  Uember  who  moved  the 
adjournment,  surely  now  he  will  not 
peniet  in  his  If  otion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dkidtd : — Ayes  75 ;  Noes 
75.— (Div.  List,  No.  321.) 

Mr.  SPEAKBB:  Undn  these  oir- 
otunstancee,  I  give  my  Toioe  with  the 
Ayes. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Hay  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
is  it  not  in  aooordance  with  usage  that 
the  reasons  for  the  Speaker's  casting 
vote  should  be  given,  that  theymay  he 
entered  on  the  Journals  of  the  House  ? 

Ub.  speaker  :  The  usual  entry 
will  be  made  in  the  Votes. 

Debate  at^'tttnud  till  To-morrow. 

INODMBENTS  RESIGNATION  ACT  (1871) 
AMENDMENT  BILL  [/,orrf»].— [Bill  333.] 
(Jfr.  ToB./™™.) 
oomaTTBa.     {_Proffr»u  21tt  July.^ 
Bill  contidtrtd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee. } 
Olauea  1  e^rttd  to. 
Clause  2  (Construction  of  Act). 
Ma.  BROADHURST   (Nottingham, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress.    This  is  a  BtU  that, 
it  appears  to  me,  should  receive  very 
considerable  attention,  which  it  is  not 
reasonable  to  suppose  it  will  receive  at 
S  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (Jfi*. 
BroadKwtt.) 

Thb  ATTORNET  general  {Sir 
BiOHABD  WEBaTKa)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  have  fur- 
ther time  for  coasideration  I  will  not 
oppose  the  Motion ;  but  I  think  he  will 
find  that  the  Bill  deals  with  a  very  simple 

Ma-'lOMLINSON  (Preston):   The 
Bill  has  been  down  several  days  on  the 
itr.  Smniktr  Simton 


Notice  Paper,  and  there  has  been  no 
suggestion  of  Amendments,  so    it  waa 
fair  to  assume  there  was  no  oppodtion. 
Question  put,  and  ttgraeS  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait 
again  upon  Thurtdatf. 

MARKETS  AND  PAIRS  (WEIOHINO  OF 
CATTr.E)  BOX  [Z«fA].— (Bin,  31T.] 

{^ir  Sichard  Poffet.) 
COHIUTTSE. 

Bill  coniiderod  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some 
iadicationof  what  the  Bill  proposes  to 
do,  and  to  give  opportunity  for  expla- 
nation I  will  move  to  raport  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thatthe  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Co«y- 
hiore.) 

Sib  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  hope  the  Committee  will  con- 
seot  to  go  forward  with  this  measure. 
There  is  no  opposition  down  to  it.  It 
comes  down  to  us  from  "another  place," 
and  it  is  approved  generally  by  all  in- 
terested in  agriculture,  and  I  hope  it 
may  he  aooepted. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
I  believe  it  is  an  extremely  good  Sill, 
and  I  hope  to  see  it  pass ;  but  I  think 
that,  from  our  point  of  view,  the  hon. 
Baronet  should  allow  us  to  look  into  it 
now  that  he  has  arrived  at  this  stage.  It 
is  not  unreasonable  that  he  should  give 
us,  say,  until  to-morrow,  and  he  need 
not  anticipate  any  groat  delay. 

Sib  BIOHARD  PAGET  :  Of  oonrse, 
if  there  is  decided  objection  to  proceed- 
ing now,  I  will  not  press  the  point,  and 
will  put  the  Bill  down  for  to-morrow. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  X  entirely  agree 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy),  and  I  do  not  think  it  will 
make  much  difference.  I  may  observe 
that  the  fact  of  tho  Bill  being  intro- 
duced in  "  another  place  "  is  no  recom- 
mendation. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 
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BAKEBUPTCT    C0XIBT8    (IRELAND) 

BILL.— IBtLL  lU.] 

(JTr.  8*xt<m,  Mr.  C'Amm,    Hr.  O'Em,  Mt. 

M'CnInt,  Mr.  BtynaU,.) 

SKOOMI)  RZIDINO. 

Order  for  Seooad  Beading  read. 
Mk.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  This 
e  a  DOD-contentiout  mesaure.  On  the 
6th  of  February  I  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary if  the  GbverDiuent  would  undertake 
the  Bill.  The  reply  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment  had  no  time,  but  that  they  would 

g'lve  any  aid  in  their  power  to  assist  the 
ill.  Id  pursuance  of  that  assurance 
I  have  brought  in  the  Bill,  and  I  pre- 
sume the  pltdge  given  id  February  ia 
still  in  force. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr.  IS«xttm,)~^\it,  and  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  tummitttd 
tor  Thnr»d«y.  i 

8TEAU  BOILERS  (PASSEKOER  SHIPS).  ! 
Returns  oi4*r»d,  "  showing  the  num- 
ber vf  Passenger  Steamers  at  present  | 
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under  the  anperrision  of  the  Marine 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade :  " 

"  The  number  that  have  been  UDder 
the  supervision  in  each  year  during  the 
past  ten  years :  " 

"And,  the  number  of  Aooidents  that 
have  occurred  among  the  Builers  of 
those  ships  in  eaoh  year,  classiGed 
according  to  their  character;  the  ex- 
plosions to  include  all  accidents  similar 
to  these  which  are  now  recorded  as  ex- 
plosions by  the  Board  of  Trade  officers 
under  the  provisions  of  'The  Boilers 
Explosions  Act,  1882.'"- (J/r. /"r-MKinrf.) 

TURNPIKE  ROADS  (80DTH  WALES). 
Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Peti  ■ 
tions  for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the 
Turnpike  Roads  [South  Wales]  Bill, 
with  respect  to  compliance  with  the 
Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private 
Bills.— iJ/r.  M-Htland.) 


[INDEX. 
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17 
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Puleiton  ;  Aniver,  Tho  Under  SacreUr;  of 
Stnto  for  Foreign  Affaira  (Sir  Jamsi  Fer- 
guason)  July  23, 133T 

Africa  {South) 

Bahttanaland  —  Hamage  uflA  a  Deemed 
Wife',  SUUr.  Q,iieslIon,  Mr.  J.  G.  n<>b- 
bnid  i  Anawer,  The  Seeretarf  or  Slats  lor 
War  (Mr.  K.  Stanhope)  JuU/  8,  213 

Zulaland.  Queation.  Sir  lUbert  Fouler ;  An- 
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M' Arthur;  Aniirer,  The  Soorelarj  of  Stale 
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Aoo-Oardner,  Ur.  S.  T.,  Cheltenham 
Immigraiion  oF  Foreign  Paiipera,  520 

Agricnltnral  Tenants'  Belief  Bill 

(Jfi-.  Stah-Saj/nt,  Sir  Birnhard  SamueUon) 
e.  Sill  withdrawn  •  Jul;/  18  [Bill  133] 

Agriculture 
A  Minitter  jot  AgrievXtuTe,  Qneitiona,  Lord 

Ilenrj   BrooB,  Mr.  II.  G.irdner  ;    Anawpra. 

The    Firtt    Lord  of  the  Trcaaurf  [Mr.    W. 

H.  Smiihl  /u/y  U,  36i 
Agrieultaral  Depreition—Land  out  aj  Cutti- 

nation,   Qiieationa,   Mr.  Beadel,   Mr.  Conj- 

beare,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answora,  The 

Kirit  Lord   of   the  Treaiurr  (Mr.    W.  II. 

Smith)  July  3S,  1895 
Affricuttural  Helumi —Aereagi  of  Wo^ds  and 

Foreili,    Qucation,   Mr.    Rankin;    Antwor, 

The  Seerelnrj  to  tho  Hoard  of  Trndo(Baren 

Ilenrj  De  Warma)  July  IE,  93g 

AiHSLtB,    Mr.  W.  G.,   Zancaikire,   JV. 
LontdaU 
Tniok,  Conaid.  el.  8,  Amendt,  lOBO 

AllDtments  for  Cottagers  Bill  [u.l] 

{The  Earl  of  Jersty) 
I.  Order  for  Commilteo  dieehargad  July  13,  133 
{.No.  lOtI) 

Andbrsoit,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Prooedure  (Ho.  2), 

Conaid.  tl.  39,  fl03  ;  el.  72,  891 
Iriih  Land  Law,  Comot.  eL  I,  Motion  for  rc- 

poiting  rrogresB,  2000 
Looal  GoTornment,  358 

ieont. 


Ardiudr,  Mr.  C.  H. — emt. 
Pariianient— Rules  of  Debate— Scotch  QoM' 

(ion*,  Ofil.  9S6 
Seodand— Fiiherr   Board— PriTate   Righto  U 

Muaael  Beda,  336 
Siippljr— OSIce   of   (ho   CommiKee   or   Privj 
Council  lor  Trade,  Ae.  I  (36 
Report,  1T33 
Treasury.  Ac.  1011,  1083,  1033,  I03I 

Arotll,  Duke  of 
Criminal  Lair  Amendment  (Irelnod),  3R.  737. 
711  ;  3R.  113.1,1110 

AauY  { Qtttitiont) 

Chelita  Hoipital—BuTtan't  Court,  Qneatioo, 
Mr.  Shaw  Ijeferro  :  Anlwar,  Tho  8ur»eyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Nor[boote)Ju/y  IP, 
1 1ST 

Dfatlti/roBi  Suniirolie  at  the  Curragh  Camp, 
Queation,  Colonel  Gunter  :  Anawer,  Tile  Se- 
oreUrr  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnbope) 
July  7,  73 

Qarerament  Cuniraett—OJuialt  Interettedi* 
Caatraeling  Ftrait,  Q,ue>tions,  Mr.  Haa- 
burj  ;  Anewera,  The  Seore(ar7  of  Stata  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  July  13,  HIT 

Supply  of  Meal  to  Lydi,  Kent,  Queaiion,  Mr. 
Knatoiibuil  -  llugeaaeo  ;  Anawer,  The  Sar. 
vejor  General  of  Ordnanoe  {Mr.  Northeole) 
Jul*/  ae,  IBBl 

Imptrtatiim  oj  Catto/dian  Sortei,  QuestioD, 
Mr.  C.  W,  Ora;  ;  Anawer,  The  Seorelarj 
of  State  for  War  (Ur.  E.  Stanhope)  July  19, 
1313 

Parliamentary  Eleelion  for  the  Batinyelott 
Diviiica  ef  Sanli—Paiiee.  Quosdon,  Mr. 
J.  Rowlandi :  Anawer,  The  Secrstarr  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  July  31, 
1636 

Regimental  Uanii  at  Palitieal  Meetiaji— 
The  Qu«n'f  R-^giilatioat,  (taeatioo,  Mr. 
Lnbouchera  :  Aniwsr,  The  Sooretarf  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Slanbope)  Ju'v  It).  1163 

S\Ateripl\oi\e  to  Parochial  Sdioolt,  Queation, 
Mr.  Uanburj  :  Anawer,  The  Secretarr  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  JulyU, 
316 

The  MarUlio  Toner  at  Brighton  Vitvi,  Co. 
Dublin  —  AdveTtiniig  PlMordi,  Question, 
Sir  Thomaa  Eimonde;  Answer,  The  Seers* 
taTj  of  Slate  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Staohope) 
/«Jyl8,  11S3 

The  MarteUo  Toaeri  at  Blaekrock,  Co.  DviiUn, 
Queation,  Sir  Thomas  Eamonde  ;  Anawer, 
The  Surrejor  Goner.it  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Nortbootc)  July  26,  1881 

Pereartnel 

Dirteteri  of  Army  Centraett — An  Annial 
Report,  Queetion,  Mr.  llanbarj;  Aniwer, 
'I'he  Financial  Seeretarr,  War  Department 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  Jaiy  15,  913 

GiimiDU  Chaplain  in  Cork,  Queation,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  Tbe  SecreUirf  of  State  lor 
War  (Mr.  V..  Stanhope] /ufj/  11,  T81 

■Vtdiail  Ofieeri  in  Curk  BarraeH,  Queatiea, 
Dr.  Tanner:  Aniwer,  The  SeoratnrT  of  Slits 
for  War  (Mr.  ?..  Stanhope)  July  11,  780 

Medieal  Staff,  Competition  for  the,  QueiiioD, 
Mr.  Uowellfn  ;  The  Seoi-elarj  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanbope) /tify  T,  79 


>v  Google 
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A  urr — Ftrion  Mt—ai  n( . 

Strotant  IntlTuetort  tf  Muiittry—Tht  ^netn't 
Kegulalioni,  Queition,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  An- 
■«er,  Tbe  Flninoial  S««retarr,  War  Dspart- 
mcnl  (Hr.  Brodrick)  July  16,  031 

Tht  Rtvitie  of  Snd  of  July — The  llotiturabU 
Artillery  Company  and  thi  Royal  Xaral 
Votaaleeri — Prtctdtnct  ai  Revuwt,  Quca- 
lion,  OburvatLoni,  The  EarlotCsniperdaiirn  ; 
Roplr,  The  Under  SacraUry  of  Slata  for 
War  ([^rd  Uarria)  ;  abort  dabnto  tberson 
July  T,  S3  i  Queitlon,  Cammnnder  Bathell  ,- 
Aniwer,  The  Seoretarj  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  e.  Sltmhope)  July  1,  67 

Tht  Royal  Juinltt  Review  at  Alderihnl~Ex- 
patUTt  to  itie  Beat,  Qusation,  Mr.  Cunning- 
bnme  Qraham ;  Anawcr,  The  Seorslnrr  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  B.  Stanhope)  Julij  1, 
Tl ;  Q,aeUioa,  Mr.  Conjbcnre  ;  Anxrn, 
The  Secrelarr  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stauhope)  July  19,  SOO 

ProtantiBn 
Meditat  EraminatioH  ef  Celoneli  btjort  Pn>' 

Mution,  QneatioD,  ColoDfll  Uughes-Hnllett ; 

Answer,  The   Secretnrf  of  State   for  War 

(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Jvly  11,  703 
Pioneer  Sen/tanit,  Vacation,  Dr.  Kennj ;  An- 

airer,  The  Secretarjr  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 

E.  Stanhope)  July  T,  61 
Senior     Quarlermatlert,    Queation,     Col  anal 

Haghea-Ilatlttt ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

Stale  for  War  (Mr.  K.  Stntibopc)  Jaly  II, 

S19 
7%«fZgyaf  Jr(ilf«ry,Qae(tlon,C>plninCotlon  i 

Answer,  The   Scoreurf   of  Sute   for   War 

(Mr.  E.  Slaabope]  July  13,  193 

Obd.sascb  Depahtuent 
Army  Contmett—Coatraett  for  Collar  Bidei 
/or  thi  Cavalry,  Question,  Colonel  Uughes- 
Uallett;  Answer,  'I'ho  Surveyor  General  of 
Orduanae  (Mr.  Northcote)  July  II,  339; 
Question,  Colonel  Uughcs-llallott ;  Answer, 
The  Finaaoial  Secrotar/,  War  D<parlmont 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  July  IS,  5IS  :  Questions, 
Colonel  Iloghea-Unliett,  Mr.  llanharr,  Mr. 
Bradlsugh  ;  Answer,  Tha  SurTeror  Gonoral 
of  Ordnanco  ( Mr.  Norlhoots)  July  Ifi,  SIT 
Supply  of  Leather,  Queation,  Mr.  Bradlnugh  ; 
Anawer,  The  Sarraj-or  General  of  Ordonnee 
(Mr.  Northcote)  July  33,  ITS3 

Dtfetlive    Weapon*,  Question,  Major  Rasoh  ; 

Answer,  The  Sorveror  Gananl  of  Ordnance 

(Mr.  Northao(e)  July  33,  1760 
Malei  Jrat»  Egypt  for  Regiments   Trantport 

ParpoUM,  Queation,  Dr.  CnmeroD  ;  Answer, 

The   SarTOfor  Oenerat  of   Ordnanoe  (Mr. 

Northoole) /u/y  33,  1T6S 
Boyat  Comniirian  on  Warlike  Store*.  Obaarra- 

tioni,  Tbe  Earl  of  Morlej,  Lord  Napier  and 

Eltriok;    Keply,  The   Under  Seoretarr  of 

Suia  for  War  (Lord  Uuria)  Jtiiy  33,  1813 
The  ••  liaier  "  MarliHi-Henrg  Cartridge.  Ques- 

lioD,  Mr.  Maelore ;  Answer,  Tho  Suriejor 

General     of    Ordnanoe     (Mr.     Northcote) 

July  18,1143 
The    Magarine  RijU,   Qaestion,   Mr.   Watt; 

Anawrr,  The  Seorrurf  of  Slate  for  War  (Mr. 

E.  Staobope)  /afy  3S,  18S0 

[eml. 


Abmt — tont. 
Aiwr  (Adxiliabt  Fobcbs) 

Armi  eflho  RngUth,  Irith,  aoA  Scotch  Militia, 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bsmonde  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Secretnrj  of  Slato  for  War  (Mr.  E, 
Stanhope)  Ju'y  U,  TT7 

OJieeri  of  the  JUtiilia  —  Army  Signalling, 
Question,  Mr.  Llewelljn ;  Aniirer,  Tho 
SecreLtrj  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope)/uf;;  19,  1311 

Artillery  Kafunf<«ri — Praetiee  with  Heavy 
Guilt,  Questions,  Mr.  Mallooh,  Mr.  Ilnnbur/  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Sunejor  Generalof  Ordnanoe 
(Mr.  Northeota)  July  33,  1793 

Army  {^Re-organhttian) 

PoslponcmeDt  of  Motion,  The  Ear]  of  WomfS*, 
Jufy  18,  1103 

Moied,  •'  That  tbo  statement  regarding  Armj 
organliation  rceantif  made  bj  Major  General 
Brackenburf  bj  authority  of  the  Secretarj 
of  SiRiB  for  War  at  tha  Kofnl  United  Service 
Institution  be  laid  upon  the  Tabla"  [The 
Earl  of  Wemy)  July  32.  1 713  :  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Ashbourne,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland) 
Criminal  Iaw  Amendment  (Ireland),  IR.  SIS, 
320;  3R.  710,  730;  Comm.  11.2,021,036; 
tt.  6,  030 

AsnBB,  Ur.  A.,  Elffin,  j-e. 

Criminal   L.tw  (Scotland)    rroeeduro  (No.  3), 

Consid.  SOI  ;  el.  30,  006 
Supplf— Peterhead  Harbour,  630,  613 

ATKtNaoM,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Boiton 

Bolmmaa— Mr.    L.  D.  Powles,  a   MagislratP, 

MS5 
Law  and  Poliee— Open-Air  Servioes  at  Grant- 


ATTOaUBT   QeSBBAL  (*M  Webstkb,   8ii 
B.  E.) 

Atiobnbt  Obnbeal  fob  Ireland  (w« 
OiBsoN,  Bight  Hon.  J.  O.) 

Auttralia  ( WetUm) — Rtiignation  of  Mr. 
Stntman,  Atlomey  General 
Question,    Mr.    llenniker  ileaton  ;    Answer, 
Tlie  Seoretarj  of  Stale  for  the  Colonics  (Sir 
Uenrr  Holland)  Ju!y  31,  laus 

AvBLAND,  Lord 

Palace  of  W catm in  ster— Central  Hall— SUtae 
of  the  lata  Earl  ol  IddcsleJEh,  193 

Badeh-Fowell,  Mr.  G.,  LiMrpeet,  Kirk- 
dale 
Domiuion    of    Canada  —  Canadian   Costoni 
Tariff,  21  u 
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SihaiHM,   TAt—Mr.    Z.    D.   PowUt,    a 
UagwtraU 
Queiition.Mr.  AlkJDton  ;  Aoiaer,  Tho  Seore- 

Inrrof  Stjtta   far  Iha  Coloniei  (Sir  Ilearf 
Holland)  JuJjilS.liaS 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  E.,  Strefori 

Jobllee  Teiir  of  Hw  Mnjesly'i  Raign,  CalebM- 
tion  o(~Naval  Review  off  Spithead— Allot- 
ment of  Tiokats,  1S33 
Sapplf — llouio  oF  Lord!  Offloes,  630 

Baltotjb,  Lord  {A  Lord  in  Waitiog) 
Cburofa  Patronago  (Seotlnnd),  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, Amendt.  893 
Mar  Peerage,  1743 

Balfoub,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Seere- 

tary  to   the   Lord    Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  9ftneh^al«r,  E. 

Crimina!  Ijiir  Arnendment  (Irelsnd),  3R.  DO, 

103,  103,  104,  lOB,  107,  inS,  100,  !10 
Criminal  Lnnallo  Airlumi  (Engluiid  and  Ire- 
land)—Com  parati  to  Pbj,  778 
DiXreiied   Uniona   (Ireland),   2R.   101,  163, 
103,  IS*  ;  Comm.  4S3,  Hi  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
jonrament.  ib. 
Diatreued    Uniona  (Ireland)   [SalarJea,    AU- 

laneea,  Ao.].  Report  of  Re*.  147, 4S0,  4S1 
Ireland — Qaeilioni 

Commiuioner*  of   National   Edaontlon — 
Teaoher*  of  Model    Soboola  —  Reanlta 
Feei,  1147 
Crime-StaCiatie>,  1880,770 
Criminal  Law  AmendmaDt  Aet,  1837 — The 
Proolamationi,  1837,  1808,  1896,  1BO0, 
leoi, 1002 
Di>treu«d  Uniona,  11S7 
Drilling  in  Orange  Lodge*,  703 
Erjotiao* — Eiielionaon  Ihe  Brooke  Eitmtc, 

Coolgresnir,  Co.  Weiford,  533,  797 
Inland   Natigation   and    Drninage — RiTer* 
Shannon   and   Brolna,   1140  :— GoTern- 
ment  Subfenlion  of  £50,000,  1103 
Iriab  Lnnd  Law,  1031  ; — Glebe  Pure haiera, 

see,  799 
Labourara  Aet*— The  Return,  7S6 
Law  and    Juatioe— Mr.   William   Tjrrell, 
of    BallinderrT,  Co.    Kildare,    IISO  ;  — 
Summer  Auiies — Cbargeaoftbe  Jadge*, 
81 
Poor  Law— Poor  Rale  Colteeton  iu  Wick. 

low,  7S7 
Poor  Jdvw  Gaardiani — Gniilitjnion  Union, 

783 
Poet    Offloe — Orange    Folitioal    Meeting*, 

788 
Rojal  Iriih  Conatabular^ — CUil   Employ- 
ment  of  Polioe  for  Protcetlon  Dutj,  7(It ; 
— Promotion  of  Diatriot  Inipeotor  Tjllr, 
767 
State  of  Ireland— Orange  Frooaaaion  from 
Portadown,  783 
Iriah  Land  Law,  3R.  373,  373,  37S,  378,  370, 
381,  383,  381,  386,  337,  573,  891  ;  Comm. 
lOTO,  1673  i  Motion  (or  Adjoarnment,  1077, 
1070,  1683,  1683,  1684,  1685,  1630,  1301, 
1093,  1094,  1600,  1697,  1098,1700,1700; 
tl.  I,  100S,  1S06,  1007,  1009,  1010,  1013, 
lOH,    19^11,    I93i>,    1031;    Amendt.    1933, 
leant. 


DiLVODB,  Right  Hon.  A.  }.—eonl. 

1933,  1953,  1906,  1901,  1905,  1966,  1970, 
1971.  1981,  1981,  1085,  198S,  1939,  1991, 
3001 
Supply— Cifil  Serfloea  and  ReTMne  Depart- 

menu,  1010,  1011 
Truatee  Saring)  Bank*,  3It.  3002 

Balfour,   Eight   Hon.    J.    B.,    CUel- 
numnan,  ^c. 
Criminal   Law  (Sootland)   Procednre   (No.  S), 

Coniid.  cl.  39,  683  :  cl  56,  890 
Tmok,  Coniid.  add.  cl.  1087 


Balfoub,  General  Sir  Q.,  Kineardint- 
thirt 
Barbitdoet — LegiilativB  Coanoil — R«U«af  and 

Water  Companiei,  333 
Jubilee  Naral  Reriew  at  PorUmoutb,  1763 
Scotland — Looal  Taxation  Reli]ma,351 

Seeretarj  for  Sootland,  1361 
Snppl;— C  i*il  Serriee  Commietioa,  1640 
CiTil  Senieet  and  ReTonna  Departmonta, 

900,  933 
Extraordinarj    Titbe    Redemption     Act, 

1386,  1567 
Harbour*,  &e.  under  the  Board  of  Tnda, 

629,633,634,038 
Peterhead   llarboar,   638,  611,   613,  613, 

on,  648 
Rate*  on  GoTemment  Propertr,  SS3,  S57 

Banbniptc7  Conrts  (Ireland]  Bill 

(Mr.  StxtDit.  Mr.  Chouat,  Xr.  QSea,  Mr. 

M'Carlan,  Mr.  Rtyneldi) 

c.  Read  3"  Julf)  33,  3017  [BiU  134] 

Bankruptcy  (BiBchai^  and  CloBnre)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Attomty  Oateral,  Mr.  Solieilar  Omrral, 

Banm  Henry  De  Warvu) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  Jidg  15  [BiU  337] 

Bankraptcy  Offices  (Sitea)  Bill 

(Zord  Btnniitr) 
I.  Committwi  ■  Jidy  35  {Nm.  70-187) 

BAaxLBT,  Mr.  Q.  C.  T,,  liUngton,  N. 
Iriah  Land  La<r,  2R.  833 
I'oit  Office— Faeilitiea  for  the  Sale  of  GonMla 
lo  the  Working  Claaiea,  3U 

Baittklot,  Oolonel  Sir  W.  B.,  S»*i»x, 

2f.W. 

ktmj  Ettimatei,  957 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  3R.  35S, 
354 

Navj— CoUiaion  between  H.M.SS.  "Ajai" 
and  "  DaTittation  "  off  Portamoulh,  ISM 

Sopplf— Priij  Council  nod  Subordinate  De- 
part men  ti,  139  T 

Basino,  Lord 

Mnrgarine  [Fradalrnt  Sale},3R.  IS77 
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Bath,  l£arquesa  ot 
Leiilimicr  DaoUration  Act  (13B8)  Amend- 
meat,  2R.  1333 

BAniANv,     Mr.    A.    A.,     CamhtrwtU, 
Ptetham 
JabilM  Tor  ot  Uer  Majeatj'*  Ileign.  Celsbia- 
liOD  of— Kairal  Ssiiew  off  Spilbssd— Nevi- 
paper  Corraapondtiiti,  1BS3 

Beadkl,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Eutx,  Ckalmtford 
Agricaltural  Dspraaiioo  —  Land  oat  oF  CnltJTa- 
tioo,  189S 

Bbauobahp,  Earl 

Und  Tnnarer,  Report,  el.  8V,  94  ;  SR.  S30, 


BRAtnioMT,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Iforthumbfrltmd, 
Tsnani* 
Patliamaot — PriTilcga— Complaint  (Dr.  Tan- 
ncr),  R«t.  1037,  IVOD 

Btlfait  Main  Drainagt  Sill  (iy  Order) 
e.  Order  read,  for  returning  Adjourned  Debilo  on 
Itneition   [30th    Jnne],  "Tbal   the   l^ordi' 
Amcndli.  Imi  now  taken  into  Consideration  ;" 
Queition  again  propoMd  ;  Debits  tetamed 
Ju/y7,  31 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  Dillon);  after  dabale,  Qocation  put; 
A.  104,  N.  ITS  ;  U.  14  (0.  L.  23S} 
Originul  Qucitioa  again  propoied,  13  ;  after  de- 
bate.  Amandt.   to    tears   out  "  now,"   add 
"upon  TuenJaj  ne<t"(Jfr.   IK.  /I.Snilh): 
Quetlion    proposed.  "  That   '  now,'   ia, ; " 
aflor  further  ihort  debate,  Qusalioo  put,  and 
nrgnliied  ;   Words  "  upon  Thursdaj  iieit" 

Main  (tueation,  aa  amended,  put,  and  agresd  lo 

Qntalion,    Mr.   Se:(l0D ;    Answer,   Ths   First 

of  ths  TwMurr  {Mr.  W.  IJ.  Sioilb)  July  8. 

Debate  rsaumed  /ufy  13,191;  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Lords'  Ameodta.  eonaidered, 
and  agreed  to 


BaKTiscK,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  0.,  B^if*- 

Metropolia— Street    T mpro re meota— Steps  of 

St.  Martin-in-tbo-Kie1da,  793 
SuppI;,  Report,  179 

Bebesfobd,  Lord  C.  W.  De  La  P.  (A 
Lord  of  the  Admiral^),   MtrgU- 
bone,  E. 
NaTj  EttioMlea— Doak;ardaand  Navat  Tarda 
at  Dome  and  Abroad,  13T7,  1379,  I2S3 

BKTUELL.CommanderO.B.,  Tork,E.R., 
Iloldtnutt 
Naral  ICsllmates— Doskjards  and  Nanl  Tarda 

at  Uome  and  Abroad,  1330 
Reriaw  of  Ind  of  Jul; — Honourablo  Arlillerj 
Companf  and  the  R«jbI  Narnl  Volunteers — 
Preofdenae  at  EUfiowa,  ST 


BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Oavan,    W. 

Mirfarius  (Fraudulent  Snle),  Comm.cf.  1, 133 
Parliament— PriTilegs- Complaint  (Dr.  Tan. 

ner),  Res.  117S 
Supplj — Ciiil  Serriees  and  Refenns  Depart- 
ments, OSI,  090.993 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  1301 

Biowooo,  Mr.  J.,  SliddUtex,  Brentford 
Parliament— Pririlsge— Complaint  (Dr.  Tnn- 
nsr].  Res.  1034, 1035, 1030,  IOCS 


,  Sir  B.,  Iforfolt,  F. 
North  Sea  Fisberlea— Outrage  to  the   Nets, 
Ao.  of  Tannouth  Fiahsrmen,  1700 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland — Poat  OfBoe — Dromintee,  Ca  Armagh, 
311 
Railwaja—  Station  Aooommodation,  913 

Blokdell,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lan- 
eathirt,  S.  W.,  Inet 
PottOSoe[Tclegra|i1i[)epartmsnl)-Forward- 
ing  and  Reoeiving  Priiate  Tslsgrams — 
Laooaahire  and  Xorkahire  Raitva;  Company, 
320 
Track,  Consid.  add.  tl.  1080 

BoASD  OF  Trade  —  Secretary  to   («m 
De  Works,  Baron  H.) 

BoLTOM,  Mr.  J.  C,  Stirling 

Rating  of  Maohiasrr — Valoalion  ofMunioipal 
Waterworks,  1018 

Seottand — Valuation  and  Rating  of  Water- 
works belonging  to  Looil  Authorities,  Uolioa 
for  a  Select  Committes,  1S09 

BoHD,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Doritt,  E. 

Ednoalion   Depnrtnsnt — Old    Nithol  Strset, 
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Itaport,  1731 

Seoratarr    of  Stale   for   Foreign   Abire, 
1382,  1389 

Ohubchill,  Right  Hoc.  Lord  R.  H.  S., 
Paddington,  S. 
IHih  Land  Law,  SR.  370 :  Motion   for   Ad- 

jonrnment,  SSS,  801,  816.  819,  83S,  S39, 

8GS,  SeO,  8S1,  862 
NiTj  Kilimatea— Dockrardaaad  Naial  Tarda 

At  Home  and   Abra.id,   1189,   1190,   1196, 

1310,  1313,  1311,  121fi,  1316,  1318,  1268, 

1169, 1373 
Parliamont  —  SoMional  Orden  —  InlerhTeDce 

of  Pe«n  at  ElMtiooi— North    PaddJngton 

eieolion,  Rei.  381,362.867 
Supply— Uoiue  orCommoni  Offlcei,  700 

Civil  Serviet,    Jht — Noliet  of  Ex»min9- 
timt— Candidate  from  Inland 
(tuntion.Mr.  Cox;  Anawar,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well (A  Lord  of  the  Treaearr)  July   7,  70 
[See  Walct\ 

OiASOT,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Duhlin  Co.,  N. 
Criminal  Uw  Amendment  (Ireland),  3R.  108 
IrcUoil— Labourara'    Act* — Labour  era'    Cot- 
tage*— South  Dublin  Union,  1S03 

Olask,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caitknut 
Criminal  Law  (Seotland)  Prooadure  (.Ho.  3), 

Coneid.  «J.  39,  610 
Iriih  Und  Uw,  Comm.  tl.  1, 3001 
Uw  of  Evidenoa  Aaiendmant,  3R.  463 
Licenied  Premiiea(EarIicrCloiing)(SaoiUnd), 
Comm.  d.  4,  list 
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CI.1BE,  Dr.  G.  B — BMt 

Margarine  ( Fraud  olent  Sale),  Oomm.  el.  1, 187: 

tL  4,  139  :  cJ.  t,  301 :  Conaid.  17fi 
Seolland— Fiiberj  Board — Loana  toFiriwrmaD 

under  the  Croflera'  Aot.  497 
Snpplj — Charitj  Commiaionera  for  England 
and  Walea,  ISll,  1513, 1S14 
Ciiil  Scriioe  Commleiioa,  1943 
Civil  Serrioei  and  lloTenae  Department*, 

073 
Friendly  Sooletiea  R«gi*try,  1361,  lS6i 
Local  GoTeroment  Board,  Ac.   179S,  1199, 

1803,  1837 
Report,  1307 
Track,  Cooaid.  adi.tl.  837.  1078,  1093 
Truatoe  Saiingi  Bank*,  3R.  3001 

Gla&kk,  Sir  E.  Q.  (Solioitor  general), 
Plymouth 
Criminal  Uw  (Scotland)  Prooednre  (No.  3), 
Consid.  iidd.  el.  600  ;  el.  36,  801  :  el.  64, 
803 
Sheriff*  (Coniolidotion).  3R,  390,  391 
Walea  —  Tithe  Agitation  —  Dutiirba  noaa  at 
Llangwm,  1333,  1363 

Coal  Minet,  ifc.  Jlegulatton  Bill 
Quotion,  Sir  John  Swinburne  ;  Aniwer,  The 
Fir»t  Lord  of  the  Treainrj  (Mr.  ff.  H. 
Smith)  July  7.  Si;  QaeBlion,  Ur.  Bart; 
Aniwer,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treneary 
Mr.  W.  a.  Smith)  July  U.  800 ;  Queatlon, 
Mr.  Maion ;  Aniwer.  Tha  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treaaury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith]  Jtdy  19, 1331 

Coal  Mine*— The  Vdtton  Colliery  Ei^W- 

lion,  Lanark! Aire — Tht  Inquiry 

Queation,  Mr.  Mason  ;    Anawar,  The   Setra- 

tary  of   Slata  for   the   llome   Department 

(Mr  Mstthewi)  JtJi/  11,340     [»e«ifin«*] 

GooBiLL,  Mr.  D.  H.,    Jfeaautle-under- 

A dmi rally— Uae  of  Petioleum  ai  Fuel  for  th« 
Nary,  1303 

OoLBHlDOK,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  AttareUffi 
Criminal  Uw  Amendme  nt  (Trelatid),  8R.  3U0, 


OotLiRoa,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Sordtiltg 
Iriab  Und  Uw,  3K.  84.1 
S apply- Charity  Commiaiion  for  England  and 
Wala*,    Amandt.   1188,  1446,   1»0S,   1319, 


CoLUAs,  Mr-  J.  J.,  Noraieh 
Uar|*rliie  (Frandalent  Sale),  Ooiuid.  470 

OoLOHB,  Oaptain  J.  0.  R.,  7W«r  SamUti, 
Bow,  i^e. 
Jubilee  Year  of  Uer  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Nnral  RsTiew  at  Spithead — At- 
oommodation  for  Member*,  1336  ;- "  Tolal 
Cooiplanant  ol  tb*  Sbipe,"  1398 
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Colonial    Office,    Th—Tht    Wtrqiuu    of 
Carmarthen 
Queation,  Mr.  Ltbouohere  ;  Aniirer,  Ths'  Sa- 
aralKTjr  of  StaU  for  tlie  Colonial   (Sir  Henry 
Ilollind}/ufs>18, 1163 

OoLOHTBB — Secretary  of  State  for  («m 
Hoi.i.A^,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

OoLOSUs — TJndor  Secretary  of  State  for 
(»«  OiTBWT,  Earl  of) 

Colaniu,  I%» — Contagiout  Diitatat  Ordi- 
nanett 
QoeltlOD,  Mr.  Jamai  3ta>tt ;  Anwer.Tho  8a- 
oralarr  of  State  for  tbe  Coloaiea  (Sir  Hanrj 
Ho1land)/u;j/U,  778 

Ooiai£RBLL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  £.,  South' 


CoiourrsB  of  Couhoil  on  Eduoatioit — 
Vice  President  {u»  Dyke,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Companies     Acta     ConsolidatiDii     and 

Amendment  Bill 
{Mr.  Jamti  Sttuttan,  Sir  Btmhtrd  SamiuUan, 

Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Lttt) 
0.  Bill  wlthdraim  ■  July  30  [Bill  SIB] 

ContagioiM  Di»eanet  {AnimaU)  AeU 
Oultrtakt  of  Pleura- Paeumnia  in  Eagland 
andScollimd,  QuailloD,  Mr.  Ilallaf  SMwsrt; 
Anioer,  Tbs  SeoreUrjofState  fortha  Iloma 
Dapir([neiil(Mr.  Matthawi)  Jufy  IB,  1161 
jPlearo-Pnettmoaia  in  Inland,  Queationa.  Mr. 
CoK  ;  Anawera,  The  Parliamantnry  Under 
Saoratarj  for  Irelnnd  (Colonsl  iiing-Uar. 
man)  July  as,  1761 

CoNWAT,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim,  N. 

Inland — Law  and  Jnatioe-^Leitrim  Aiaiiea — 
Atroat  oF  John  Mellajp,  19a 


OOKTSKABE,    Mr.    0.    A.    V.,      CoTRWOll, 

Camboma 
Admiralc;— Deronport  and  other  Dookjarda— 

Diaoharga  orWorbman,  fill 
Agricultural  Depreiaion — Ljind  OBt  orCaltin- 

tioD,  180  B 
Corrupt  PraoUoei  Aet — Alleged    reraonation 

in  north  ilantl,  1892,  1893 
Ireland,    Slkte    of— Chnrge    of   Mr.    Juatioe 

O'Brion  at  Clara  Aaaiiaa,  filS 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Uor  Miijeitf'a  Reign,  CeUbra. 

tion  of— Pardon  of  Olhnderi — Koial  Natt, 

1638 


l«mt. 


CosTBUHi,  Mr.  C.  A.  V. — eoni. 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendmeat,  3R.  MoliM  hr 

Adjaumment,  473 
Mngistraoj   (England     and     Wale*)— Liil  rf 

Nomineta  tor  the  New  Borou^b  B«oeb,  731 
Markala    and    Falra    (Weighing   of  Callk), 

Conrnt.  cl.  I,  Motion  for  reporting  Progrta, 

aoie 

Metropolitan  Polioo  Act  —  Arrest  of  Traig 
Women  for  Alleged  SoliciUtioo— Atrat 
of  Miaa  Caaa,  323  ;— Mr.  NewtM,  Marl- 
borough Street  PoIloo  Ma);iatrate,  739, 
790 
Metropolitan  Magiatriitos,  £21 
Municipal     Regulation     (CoDstabular;,    M*.] 

(Beltait),  2K.  3001 
Sappljr— l)oua«  of  Commona  Offlccai,  708 
Trnok,  Conaid.  add.  cl.  e37 
War  Office— Rojal  Jubilee   ReTiew  at  Aldir- 


CooKB,  Mr.  0.  W.  E.,  Ifewinglan,  W. 
Pnrllament  —  Houao  of  CotnmoDB  —  It«adiii{ 
Rooiii--Exoluaionor"  United  Ireland,"  9S) 

Copyhold  Enfl'anchisement  Bill  [B'>-] 

[The  Lord  BobJLoute) 
I.  Committee,  afier  abort  debate  Juiy  10,  iSIl 
(No.  1»} 
Report  Julu  31,  1B81  (No.  180} 

Copyr^ht  (Hasical  Compositians]  ffill 

[Mr.  Addinm,  Mr.  Jtnnitigi,  Mr.  RoicMtk, 

Mr.  PrntU) 

t.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  8  [Bill  195] 

Copyright (Hoaical Compontioiu)  (to.i) 

BUI  {Mr.  BarlUy,  Mr.  .dddit^ 

Mr,  Dillayn,  Mr.  laaton) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Jdy  11  [BUI  SS3] 

CoBBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Witklou),  E. 
Ireland — Qucationl 

Excise — Number  of  Spirit  Grocera  jfl  ika 
HelropolilAa    Police    Diatrict,    Dnbtin, 
ISTe 
Labonrcra  Acta— Tbo  Itctum,  7BS 
Law    and    Jualice  —  Summer    Aaaisea  — 

Charf  es  of  the  Judges,  83 
Lcnnoj    Com miasiooera— Annual  Report, 

DSfi 
Magislraer— Dr.   llartj.   Coroner,  Kings- 
town, SOI 
OfBce  of  Collector  Geueral  of  Ratet,  Dab- 

lio,  1880 
Poor  Law— Poor  Rata  Collcoton  in  Wi«k- 
low,  T6S 
Lunao;  Commiaaloners  (England and  Walea)-" 

Annual  Report,  SSfi 
Metropolitan   Commona — Tootlug   Bee  Coffl' 

moD,  11  CI 
Priaona  (England  and  Walea)  —  Alleged  UI- 
Treatment  of  a  LoDatio  in  Stafford  Coaatf 
Oabl,  fiua,  1317 
Truck,  Conaid.  cl.  1,  1090, 1008 

Core,  Earl  of 
Criminal  Law  AmBaduient|  (IrcUod),  Coiui. 
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Coroners  Bill  [n.L.i 

( Tht  Lord  CAanmthr) 

I.  Prewnl«a  :  read  I'  •  July  IB  (No.  177) 

R»d  2>,  Kftcr  ihort  dcbito  July  21,  IS30 

Corrupt  PraettMt  Aet—AlUg«d  Ptriona- 
lion  in  Norlk  SanU 
QiiFttiani,  Mr.  CoDjbearc  ;  Ani>r«r«,  Tbo  Al- 
tortej    Genenl     (Sir     Richard     WataWr) 
yWyU.  18fi3 

Corby,  Sir  J,  P.,  Armagh,  Hid 

Bel  rait    Main     Droinago,     Lords'     A  mend  it. 

Coniid.  33,  S6.  4Ba 
Munioipal  Corpontioni  Aolt  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment   (No.    3],    LorJa'    Amcndli.   Conaiil. 
Amende.  398 
Municipal     Kegulalion    (Conitabnlarf,     Ao.) 
(Belfaat],  3R.  2003 

CossHAM,  Mr.  H.,  Briitol,  E. 

Parliament  —  Ilouie  of  Commoni— Iteadisg 
Room— Excluiion    or  "United    IroUod," 
OSS 
Supplj— Ciril  Servieci  and  Refenne  Depart- 
mcnle,  681 
Friendlj  Soeietiei  Rogistrj,  ISSS 

OoTTOK,  Capt.  E.  T.  D.,  Ckahirt,  Wirral 
Armjf  — Proraolio""  '"  ">e   Ro;al   Artillorj, 


OoimxifBT,    Mr.   L.    H.    (Chairman  of 

CommitteeB  of  Ways  and  Meana  and 

DepuW  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 

Beirutt    Main     Drainage,     Lordi'     Amendli. 

Conaid.  37.  13,10 
Dublin,  WiekloT,  and  Wexford  Railwa}  (Citf 
of  Dublin  Janelion  Riilwaya),  1801,  ISSJ, 
1873 
Iriah  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.   1,   ISOB,  1033, 

1B30,  1011,  iei4,  leie,  ifioe,  iv70,  issi, 

3001 
Margarine(Fraiu)alent  Sale), Comm.  ci.1, 100; 

et.i,  IDS 
Open  Spncee  (Dublin),  Conm.  SOU 
Sopplj—Chariir  Commiuioa  Tor  England  and 
Wale*,  1410,1103.  ISOI 
Ciril  SerTioee  and  Rerenns  Departmeoli, 

1013 
Uarbonra,  Ac.  under  tha  Board  of  Trade, 

630,  033,  631,  03^ 
Local  Goiemment  Board,  Ao.  1163,  1830, 

1833,  1833 
Peterhead  Harbour,  6«S,  016,  617 
Secrelarr  of  Stale   htr    Foreign    Affain, 

1374,  1370,  1368 
Treainrr,   1018,  1019,   1033,  1031,  1018, 
lOSO 
Tramirara    ProTiMOoal  Ordera   (No.  I),  SR. 
1383 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clart,  E. 

Citil  Seriioe— Notiee  of  £xaminatioD(,  70 
Ireland — Queiliona 

Arma  Act— Jobn  Ileneba;,  of  Bodjko,  Co. 
Clare,  1311,1343 
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Cox,  Hr.J.  R.— GMl. 

Contagion*   Diatawi    (Anlmali)   Acta  — 

FUuro- Pneumonia,  1701,  1703 
Evictlona — Eiielionton  the  Brooko  Eilate, 

Coelgrean;,  Co.  Wexford,  IBS :— Retnro 

of  Eipenaee,  187S 
I'oet  Offlee— PoBlmailerihip  in   Six   Mil* 

Bridge,  Co.  Clat«.  I7B1 
Ro^al    Iriih   Contlabulnrr— Promotion  of 

Diitriet  Inapeotor  Tillj,  706,  767 

Cozemb-Habdt,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Norfolk,  N. 
Supi^f — Charitf  Commiaiion  for  England  and 
Walea,  1107,  ISOO 

Cbanbobkb,  Viscount,  Laneathtrt,  N.E., 
Daricen 
Iriah  Land  Law,  3R.  840 

Obakbrooe,  Tiacount  (Lord  President 
of  the  Council) 
Mar^rino  (Fraudulent  Sale),  SR.  16T0 


Chavfobd,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  (No.  S), 

Conaid .  cL  36,  607 :  cl.  S4,  803 
Seer«larj  for  Scotland,  81 
Truck,    Conaid.    aM.  cl.   1070,   1078,   1084, 
1080;  c'.  7, 1090 

Cbbmeb,   Mr.  W.  B.,  Shoreditch,  Eag- 

genlon 
Eg;pt— Sir  llenrj  Drummond  WoIS'b  Miuion 

—Coat  of  the  Ordinary  Diplotnatio  Semice 

in  Egjpt  and  Oonatantinople,  IISO 
Truck,    Conaid.    add.   el.  837,    I08T,   1088; 

Amendt.   1060,  IDSO,  1091,  1100;  3R.  1368 
Supplj— Cliariiir  Commiaaion  for  Englapd  and 

Waici,  1118,  Hfi6,  1S30 


Criminal    Law  Amendment   (Ireland} 

BUI 
(Mr.  AHAur  Balfivr,  Mr.  Secritert  Matlhan 
Mr.  Atiornty  Qaitral,  Mr,  Atlomts  Oetural 
/or  IrtU^I)  [Bill  SOB] 

«.  HoTed,  "That  tho  Bill  be   now  read  S*" 
July  7,  88 
Ameodt.  to  leaTe  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  this 
da;  three  manthi"  (Mr.  ir.  E.  Oladtone)  ; 
Q,uca(lon     propoaed,   "That  'now,'  Aio. ;" 
■fitr  ion^  debale,  Debate  adjourned 
Debate   reaumed  July  8,  338 ;  after  lone  do- 
bate,  Queation  put ;  A.  310,  H.  362 ;  M.  87 
Diiision  Liat,  Afaa  and  Noes,  SIS 
Main    Qneation    put,    and   agr««d    to;    Bill 
read  3° 
I.  Read  I' *  (Tkt  Im^  Aihbovmt)  July  II 

(No.  184} 
Read  3*,  after  debate  Jitly  14, 710 
CommitlM  ;  Report,  after  debate  Julg  IS,  SOB 
Read  3',  after  debate  Jufy  18,  1103 
Rojol  Aaaent  Jaiy  16     [fiO  d>  81  Vial.  o.  30] 
Proirnt   againit  the   Tbird  Reading  Jidy  31, 

1896 
I>TDt«tt  ajainit  the  BiU  J^lg  38, 1849 
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CHminal  Law  and  Preetdun  {Irtland) 
Act,  1887 
TSt  Preelamalioni,  Qneationi,  Mr.  Jolin  Mor. 
Ibt,  Hr.  MsoNeill,  Mr.  SeiCon.  Sir  Wiltiam 
Hireourt,  Mr.  China*,  Mr.  O'Doherlj,  Mr. 
T.  M.  llenly,  Mr.  Arthmr  O'Connor,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'CooDor;  Ani«er*,Tha  Chief  Senre tar]' 
for  IreUad  (Mr.  A.  J.  Btlfonr)  Julg  35. 
1360 

Criminal    Law    (Scotland)    Procednre 

(No.  2)  Bill  {Tht  Lard  AdvwMte, 

Kr.     Sieretary    Matthew;    Mr.    SMeitor 
GtmralJoT  Scotlarul) 
e.  Consldsred  July  12,  S93  :  ifter  debate,  DebnCe 
■djourned  [Bill  1ST] 

Further  Proceeding  resumed  J«lg  U,  887 
Order  Tor  311.  rend,  and  d iaoh urged ;  Bill  re- 
committed, Id  reipeot  of  Clauaei  40,  12,  13, 
61,  and  ■  new  oUu» 
tiommittcB  ;  Report ;  ni  smanded,  oon^dered  ; 
read  3'  July  18, 1397 
;,  Read  I"  (Jf.  Lothian)  Jnty  16    (No.  178) 

Croften'  Holdings  (Scotland]  Bill  ["-i"] 

{Tilt  Wargwii  ofLelhian) 
t.  Uommons  Amendls.  coniidered,  July  S,  307 
One  duagreed  to  ;  Remiiaing  Ametidti.  agreed 

A  Committco  appointed  to  prepare  rcaaont  to 
be  offered  to  the  Comiaons  for  tho  Lords 
diugreeing  to  the  tnid  Amende. ;  the  Com- 
mittee to  meet  forthwith.  Report  from  tho 
Committee  of  the  reuona  prepared  hj  them  ; 
read,  aad  agreed  to  ;  and  a  mcMa^e  tent  to 
the  CommoDi  to  letara  tbe  said  Bill  with 
the  renaoDl 


CBoae,  Yiecount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
Goronera,  3R.  IGSl 

CBOsaLsr,  Mr.  E,,  York,  W.R.,  Sowtrhy 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  ( (reland),  3R.  250 

Cbosbuajt,  Uajor  Oeneral  SirW.,  Perii- 
mouth 
Admiraltj— Her  Majeitr'aJabiiee— Non-Corn- 
baUnC  Uffloeri,  200 

Cj/prui — Stport  on  the  Zoeiut  Campaign^ 
1885  md  1886 
Queition,  Hr.  Howell  ;  Answer,  Tbe   Seore- 
Uxj  of  Stale  for  tbe  Coloniei  (Sir   Uenrr 

HolUnd)  July  7,  78 


Dawitat,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Tork,  N.R. 
Think 
II.-ircs  Preaeriation— "  A  Cloie  Time,"  1C2T 


Ueabt,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  W. 
Inland    Rereoue  Department — "Ride" 


De  CoBADf,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Btlfiut,  M. 
Belfaat    Mai  a     Drainage,     Lordi'     Amentlta. 
CoDsid.  10,  SI 

De  Lible,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Ltic«*- 
Unhire,  Itid 

iminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  3R.  1 18 
rliament— P  ririlege— Complaint  (Dr.  Tan- 

ler),  Rea.  lS5i 

Dbnbioh,  Earl  of 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  2R.  IIT 


Und  Transfer,  Report,  Ameadt.  11,  15;  3K- 

930 
Palace    of   Weilminiter — Honw   of   Lords— 

AoouMio  Propertiea  of  this  Hoaae,  Personal 

Eiplanstion,  187 


Aets   Exteuion, 


Db  Bos,  Lord 

Metropolitan   Open    Spaeei 
Report,  el.  3,  13SS 


De  Worms,  Baron  H.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board   of  Trade],   Liitrpool,   Bait 
ToxUth 
Agricultural  Kcturna — Acreage  of  Woods  and 

Forests,  010 
Commiaaioners  of  Irisb  Lights,  310 
Fiaheriea—  Home  Offlee  and  tbe  Board  of  Con- 

servators,  610 
Ireland— I' iers    .ind    Uarboars  —  Tntiee   and 
Fenlt  Pier  aad  Harbour  Commissiooers, 
1331 
Railways — Station  Accommodation,  213 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Uer  Majeatj'e  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Xnial  ReviBif  off  Spitbeod,  313 
Merchant  Sbipping  Acta — Pilots'  CertiSoates 
to  Aliens — "The   Queen  v.  Trinltf  Honsi 
Corporatlou,"  1631 
Merchant  Sbipping — Prevontiou  of  Collisions 

at  Sea— Regulations— Article  19,  T6B 
Meraej   Dock  and    Harbour    Board  —  Ferrj 
Communication   between   Boocle   and  Mew 
Brighton,  1013 
Meleorological  Offlee— Invention  of  Mr.  B.  A. 

Collins,  tOOS 
North   Sea   Fisheries— Outrage   to  the  Nets, 

dio,  of  Yarmouth  Fisherraen,  1760 
Raiiwara  (England  and  Wnlea)— Quealions 
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Anawer,  Tbe  Cbief  Seeratar;  for  Ireland 
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md  Fide  Oampation—Fair  Rentl—Sub- 
LtiU-g,  Queiiiona,  Hr.  T.  W.  Rniaell,  Sir 
Charles  l^wis ;  Anavers,  The  Atlornef 
Gencrnl  for  IraUad  (Mr.  Gibson)  >/u(y  le, 
041 

•etioai  I.  and  YSIL—FeraumsjU  Improee- 
menlt,  Uuoatlon,  Mr.  J.  E.  l£llia  ;  Answar, 
The  Parliamentarj  Under  Seoretarj  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  KinK-lIarman)  July  7,  65 
■e  Sui'Commitnoneri—Sub'Lelling  to  Col- 
Mert,  Question!,  Sir  Charlea  Levis,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Ileal)'  i  Answurs,  'i'he  Attoraejr  General 
or  Ireland  (Mr.  Uibaoiij/u'y  18,  11(1 

11  Lajid  Co: 


ions,  Mr.  Mahonj,  Mr.  T.  U.  Heal; 
LnsKcn,  Tlie  Hnrlianiencarj  UaJor  Seore* 
ar;  for  Irclaud  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
Uy  31,  1003 

rekaie  of  Land  {Ireland)  Act,  1396— £w. 
3-Ordera  Made,  Qui-stion,  .Mr.  Mrturieo 
lealj  ;  Aonwer,  The  I'arliaiaaiilary  Under 
Gorotary  lor  Ireland  (Colonel  King.lluriii.in] 
u/y  33,1765 

;  Court  Valuer't  ValwUioa — "  Adaoie  r. 
*wi»«ath,"  QuBstioa,  Mr.  Mahoii; ;  An- 
vcr,  Tba  ParliameoMrj  Under  SeorctaTj 
ir  Irelaod  (Colonal  King'Uirinan)  Ju/y  33, 

D    OF    WOBKS   (IkELINd) 

ovat  of  tl%»  Loo  Rook,  BaUi-nore  Harbour, 
usscion,  Mr.  Gilhoolj  ;  Anawer,  The  Av- 
otarr  CO  the  TrcBsur/  (Mr,  Jaokaon) 
i/y  13,  603 


Ihiuvd — eont. 

National  Edccation  (Ibblakd) 

Board  of—  The  Vacant  Seat,  Queaiion,  Mr.  T. 
W.  auaaall;  Anawer,  The  Pdrliamentarj 
Under  Seoretarj  for  Ireland  (Colonal  King- 
Haroian)  Julif  11,  342 

Diimiual  of  Mr.  J.  O.  Fit»gerald,  laipeclor  of 
Naiional  Sekooli,  Queationa,  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Seiton,  Dr.  KennT  i  Answers.  The  I'ar- 
liamentar.T  Under  Seeretarj  for  Irelnnd 
(Colonel  klng-Uarman)  July  IS,  933 

CoMMiieioneri  of —  Teae^^rt  of  Model  Selieole, 
lUtultt  Feet,  Queaiion,  Sir  Cbarlea  Lowia; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretar;  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) /u!!/  18,1117 

Etaminaiion  of  Teaehen,  Quaiiion,  Mr.  1'. 
M'Donald ;  Answer,  The  Parliamenlarr 
Under  Seoretarj  for  Irelnnd  (Colonel  King- 
Uarman)  /u/jr93, 1763 

The  Litmaearal  (Derrg)  SeAooi,  Queaiion,  Mr. 
T.  H.  Uealj ;  Anawer,  The  Harliamentarj 
Under  Seorelnrj  for  Irolnnd  (Colonel  King. 
Barman]  Jaly  21,  ISOl 

Jri'sA  Natianal  Teaehert.  Question,  Mr.  Con- 
waj ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Parliamentnrr  Under 
Seoretarj  for  trulaod  (Colonel  King-IIar- 
man)/u;y  Z5,  1881 

Ifalionai  Sehaoli—QaatiJUalion  for  Monitor- 
ihipt,  Queaiion,  Mr.  T.  W.  Ituasoll ;  An- 
swer, The  Parliamentarj  Under  Seoretarj 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King.IIarman]  Jaly  8, 
311 

Harbours  (Ireland) 
Tlie  Floating  Dock  at  lAmeriek,  Question,  Ur. 
IX.  J.  Qiil;  Answer,  Tho  Seoretarj  to  the 
Treaaurj  (Mr.  Jaokjon)  /i.'y  1?,  SOB 
Kingttoivn  Eariour  CammUlionen —In'.lotwi 
of  Qroaiidt,  Question,  Sir  Thoniaa  Esoionde; 
Answer,  Tha  SeoreUrj  to  the  Treaaurj  (Ur. 
Jaekaon) /uly  le,  1310 

PiBHfl  AND  Harbours  (Irblanii) 
Traiee  and  Peait  Pier  aid  Barboar  Commit- 
noMct,  Queations.Ur.  Edward  Harrington  ; 
Answera,   The  Seoretarj  to  the   Board   of 
Trade  (flaroo  Henrj  De  Worma)  Jul)  10, 
1333 
Inland  NArraATioH  and  Dbaikaqb  (Ireland) 
Allocation  of  the   Oovernimnl   Si^viation  of 
£30,000,  Questiona,  Mr.  Vf.  A.  M.iodonald, 
Mr.    Ibden,   Ur.  T.  H.  Hmlj  ;  Answers, 
Tho    I'arliainantnrj     Under    Seoretarj    far 
Ireland  (Colonel  King-llnrinan),  The  Chan- 
cellor   of    tlie    Eiolieqaer   (Mr.   Goaohen) 
Ju'y  13,  515  :  Queationa,  Ur.  T.  M.  Uealj, 
Colonel  Waring ;  Answers,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Kxohci]uer(Ur.  Gosehen),  The  Chief 
Seoretarj  for  Ireland   (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Jaly  18,  1101 
LoagU   Corrib  Drainage  Diitrielt,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  I'inkertoa  ;  Answer,  Tho  Seoretarj  to 
tho  Treaaurj  (Mr.  Jaokaon}  July  13.  SOT 
Tke  Workt  at  Loayb  Erae  and  BeteeJc,  Quea- 
tiona, .VIr.   W.    Redmond ;    Answers,    The 
Seor«Urj   to   the  Treisurj   (Mr.   Jaekson) 
J>Ual.6\:  Jubj  11,771 

roia,  Queation,  Mr.  W.  A. 
Liiawor,  Tlio  rarliamentarj 
7  far  Ireland  (ColoDol  ICing- 
U,  517 
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iBium  —  liilamt  Kavigotion  and  Draiitaga— 

Tie  ShatmoH  atd  |A<  Bro$»a,  ftasBtion,  Mr. 
Taito:  ADiwer,  Tb«  Cbi*r  SpereUiT  '<>' 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.J.  BalfDar)  Ju^jf  18,  IMS 

Lunatic  Asilums  (Ihblisd) 

AppDinlmaii  of  a  Frttbylmcm  Chaplain  li 
Itu  Cork  Aiylun,  Queiiioni,  Mr.  Haurice 
llmir;  Aniweri,  Ths  PnrliaiusnUrT  Uniler 
SMrslDrr  lor  frelan<]  {Colonel  King-Unr- 
in.iii)  Julg  12.  499 

Crininal  LunaUe  Aiylanu  {England  and  Ire- 
laud)  —  Comparative  Pay,  QuMtion.  Sir 
Thorn**  Euuonde ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Chief  Se- 
orel*r;r  for  Irelmid  (Mr.  A.  J.  fiairour) 
My  U,  778 

Ditncbrum  CrimintU  LunaUe  Atylitin,  Qa«i- 
t<on.  Sir  ThomM  Etmondc  ;  Anawor,  The 
Ftiriianisntiirj  Unriar  SeorcUr^  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  KiD^-H*rni«n)A/y  IS,  1343 

MulUngar  Diilrict  Luaatie  Aii/Ium,  Queitioni, 
Mr.  Tnitr,  Ur.  Selton  :  Answer*,  The  Par- 
lumen  larj  Under  Seoralarj  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King- Herman),  Tha  Attornef 
General  Tor  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibion) /iify  23. 
17S6 

I.aaaey  Coaimiuita^rt  —  Jlit  AunwiX  Report, 
QueaUon,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corlwt  ;  Anmer,  The 
Parliamenlnry  Under  Seeratarj  for  Ireland 
(Colooel  King-Uarmaa)  Juiy  16, 934 

Poos  Law  (Iuiland) 

I'ooT  /.am  Ottardiatu  —  Tii«  RanittyJaoa 
Union,  Quealion,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kennj :  An- 
swer, Tlio  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr, 
A.  J.  BaKour)  Jtity  14,  78S 

Tht  Dutruted  Uaivnt  on  th»  Well  Coail, 
Quailion,  Ur,  J.  E.  Ellii ;  Anaoar,  Tha 
Parliamaatnrr  Undi-r  ScereMrj  for  Irelaod 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  Jdg  II,  347 

Poor  Rale  ColUetore  in   Wiaclimi,  Quaitioa, 
Mr.  W,   J.   Corbet;    Antwer,  Tha    Chief 
Seeretar;  Tor  Ireland   (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
/u/y  14,  7es 
Post  Offiob  (Ibblahd) 

Co.  Armagh  —  Drominlet,  Qaattkin,  Mr. 
Blano  1  Aniwer,  The  Poatmaater  General 
(Mr.  Kiikeajyuljf  8,  an 

Co.  Clare— PottmaMrehip  in  Sia  Mile  Bridge, 
Question,  Mr.  Coi  i  Anawer,  The  Poit- 
mailer  General  (\tr.  Ratke*}  July  33,  lTfi4 

Ce.  Doan~Jnereaie't  Mail  Aeeotninodalion, 
Queation,  Hr.  M'C'arlan  ;  Aniwer,  The 
PoaLioaater  General  (Mr.  Kaikea)  July  15 
040 

Co.  tbiiaghan — Th«  Poitniitreu  of  Annyalla, 
(Ineatioii,  Hr.  P.  O'ilrien  :  Answer,  The 
I'oatmasler  General  (Ur.  Riikas)  July  II, 
338 

Co.  Monaghan  —  A  TtUgrapk  O^e  far 
Smilhiborougli,  Qoaition,  Hr.  P.  U'Briea ; 
Aoatrer,  The  Poslmtaler  Qonerat  (Hr. 
Ralke*}  July  IB,  937 

Qhmn'i  Co. —  Tht  Potlmait«r  al  Bortiiin- 
Oetory,  Qneation,  Ur.  W.  A.  Maodonnld ; 
Anawer,  The  Postmaitar  QoneTal  (Ur. 
Rikikea}  Ju'jf  14,770 

Ca.  Sligo—The  Sural  Poit  Ogiee  Metienger  ol 
Dromard,  question,  Mr,  P.  U'Donald  ;  An- 
iwer, The  Postmaster  Oenvral  (Mr,  Itaikea) 
July  14,  Tflfi 

itotO, 


ItsuMn—Pout  OJitt—WBt. 
Mail  AeeommoJaUon  in  tk«  Narlk  of  /■• 

Queations,    Ur.     H-CarUn,    Ur.   Saxtoo ; 

Answers,    The    Postmaster    Genaral     (Ur. 

Raikes)  J'tdy  3S,  1883 
aUbbtrtn     and    Ballimor^,    Com  w  ns'caf  t'we 

betwetH,   Qneations,   Mr.   Uaurieo  Half  : 

Aniwan,    The    Poatmaater    G*n«ral      (Mr, 

IUikes)/uly  13,  £03 

JieimtiBn  of  new  Situer  Coin*,  Qaeation.  Mr. 
P,  M'Bonald;  Aoawar.  The  PoslsamatT 
General  (Mr,  Raikes)  July  14,  7S1) 

Orange  Political  Mtetingt.  Qaeilions,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond  i  Answers.  Ths  Chief  SecretniT 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour},  Tha  Post- 
master General  (Ur.  Raikes)  Ji^g  14,  7SS 

Railvats  (Ibblamd) 
Station  Aocvmmodafion.  <tiiMUoa,  Ur.  BUne : 
Anawer,    Tha  Seoratar?  to  the   Bosrd    of 
Trade  (Baron  Hearj  Da  Womi)  Jauf  8, 
313 

Law  and  Jnsrici  (Ikelikd) 

Lei'frim  Aetiui  —  ArteH  of  John  MtUey, 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Heal;,  Ur.  Conwaf  ; 
Aniwers,  The  Parlisroentirf  Under  Seere- 
tar;  for  Irrlsnd  (Colonel  King  •  llarman) 
July  It,  493 

Rtdvelion  of  the  Iriih  Beach,  Question,  Mr. 
Childcrs:  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tha 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smilb)  /u^  8,  333 

The  Maya  Compxraej/  Pritoiiert,  Qnestioo, 
Mr,  J.  P.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer.  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secrotarj  for  treUod 
(Colonel  Kin|.aaTmsn)yufy  11,340 

Thb  UAeuTRAOX  (Ihblahd) 
Mr.  V.  Veiey  Filtyerald,  R.M.—CommittaUf 


Attornej  General  for  Ireland  (Ur.  Gibson) 
July  93,  17fiB 

Dr.  Harty,  Coroner,  Kingitovm,'  Questions, 
Mr.  P.  U'Donald,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde, 
Mr.  W,  J.  Corbet ;  Aniwers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibwu)  July  13, 
600 

Mr.  Thamv  fffiMaii,  B.L.  Question,  Ur.  M. 
J.  Kennr ;  Anawer,  The  ParliaoMntarr 
Under  Saoreury  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Uarman)  .Tii/y  21,  ISOfl 

Mr.  WilUam  Tj/ireU,  of  OiaUndtrry,  Co. 
Kildare,  Queilioo,  Mr.  Carew;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secrct^irf  for  Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  July  18,  1119 

The  Coroner  of  the  Qttnliei  Divitimi,  Co. 
Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill  i  Aniwer, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Seoretary  (or  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King-Uarminl  July  7,  03 

The  OJiee  of  High  Shtriff-Mr.  B.  C.  Lerittge. 
Qnealioai,  Sir  George  Csmpbell  ;  Answers, 
The  Parliamantary  Under  Seoretarr  for 
Ireland  (Oolonel  Klng-Harnan)  July  3A, 
1876 

RoiAL  Irish  Cohstabclabt 
Civil  Employment  of  PoHee  on  ProUeUoit  Duly, 
QoestiOD,  Hr.  Kennedy  ;  Answer,  Tba  Chief 
Secretary  lor  Ireland  (,\lr.   .\.  J.   Ualfour) 
July  14,701 
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laiUMp— /loyoJ  Zrith  Cm$tabalaTy—coDt. 
Promelien  of  Diitriet  Impeeior  Tilfy,  Inn- 
tloDS.  Mr.  Cox;  Aniirsn,  Tha  ChlsfSsors- 
Urj  for  Iralaad  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoar)  July  11, 

lUmavat  ef  PUeardi,  <lantioni,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellii,  Mr  Saltan  ;  Ao>w«n,  Tha  PuV»- 
■nflnt>rjrUnd«rS«eraUrrfor  IrcUnd  (ColoDtl 
King-EIiirmiin)  Jufy  S5.  18SS 

Rayttl  Iriih  CaiuMndari/  Fani,  Qaaitlon, 
Mr.  P.  M-Donald  ;  Aaawiir,  The  rirlUiDen- 
tir;  Under  Beeretnrf  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
Kins-Hnrmftn}  Jtilg  21,  leOI 

TItt  Xalionnl  Regittralion  Attoeiatita,  Blaei- 
rett,  Co.  Jtublin,  Qaeellon,  Sir  Thomu 
Eunande ;  Aniaer,  The  ParliamenUrj 
Udder  ScoretnrjF  for  Ireland  (Colonel  ICtsg- 
llarman)  /uly  33,  1763 

Th^  Pallet  Font  at  Maghera/tlt,  Qaoition, 
Mr.  M'CerUa  ;  Aniwer,  The  Perliimentsrjr 
Under  SocrstarT  Tor  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
llamiftn)  July  36,  18S3 

Statb  or  Ibeland 
Charge  of  Mr.  JatUtt  ffBrien  at  Clare 
AfftfM,  QoeXioni,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellii,  Mr.  M. 
J.  KennT,  Mr.  CoDjbeare  ;  Anawen,  The 
ChnneeLlor  at  Iho  ICxehequtr  (Ur.  Ooiohen) 
July  13.  ai3 
Tha  Hummrr  Airiia — Choral  tj  Vt  Jvdget, 
Queetion,  Mr.  W.  J.Oorlmt:  Anawar.  The 
Cbief  SecreUrj  for  Ireland  [Ur.  A.  i.  Bal- 
four) Jid^  7,  es 

Ornnge  Pnt4tti(mfr<i»  Poitadoma,  Qneation, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Aniwer,  Th£  Chief  Saeratarr 
for  IreUnd  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor)  Jaiy  U, 
7B1 

Cnim  AND  OoTnAOB  (Ibilikd) 

AUatk  en  ike  Children  o/  tlit  Writpart  Pre- 
ttttcatt  Sundui/  School,  Co.  Mayo,  Quesliona, 
Mr.  H.naartne)',  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealf,  Mr. 
Dillon,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Anawen,  Tbe  Par- 
lianientarT  Under  Secretarj  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harnian;  J>dy  31,  1017 

StMtuliei,  ISea,  Quealion,  Hr.  W.  E.  Glnd- 
etone  1  Anmar,  The  Chief  Seorelnrr  for 
Ireland  (Ur.  A.  J.  Balfour)  July  U,  773 

Evictions  (Ihbland) 

Bvictioui  en  Ike  Brooke  Eilate,  Coelgreanjf, 
Co.  Wtxfvtd.  QueKiona,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An- 
lirera.  The  Chief  Seoratarr  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfonr)  /uty  13,  033  ;  July  U,  7Bfl  ; 
—explain  Sanalton,  Q,yeBiion,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Aniwer,  The  rarliamenUrj'  Under  SfOre- 
larj  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King  ■  Ilarman) 
Jufy  31,  ISDO 

Sv'etioni  at  Oumeiore,  Co.  DoatgaX,  Qaoi- 
tione,  Mr.  O'Uaa  ;  Anawari,  Tba  Parlia- 
meotarr  Under  Searatarj  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King  Uarman)  Jufy  13,  SOS 

BeUrn  of  Etpmuei,  Queiiioni,  Hr.  i.  E. 
Ellia,  Ur.  Dillon.  Mr.  Cox  ;  Anawen,  The 
I'arlianientBrr  Under  Seerelarj  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Uarman)  July  3S,  1378 

Statist,  (tnaation,  Mr.  J.  B.  Ellia ;  Anawar, 
The  Parliamentarr  Under  SeereUrr  for 
Ireland  (Culonel  King-Uarman)  July  11, 
935 


IritK  Land  Laio  Bill 

4ue>(ion,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Aniwer,  The  Chief 
Secrelar;  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  S.  Balfonr) 
July  11,  799  ;  Qneition,  Sir  Oenrga  Cnmp-  ' 
bell :  Aniwer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
inry  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  July  20,  U91  ; 
Qontlon,  Mr.  Seiton  :  Aniwer,  The  Fint 
Urd  of  the  Treaiury  (Mr.  ff.  II.  Smith) 
Jufy  19,  ISeS  ;  ftuexions,  Mr.  John  Morlaf  ; 
Aniwen,  The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treainrj 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  31,  1639;  Quee- 
tion,  Mr.  T.  M.  lloalf  ;  Anawar,  Tho  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  A.  J.  Ballbnr}, 
1031 

Tho  OUte  Purthatert,  Question,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secratarjr  for  Ireland 
(Ur.  A.  J.  Balfonr}  July  II,  SSS 

Iruh  Land  Law  Bill  [h.i~] 

iTAt  Chi,f  Steretaryfor  IreUnd.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Salfmr) 
«.  Mored,    "  Tbat   the  Bill  be  now  read   3"" 
July  11,313 

Amandt.  to  learo  out  from  "  Tb«t,"  odd  "  thia 
llouie,  taking  into  view  the  oironmslaneas 
■at  forth  in  tba  lleport  of  the  Royal  Coot- 
miulon  of  1890  on  the  Land  Aola  of  1381 
and  1885,  and  tha  reoommaodalioni  of  thnt 
Commiaiion,  i>  of  opinion  that  no  Bill  for 
amending  (be  Lawi  relating  to  Land  in  Ire- 
land onn  t>a  sntlafactory  which  shall  not  pro- 
Tide,  not  only  for  entitling  leaiebolderi  to 
the  beoefiti  of  the  Land  Aot  of  18SI,  but 
alio  for  providing  such  moans  for  the  revi- 
sion of  the  jadioial  renii  under  Ibst  Aot, 
ai  will  meet  the  exlgenoiei  ereatod  by  the 
bOHvy  fall  in  agrioullnral  ralusi  ilnoe  the 
passing  of  Ihe  Aot"  {Mr.  Cautpbelt-Bamter- 
man),  v.  ;  Question  propoied,  "  That  tha 
wordi,  Ac. ;  "  after  long  ilabale.  Debate  ad- 
journed [Bill)08] 

Debate  resnmed  [Second  Night]  July  12,  035  ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  lurtber  adjourned 

The  Debate  of  Juii/  13,  Correotion,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Rniaell  July  M.  BOO 

Debate  TOiumed  [Third  Night]  July  11,  BOO  ; 
after  long  debate,  Qnaslion  pat,  and  ngreod 
to;  Mam  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
read  3° 

Order  for  Comnilltee  read  Jul^  31,  1036 : 
Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Initruction  to  tba 
Committee  tbat  they  have  power  to  provide 
for  tho  reduction  ot  family  oharges  on  Iriib 
Land  {Mr.  Baldane);  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn  1  Moved.  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  (jtfr.  jl. 
J.  Sal/our)  i  Movad,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  {Mr.  Illingjiorth) ;  after  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Queatlon  again  propoeed,  1S&1 ;  after 
debate,  Queelion  put,  aud  agreed  to ;  Com- 
mittee—a.  p 

After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee 
[Fint  Nigbt}— ar.  JWy  39,  1S03 

Iriih  Land  Laio  [^RtmuHeration^ 
e.  Noted  for   "  CommlUee   to  ooneider   of  an- 
tborislng  tba  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  bo 
provided  by    Parliamanl,  ol  the  ramuncra- 

lion  (o  any  barrisUr*  anil  Talaers  that  may 
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Iriih  Land  Lmu  [RtatttntraHtm^—ocmi. 

be  appointod  to  act  with  nnd  aid  tbs  Ooantr 
Court  Judjpjs,  undsr  Iha  protiiioni  of  iiny 
Act  of  lbs  preiCDt  SsuioD  to  amend  '  Tho 
Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Ast,  1881,'  nnd  'The 
Purcbaie  of  Lnnd  (Ireland)  Aot,  1895,'  and 
or  remunerntlon  to  oortnin  officer!  for  per- 
rorming  additinnal  duties  oonneeted  with  tbe 
ConrC  of  Bnnkruplo;  in  Iroiand  in  par 
loanco  of  tbe  Mid  Aet "  {Mr.  Jaekfn) 
Jtdg  33,  1TT4;  niter  short  debate,  Quea- 
tion  put,  and  njcreed  to  ;  (tocen'a  Reeom- 
mendation  lignificJ,  upon  Monday  next 
Order  far  Cammittee  read;  "  Moied,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Ihe  Chair  "  {Mr. 
Jaekion)  July  26,  3007  ;  after  abort  debate. 
Motion  Agreed  to  ;  Matter  contidered  iu 
Oammiltee  ;  Resolution  reported  JkIi/  30 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newington,  Walworth 
Her  Majesif'a  Offlee  of  Works  and  Buildings 

— Exitmioation  for  Clark  of  the  Works,  338 
HelTOpolilan     Fire     Brigade  —  Deflclenof    of 

tlorses,  773 
Suppij— Diploma tio  and   ContoUr  Buildiagi, 
680 
Ilouae  of  Commons  OffloGf,  lOS 
Beoretarj  oF  State  for  Ihe  Ilome  Depart- 
ment, Ao.  loss 


Jaozson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  L*ed»,  N. 

OiTil  Servies  Examinatiani(Wa1es]— Notloe*, 
SBI,  783 

Diltreaaed  Unioas  (Ireland),  Comm.  1738 

Diitressod  Unions  (Ireland}  [S.ilar;,  Ad- 
Tanoes,  die.],  Keport  of  Rei.  149 

Genera)  Kagister  ol  Sasines,  Edinbnrgb— At- 
tend una  e  of  Clerks,  1300 

Bereditary  Revenue  of  tbe  Crown— Tbe  Re- 
oeifer,  SI  I 


Ireland— Board   of  Works— RemoTal    of  the 

Loo  Roek,  Bnitimore  Harbour,  SOS 

Commiasionere  of  Valuation  —  Baltinglasa 

Union— Ml'.  George  Craig,  Valuer,  1769 

Uarbours— The   Floaling   Dook  lit  Umc- 

riek,  S08 

Inland    Navigatinn    and    Drain nge — Lough 

Corrib  Dt^iinago  Distriots.  303  ;— Works 

nt  l«agh  Ernonnd  Beleek,  01,  63,  771 

Kingitonn    Harbour    Com  mils  ionsrs — In* 

closure  of  Grounds,  1311 

Income  Tax — Return  of  feraons  Emplofod  b; 

Joint  Stook,  4e.  Oompanias,  1308 
Inland   Kevanue    Department — ''Ride"  OEB- 

oers,  1330 
Irish  Land  Law  [Remuneration],  Comin.  S(H)7j 

3008 
Margarine  (Fraudulent  Sale),  Consid.  Amendt. 

Pari  lament— Arrangement  of  Fublie  Batincst, 

IfiTO 
Post  Office- Mail  Con trnoti- East  India  and 

China  Mall  Contrael,  Sdl 
Public  Health— Insaoiiarr  Condition  of  Port- 

nrliogton,  \<i'*S 
Public  Librariei  Acta    Amendment    (No.  2), 


Comm.  add.  tl.  i  181 


letnL 


JioKSOH,  Mr.  V.  L.— ^Nf. 

Seotlaod -General  Register  of  Sasinea,   Edin- 

burgh- Extra  Attendnnca  of  Clerks,  91 
Prisons — Salarr    of   Mcrdieal    Offlcera     mt 

Glasgoir,  Stl 
Sopplj- Oharitr  Oommistion  for  England  a»d 

Walea,  1330,  1331 
Civlt   Serrica    CommlHion,     1333,     15*3, 

1SI3,  1311,  1313,  131S,  1517.  1330 
Civil  Serriofs  and   ReTenue  Depaitmeiita, 

978,081,983,  081 
Diplomatic   and    Couanlar   Building*,   A«. 

678 
Extraordinarj  Titha  Redemplloa  Act,  18S4I, 

1307,  1563 
Friendljr    Sooietiea    Regiatr/,   1541,  1561, 

1304 
ilarbourt,  to.  under  tbe  Board  of  Tra4«, 

633, 033 
House  of  Commons  Offloea.  701,  705,  7M 
Ilouse  of  Lords  OfficDi,  030,  087,  691, M7. 

003,  099 
Peterhead   Harbour,   010,   311,  613,  SIT, 

618,819,650,  051,633 
Prlrr  Oounoll    and    Subordinate   Depart- 


nd,  Aa.  COO,  SU, 


Publio   Works  in 
666,  680,  873 

Rates  oa  Oovemmeut  Propart;,  6SI,  iSB, 
630 

Report,  1395,  1397 

Soienoe  and  Art  Baildiiig*,  Dublin,  671 

Seontarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, (be,  Motion  for  reporting  Fr»< 
gress,  lOTI 

Treasurj,  Ac.  1028, 102S,  1036,  1018 
Trustee  Savings  Banks,  3R.  3003 

Jaoobt,  iir.  J.  A.,  D»rhyihiT«,  Mid 
Parliament—  Business  of  the   llonae  —  Coal 
Mines,  Ae.  Regulation,  I83T 

Jauks,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Buri/,  Ltit- 
eathirt 
Law  of  Evidenoe  Amendment,  3R.  441,  163, 
10«,  168 

Jambs,  Hon.  W.  H.,  OaUihtad 

parliament— Hon ae  of  Commons — Reading 

Room — Eioluaioo  of"  Unilod  Ireland,"  953 

Supplf — Charitf  Commiasion  for  England  and 


JsuNiHaa,  Ur.  L.  J.,  Sleekport 

Admiraltj  —  Re-orgaoiMtion   of    the    Score* 

tar}'!  Department,  317 
Supplj— Seerelarj  ol  St«l«  for  Foreign  ASaira, 

13T4,  1383,  1386 

JoHKSTOiT,  Mr.  W.,  Btlfiut,  8. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lordi*Ao»ndlB.  Contid. 
3^,  02,  60 

Citjr  Charter  for  Belfast,  1891 

Munioipal  Regulation  (Constabularj,  As.)  (Bel- 
last),  3R.  Motion  (or  Adjoarnmant,  S002, 
3005 
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Juvenile  Offenders  Bill 
(Jfr.  SiortUry  Mallheui;  Mr.  Stuart- IFarlUy) 

c.  MoTfld.  ■•  Thnt  Ibe  Bill  ba  now  rai<l  3° " 
Jid<t  SB,  2003 ;  sftsr  iliart  deliato,  MotbJ, 
"Tlint  lbs  Dotwla  be  now  Kdjoumtd  "  {Mr, 
T.  M.  Het^u) ;  Quutiun  put,  and  ngreoil 
to;  Delhite  Bdjourned  [Bill  21S] 

■KA,Y-SHDTrLiwo»TH,  Bight HoD.  Sir  U. 
J.,  Zaiuaihirt,   Clithtroe 
Supplf— Lo«kl  Oovcrnment  Bourd,^.  ISIO 

Kkllt,  Mr.  J.  "R.  Camberieill,  JV. 
Track,  CoDiiil.  add.  el.  lOTI,  1073 

Kbhkedt,  Mr.  £.  3.,  Siiffo,  S. 

Iraland — Rojrxl  Iriih  ConiUbularf — CWil  £m- 
plajaamot  Police  far  Proieoiion  Dulr.Tfll 

Kkbny,  Dr.  J.  E.,   Cori,  S. 

Ireland — Bonrd  ol  Nntionnl   EduoatioD— Dia- 

miiul  of  Mr.  J.  G.  Fiiigcrsld,  Inipactor  of 

Nfitionsl  School),  934 
ParliBmcnt  —  Houss  o(   Commons  —  Reading 

Room— Eicluiion  of  "  United  Ireland/'Ofia 
Suppljr — ClinHlj  CarnmiMlan  for  England  and 


Wnlei 
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1  Sorriaea  and  Revenue  Depnrtmsnta, 
1003,  1006,  ion  :  Amcodt.  1013 
War  On«o— ProoiotloD  of  Pianeer  SargraDll, 


Kennt,  Mt.  M.  J.,  Tgrime,  Mid 

Bcifaat  Main  Drainage,  Lord*'  Amandt).  Gontid 

30,53 
Irebnd — Magiatracf — Mr.   Tbomaa    Uewion, 
B.L.  Ifloe.  IBOT 
Poor  Law  Guardiani— Enniatjnion  Union, 

78B 
SlaU  of  Inland — Charge  at  Mr.  Jnatioe 
O'Urisn  at  Clare  Aaaiiea,  £13 
Margarina  (Fraudulent  Sale).  Comm.  tl.  I, 
Amendt.  181,  I8S,  189,  100,  ISI ;  cl.  3, 
1S3,  195,  197  ;  (I.  1,  19S  ;  el.  S,  303  ;  el. 
11,301;  Conaid.  180,153,431 

Kenton,  Hon.  Q.  T.,  Denbigh,  t^e. 

Walea  —  Tithe  Agitation --R iota  at  LlangwiD 
—Trial  of  itia  Kioteri  at  Ruthin,  510 
lUola  at  Moehdre,  Inquirj  into  (hs— Tha 
Cemmiuioacr,  71 

KiUBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandnoorth 
Sugar  Indnatrf — Cloiing  of  Keflucries,  3 13 
SJupplir — Seoretaff  of  SuiB  for  Iba  Dome  De> 
pariment,  &o.  I0S3,  lOSI 

KlUBBKLET,  Earl  of 
Aaia    (Central)— A Ighaniatan— The   Frontier, 

1S3U 
Copjhold  BDrnnohiaemcnl,  Comm.  1310 ;  ct  5, 

1333 
Criminal  l.aw  Amendnicnt  (Iralnnd],  3R.  741 ; 

Comm.  el.  6,  920 
Land  Trnnilcr,  Rrporl.r^  3,  19 
Tabo  KcDi-Cbargc,  SK.b 


EiHO,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 

Merchant  Shipping  Acta— Pilots'  Cortiflaatsi 
lo  Aliens—"  The  Queen  and  Trinii}  Hoom 
Corporation,"  1631 

Kinq-Habkan,  Bight  Hon.  Oolonel  E. 
B.  (FarliameutaTy  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Kent,  hUo/Thanet 
Dublin,  Wioklow,  and   Wexford  Railwar  (City 

ol  Dublin  Jnoeiion  aailwajx),  1873,  I87S 
Irolnnd— Queationi 

Arms  Aet — John  HaDcbejr,  of  Bodjke,  Co. 

Clare,  1311,  1313 
Artijar.s'  D«ellingi— Kiogalown,  1603 
Commisiionera  of  Valuation  —  Baltinglass 

Union— Mr.  B.  Douglaa,  Rate  Colleetor, 

1740 
Contagious    Diieasea    (Animala)   Aola  — 

Plenro-Pneumonia,  1761,  1763 
Crims  and  Outrage —At lack  on  the  Chil- 
dren of  the  Weslport  Protestant  Saoda7 

Soliool,  Co.  i/lnja,  1S17,  1618 
Dog  Ttti— Collfloiion  of  the  Tax,  939 
Excise— Number  of  Spirit  Grocers  in  the 

Metropolitan    Police    District,    Dublin, 

1379 
Inland  Navigation   and   Drainage  —  Riter 

Barrow,  518 
Laboorers'    Acts  —  Labourers'  Cottagsa — < 

South  Dublin  Union,  1608 
Land  Court) — Tenants  or  Major  Oallwkf, 

Dingle,  Go.  Kerr/,  1607 
Und  Uw  Aet,  1881— Sectional. and VIIL 

—  Pcrmaoeut  Improremonts,  6S 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Alleged  Auanit  bf 

an  Emergenor  Man  at  Newton  lljland, 

Co.  Dublin,  isas 
Law  and  Juitioo— LeItrJm  Aaaiias— Arrett 

of  John  Mellj,  198,  199 ;— Bfa^o  Ooa*  ' 

■piracT  Prlaoners,  340 
Offl«a    of    Collector    General    of    Rata*, 

Dublin,  1830 
O'Orady  Propertj,  Co.  Tipperarj,  1760 
Parliamentary  Voters— A  Keiiaion  Court 

at  Balljgawlej,  Co.  Tyrone,  313 
Poor  Law—Distreased  Union*  on  the  West 

Coaat,  313 
Public  Work)  nnd  ImproTements— Alloea- 

lion  of  the  QoTernment  SubTcotion  of 

£S0,O00,Sia,  518 
Xramwnja— Schull  and  Skibbereeo  Tram- 
ways, 63 
Ireland— Erictions — Questions 

Brooke  Estate,  Coolgreanr — Captain  Hamil- 
ton, 1601 
Gweadore,  Co.  Donegal,  610 
Return  of  Eipenaas,  1878,  1870 
Sulislics,  336 
Ireland— Irish  Irfkud  CommiMion — Qnsitloni 
Appeals  — InapaotioD  of   Report*   bjr   Liti- 

gaoU,  ISOO,  1610 
Court     Valuer's    Valuation — "  Adama    V. 

Dunaaath,"  1884 
PurohaM  of  Land  Act,  1885— Section  33— 

Orders  made,  17S5 
Ireland- LoDBtie  A  a;  lumi- Question* 

Appointment  of  a  ProabjtBrian  Chaplain 

to  the  Cork  Aajlum,  fiOO 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asjlun,  1318 
Mullingar  Dittriet  Laoatlg  Aajinm,  1756, 

1751 
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Eurq-HiauM,  Right  BoD.  Coloiwl  E.  R. — Mnb 
lunonj   ComminloneTt  —  AoQual   SeporE, 
935 
I  rtluul — Migiilrieir — Queitiani 

Coroner  or  the  Glenties  Dirl^on,  Co.  Done- 
gal. 63 
Mr.Thom*!  Hewion,  B.L.ISOT 
once  of  High  Sheriff— Mr.  H.  0.  Levinge, 
1876, 1877 
InUnd— Nitioml  Edanlion— Qoeitiona 

Board    of  National    E.lueation— Diamiisal 

of  Mr.    J,    G.  Fitigerald,     Ingpcolor  of 

National  Sohoola,    933,    934  ;— Vaoant 

Seat,  843 

OommiHionen  of  Nalional   Ednoation— 

EiaminatioD  of  Trachers.  1763 
Iriih  National  Tsachen,  1802 
Liimaonral  (Deirj)  School,  ISOl 
National  Sohoala — Qnalifioation  for   Monl- 
tonhipE,  211 
Irehnd— Rojal  Irish  Oonstabular^ — QneatiOQi 
National  Regiitration  Aiaooiation,  BLaok- 

roek,  Co.  Itablin,  1763 
Polioe  Force  at  Magherarelt,  ISB3 
RemOTal  of  Plaoariii,  1886,  ISBT 
Rojral  Iriab  Conatabularjr  Fund,  1301 
Iriih  Land  Uw,  Comm.  el.  1,  1957,  IMB,  1060 
Manicipal     Regulation    (Con*t*baUrT,   Ae.) 

(Relfut],3K.  3003,  200e 
Open    Spaoes  (Dabtin),   Comm.    Motion   for 

Adjournment,  3009,3010 
Supply— Oivil  Svrrioei  and  RoTOn no  Depart- 
menu,  I  DOB 
Pnblio  Building!  in  the  Department  of  the 
CommiaiiDaerg  of  Publio  Works  in    Irf 
land.  Ao.  668 
Tniok,  Conaid.  add.  el.  616,  020 

-KNAT0EBrLL-HuO£SSEN,Ur.H.T.,  .£«»', 

Favfnham 
Admiralt; — Dookjard  AppreatJoc*  at  Sheer- 

neu,  16H 
War   Office— Con  Imoti — Snpplf   of   Meat   to 

Ljdd,  Kent,  1881 

Labonren  Allotments  Bill 

(jfr.  Hilehie,  Mr.  Secrflary  StaiUiopi,  Mr.  W, 

S.Long} 
t.  HotlOD  for  Lure  {Mr.  Rilekii)  Juli/  16,  1309  ; 
Hollon  agreod  to ;  Bill  ordered ;  T«ad  I' 
[Bill  320] 


L&BOI70HBRR,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Colonial  ODoe— MarqaeuofCarniarlhen,  1163 
Irish   Land    Uw,  Comm.  I6SI,   1693,  1707, 

1709 
Parks  (Uetropotia)— Seats  in  Ihe  Mall,  1160 

Supply  of  Chairs,  1020 
rarliament—  Buiiuais  ol  the  Bouse— Morning 

Sitliugi,  053 
Parliament— Prliilogo—CompUiot  (Dr.  Tan- 
ner), Res.  I63fi 
Supply- Civil  SsrTioes  and  Rerenue  Depart- 


Frieodl;  Sooielies  Regiitrj,  IS60 
ITouM  of  Commons  OOces,  706,  700 
llouMi  of  l.ordi  Offices,  Amcndl.  081,  OSS, 


LiBODOHiHi,  Hr.  II. — eonl. 

Local  GovommeDt  Bonrd,  Ac.  1839 
Public  Buildings  in  the  Department  of  (be 
Commiasionori  of  Publio  ft'orks  In  Ire- 
land, Ao.  Amendt.  BOS,  OSS 
Secretary  of   Slate  for   Foreign   Affiirs, 
Amendt.   13T3.  1374,  137S,  1383.  138», 
13SD 
Treasar/,  Ao.  1037  ;  Amenilt.  1038,  104B, 
lOSO 
Trade  and  Commeroe  in  the  Bast — Tha  Suet 
Canal  and  Cape  of  Goad  Ilope  Ronte,  1SI6 
War  Offlce — Regimental   Bands  at    I'oliUoal 
Demonstrations— The  Queen's  Regulationi, 
1163 

LudNQTOH,  Lord 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Metropolitan  Polioe  Foroe.  201 
Naval  Review  off  Spitbaad,  lfiB3 

Land  Transfer  Bill  Lh.i..1 

{Tie  Urd  Ckaaalter)      (No.  139) 
t.  MoTcd,  "  Tbat  the  Report  be  now  rMeiieil " 
July  7,  N 

Amende,  to  leave  out  ("now")  add  ("  thi« 
da;  three  months")  (Tke  Lord  D«nwu); 
Amendt.  wiLhdrawu;  Report  of  Ameodla. 
received 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3-" 
July  11,  329;  on  Qnettiont  Rew>t>ed  in 
the  afflrmatife  ;  Bill  read  3*        (No.  161) 

OnQueition  "That  tbe  Bill  do  pass!"  An 
Amendt.  morcd  {The Lord  CkoMeetlor) 

Alter  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate 
be  now  ndjourned  "  (  7'Ae  Marquett  of  SaU- 
tury) ;  Motion  wlthdrawo  i  lurlher  debate 
on  the  said  Amendt.  adjourned 

Debate  rainnied  Ju'jr  13,  400;  Amendt.  with- 
dravQ  ;  Amendls.  made;  tben  tbe  (^nean'i 
content  and  the  aonieat  of  Ills  Royal  High- 
ness tbe  Prince  of  Wales  in  right  nf  his 
Docfay  of  Cornwall  signiBad  ;  Bill  passed 
c.  Head  1°  •  (ifr.  Atloraey  OeMral)  July  16 
[Bill  838] 

Land  Trantfer  Bill 

IiAtritawx,  IhriautgnuUire,  and  RtgittratKn 
of  TilUi,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  I.efevn ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  tba  Treaaur?  liSr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Afy  18,  IISS 

Rtferenct  la  a  Seltet  CommilUt,  Question,  Ur. 
Henry  II,  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The  First  lyird 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  J>(y  I), 


Ljlw  AMD  JnsTioB  (Ekqi^ni)  akd  Walkb) 
( Quoitioni) 
Appointmentin  the  Probate  Court,  Maaetialir, 
Question,  Mr.  Maeture ;   Answer,  Tbe  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith] 
July  U,  793 
"Boitv.SoMitli" — Allempting  U>  Extort  Motieg, 
Question,  .Mr.  Addison  ;  Answer,  The  Ssor*. 
tary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Department  (Ur. 
Malthowi) /u/y  14,700 
Court  Bouiei — AteamHiodatim  for  Priitttn 
ateailiny   Trial,   Question,  Ur.  (AnwI|| 
Answer,  The   Seerelary  of   SU(«  tV-i 
Dei>.ir(iDuiil(.Mr.  Mjl '        '  •  *" 


in 
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I, kw  tun  Jvmet{  England  and  (Kotet)— oont. 

Dtnbigluhira  Quarter  Hatienl  —  ttiolt  at 
Uanaw-n,  QueiLioD.  Mr.  T.  t;.  Ellii :  An- 
■wcr,'  Tho  SecrsUr;  of  Slnte  for  (be  Uoma 
D*parlnient  (Mr.  MaUhawi)  Julg  T,  61 

Bigh  Court  of  Juilita —'•  Billim  v.  Brogdtit" 
aneition,  Ur.  Bnidlaugh  ; '  Aniwer,  Th« 
Attornar  General  (Sir  Richard  Webiter) 
/u/y  31,  180B;— r*e  Cliaactrj)  Cirixton, 
Queition,  Obiervalioni,  Tlie  Enrl  of  Sel- 
borna ;  R«p1r,  Tba  Lard  ChaDoallor  (Lord 
Ha1ibarT)/i>Ij/31.  16S1 

Oalhi  "  WiOiciat  Retigimu  Btlief"  Quaition, 
Bradlnagb  :  Aniwar,  The  Attornej  Ganaral 
(Sir  Riebard  Webiter)  July  8,  308 

Ripley  Pelly  Sitiutu—Bxeeuive  Whipping 
of  a  Child,  Qantion,  Sir  Waller  Foiter  ; 
Anawer,  The  Saorelary  of  Slate  for  tbe 
Home  Dep>rtnieDt(Mr.  Mattbowl)  Jalyil, 

Tui  MiotstBaoi 

Lift  ef  Homiaeet  for  the  iieui  Borough  Bench 

of    Weil   Ham,   Quoilion,  Mr.  Conjba.ira] 

Anawer,   The   Seorelarj   of    Stale   for  the 

Home  Dapartrnent  (Mr.  Matthawi)  July  U, 


Law  AMD  Police  (Enolaitd  amd  Walks) 

(QaatioHt) 

Bolton  Riot;    ne— importation   of   Foreign 

Laiour,  (^Mtlon,  Mr.   lleoniker   llaaton : 

Anaoar,   Tbe   SeoreUrr  af  Stale   far   the 

Hams  Department  (Mr.  Mntthewi)  July  14, 

Condition  of  CellM  at  Polite  Slationi  {Melro- 
palii).  Qaettiaa.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  An- 
iwar, The  Seeratary  oF  Slate  for  tho  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matcha-O  July  31.  ISIU 

Open-Air  Servieetat  Oraatham—Tht  Salva- 
tio«itt$ — Arreite,  Qnettkn,  Ur.  Atklnion  ; 
Aniwer,  The  Seorelar;  at  Sute  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Uatthewa)  July  16, 
S43 

Reteutfrom  Drowning — PoUetVonitaiU  483  /, 
Queilion,  Mr.  Piokerigitl  :  Aniwer,  The 
Beoratnrj  of  State  for  Ihe  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matlhawi)  July  31,  1030 

Patiee  0,-der  at  te  Defattlter  Sheet  of  Con- 
HmbUt,  QaMtioni.  Ur.  PlakengUI  ;  An- 
awera.  The  Seoretarj  of  State  for  tbs  Boms 
Department  (Mr.  Matthewi)  Jitly  8,  aiS  ; 
Jatg  1 1,  3S3 

PrDinotion  to  Sergeant,  Quaationi,  Mr.  Piokert- 
giU ;  Aniwan,  The  Seoretarj  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matlhewa} 
Juh  18,  1161 

Sir  Chartee  Warren'i  Letter  to  Sir  Jimet 
Ingham,  Question,  Mr.  Plakarigilt :  Aniwer, 
The  Seerelarf  of  State  for  tba  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthewi)  July  10,  134S 

Sale  of  Indecent  Bookt  and  Fieturet,<i.aetiii>Ti, 
Mr.  S.  Smith;  Aniwer.  Tho  Seeretarr  of 
State  for  Iba  llome  Department  (Mr.  Uat- 
thawal  JiJuai.ieiS 


hm  km  Pouai  {England  and  Ifabf)— oont. 
ifarttitreugh  Street  Poliet  Court 
Arrea  of  Miei  Can,  Quaatlon*.  Mr.  H.  J. 
Wilion.  Mr.  Piokengill.  Mr.  11.  Oardnar  ; 
Aniweri.  Tho  Soorelar;  af  State  far  tbe 
Home  Deparlment  (Ur.  Mallbewi),  The 
Finl  Urd  of  the  Treaiarj  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  Jaly  7, 76  i—PoHee  Conitable  Bnita- 
toll,  Queatlani,  Mr.  U.  J.  Wilion ;  Aoiweri, 
The  SeoreUrr  of  State  for  Ihe  tlome  De- 
partment (Mr.  Hatthaw*)  Jul^  7,  78;— 
Bteaminalion  of  Poliee  Cmtt^U  EndatoU, 
Qaealions.  Hr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Manr'ics 
Uealj,  Mr.  T.  M.  Henlf ;  Aniwere,  The 
SrcnUrj  of  Stale  for  tba  Home  Depart- 
monl  (Mr.  Ualthawi) /u(y  23, 1769  :— (^uai- 
tion,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan  ;  Anawer,  The  Se- 
Cratarj  of  Stale  for  tbe  IIoidb  Department 
(Mr.Matthewi)/u;y3a,lS88:-jlfr.itr«u,(aii, 
Marlberough  Street  Poliee  Magiil rate,  ^uea- 
lioni,  Mr.  Ilencage,  Mr.  CanTbeare ;  An- 
aven.  The  Socretarf  of  State  for  the  Homo 
Department  (Mr.  Matthewi}  yuii/  14,  189 

Mttropolilan  Poliee  Act 

Moleitiny  Women  and  Young  Qirle,  IJaaition, 
Mr.  S.  Smith :  Aniwer,  The  Sterelarr  of 
Stale  for  the  Home  Department  (Ur. 
Matthewi)  July  14,  760 

Alleged  •'  Blaikmailing"  at  the  Weil  Bid, 
Queitiona,  Ur.  W.  L.  Bright.  Mr.  Bule- 
moat ;  Aniwer,  The  Seoretarj  of  SUle  for 
(he  Uoma  Department  (Mr.  M.tttbewi] 
July  7,  74 

Chargee  made  by  the  Hon.  Member  far  Barnai 
[Mr.  Caine).  ftueition.  Mr.  W.  L.  Bright; 
Anawer,  The  SeoreUrj  of  Slate  for  the 
Home  Dapirlmeat  (Mr.  Matthewi)  July  T, 
74 

Arreit  of  Young  Women  for  Alleged  ••  So- 
liciting," Queition,  Mr.  Oanjbeare ;  An- 
iwer, The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treaiarf  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smilh)7uii/8.33J 

"  Solteitatian  "  in  the  PubUe  Strnli,  Queetion, 
Mr.  M'Uren ;  Aniwer,  The  Fint  Lord  ol 
tbe  Treainrj  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jidg  14, 
794 

Metropolitan  Poliet  and  the  Publie—Arreel  of 
Women,  Queilion,  Oliierralloni,  Tba  E^irl 
of  MJlltawn  ;  Replj,  Earl  Brownlow  ;  Ob- 
lerratioDi,  The  Lard  Cbaneellor(Lord  Uali- 
burj)  7ufy  11,337:  Perionil  Eiplanation, 
The  Earl  of  Hilltowa  ;  ihort  debate  thereon 
July  13.  486 

Prottilute*  in  Manchetter  ami  Liverpool,  Qaea- 
tion,  Mr.  Jaeob  Bright ;  Aniwer,  The  Seore- 
tarj of  Slate  for  tbe  llome  Department  (Mr. 
Mattbiwi}/uJy  14,  7Sa 

{See  title  Metropolitan  Poliet] 

<•  Bayfut  V.  Saville  " — Summoneee  in  the  Marl. 
boraugb  Street  Police  Court,  Queilion,  Mr. 
Aildiian  ;  Aniwer,  The  Atlornaj  General 
(Sir  lUobard  Webiter)  July  U,  700 

Marylebone  Poliee  Court 

eeofMr.Williami, 

ill  ;   Aniwen,   The 
I  Home  Department 
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hiw  kim  Vouat  (Ei^land  and  Wa(et)—M<tr^U- 
bime  Pdice  t'oiirl— oont. 
jwrtmeDt  (Mr.  HatlhsRi)  July  31,  1631 1 
Qantian,  Mr.  Piokongill  ;  Aniwer,  Tbo 
SecreUrr  or  State  Tor  Iho  Home  Department 
<Mr.  Matthswi)  JidyiS,  1301 

Thamet  Police  Court 

Mr.  Saaaderi,  Polite  MagitlraU,  Quntion, 
Mr.  FickeraKill  ;  Aniwar,  Tbe  Secretnrj  oF 
SUle  for  tbs  Home  Departmenl  (Mr. 
MaCthDVi)  July  21,  1623 

Weitmtittar  Falica  Court 

Alttped  Charge  of  Drimkaineu— Can  of  Mary 
WUHami,  QueatJoni,  Mr.  Fiokeragill ;  An- 
men.  The  Srcratarjr  ot  State  lor  (lie  Ilamo 
Department  (Mr.  Uatthewi]  Julg  S,  31S; 
Ju/jf  1 1,  3fi3 

Lav  of  Erideace  Amendment  Bill  [ul] 
{Mr.  Atlenuy  Otneral) 
«,  Rend  1' • /«ii)  8  [Bill  318] 

Uored,  "That   the  Bill   ba  now    re.iil    2°" 
July  11,  4S4  ;  after  ihort  debate,   Moved, 
"  Tbnt  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Hioly);  after   forlher    ibart   debate. 
Queition   put ;  A.   74  ,■    N.  308  ;    M.  134 
(D.  L.  2B3) 
Original     Queilion     ngam    propowd,     4a2  ; 
UoTed.  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Mae  NMl) ;  alter  short  debate,  Qucs- 
lioo  put;  A.52,  N.  201  ;  H.  149  (D.  L.  2ai) 
[I.40A-1I.] 
Original  Queition  again   propoeed,  460 ;   after 
short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Laitbrnce,    Sir  J.   J.   Trevor,    Surrey, 
Reigate 
Parks  (Metropalia]—Sub-Tropiaal  Gnrden  in 
Battersca  fark,  I15T 

LAwitENCE,  Mr.  W.  F.,  LivtrpBol,  Aber- 
cromby 

MargariDO  (Fraudulent   Sale),   Comm.   el.  1, 

Moiionfor  Adjournment,  191  :  e2.3,  Aiusndt. 

ib. ;  ct.  i,  lOS  ;  tl.  0,  Ameudl.  202,  203 
Supplr — I'ublio  Buildings  in  the  Department 

of  tbe   Commissioners  ot  Public  Works  in 

Ireland,  dee.  QS7 

IiATBOM,   Sir  W.|    Cumhtrland,   Coektr- 
mouth 

Effj-pt  -  Anglo-Egjptian  Con»entlon  -  Sii 
Henrr  Drummond  Wolff,  SIS ;— Departure 
of— Ahmed  Moukhtar  Pasha,  BBO 

Exaiie— Number  of  Spirit  Grocers  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  Dublin,  18TS 

Jubilee  Night  —  Publicans  and  Beerhouse 
Keepers— E I  tension  of  liouri  oF  Opening, 
83T 

Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scot- 
land), 613 

Parliament — Sessional  Ordei'E  —  iDterroreneo 
oF  Peers  nt  Eiectioni^-ilornsef  Election, 
1489,  1400,  1491 

I'arlinmenl  -  Scsaiinal  Orders  —  Inlorferenoe 
of  Peers  at  Eleotioni— Norlli  Paddlngton 
Eleotion,  Kes.  350, 361, 3S3,  3C»,  368,  871 


Lavsok,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Panera*,  W. 
Afrioa   (Central)— Expedition    for    Ilelf«r    of 

Emin    Pasha  —  Reported    Death   of    Mr. 

II.  M.  SUnler.  1773 
Post  Office— Telegraphist!  on  Jubilc«  Xh.y.  M. 

67, 770 
Railways  (Metrvpoli*)— Use  of   WbisUea     mt 

Kight,  1787 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  S. 

Irish  Land  Iaw,  Comm.  d.  1,  AmocdI.  1039* 
11147 

Lefevrb,  BigUt  Hon.  Q.  3.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Irish  Und  Lair,  2B.  6Si,  ST2  ;  Comm.  Utt 
Land    TrnnsFer— Inheritance,   Prtmogeoiure, 

and  Fieglstralion  of  Titles,  I16ff 
KnTf  Estimates- DoekTardi  and  Naval  Tarda 

at  Home  and  Abroad,  1190,  1391 
Parliament — Public    Business — Criminal  Law- 
Amendment  (Ireliad),  TQO 
Supply — Chariti  Commission  for  Engtacd  and 
Wales,  1461, 1513,  lo33 
Diplomatic   and    Consular     Buildings,  4<. 

675 
Harbours,  die.  under  the  Board  of  Trade, 

639,631,631 
House  of  Lords  Offlooa,  399 
Rates  on  Garernmenl  Property,  666 
Report,  179 
War    OtGce  —  Chelsea    Hospital  —  Burton'i 

Court,  1  lee 

Legh,  Mr.  T.    W.,     Laneaeltire,  8.  W., 

Newton 
Asia  ((Antral)— Anglo- Russian  Controntion — 

Ruasa-Afghan  frontier,  1880 
Bulgaria— Election  of  n  Prince,  1347 
Supply— See retary  of  Slate  for  Foreign  AStirt, 

1387 

LegitlmaC7    Declaration     &ct     (1858) 
AmeudmeiLt  Bill  [u  t,,] 

{The  Sari  of  MilUown) 

I.  Presented  :  read  1*  •  July  7  (>fo.  ISO) 

ReadS',  after  short  debate  JuF^  19,  1337 

Lbiqhtoit,  Mr.  S.,  Shropthire,  Otwettry 
Pobtlo  Health— Insanitary  Condition  of  Uar- 

gate,  1G03 

Lswia,  Sir  0.  B.,  Antrim,  y. 

Ireland — Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion-n'eaohDra  of  Model  Schools— Ke- 
sults  Fees,  1147 
Land  Law  Act,  1881  —  Donft  Fide  Occupa- 
tion —  F.tir  Reals  —  Sub- letting,  043, 
1104,  lloS 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  cl.  1,  lOlS 

Lieoncei  {Belfaet)    Bill  and   Bankruptcy 
CourU  {Irtland)  Bill 

Question,    Mr.    Suxton  ;    Answvr,    The     First 
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Uc«iued    Premises    (Earlier   Closing] 

(Scotland)  Bill  ('>'■■  Camtnn,  Mr. 

Rahert  Stxd,  Mr.  Mark  SUaaet,  Mr.  Donald 
Craafard,  Mr.  LutU,  Mr.  Praraad) 
0.  Uored,  "Tlut  the  Bill  ba  now  rend  3*" 
Jalf  9,  333  ;  UotioD  withdrawn  :  Order  tor 
Sit.  diicbargsd 
MoTad,  "That  the  Bill  be  re-oommitted " 
{Mr.   IT.    B.   SmV>) ;    <tae«liDD   put,  and 

Hored, "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  Isate  the 
Ohiilr"  {Dr.  Cantron);  Quealion  put,  and 
agnedto:  Committn— r.f.      [Bill  103] 

Qneitioni,  Sir  WiirHd  Lawion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
AtDwer*.  The  Fint  Lord  of  iha  Treaiurj 
<Mr.  V.  U.  Smith)  July  12,  Gi3 

Commillce    (on    rt-eawim.) ;    Report ;    Con- 
■ider»l :  raad  3"  July  19,  1 170 
/.  tMA  \^  •  {The  Earl  af  Camptrdotnn)  J-ily  i\ 
(No.  183) 


LiMHting  Lawn 

Battntion  of  Horn  of  Optninj  —  P<Us  Sti- 
timt  at  KingiUm-tn-  Thamti.  Quaation,  Mr. 
Caine ;  Answer,  The  Secrelarj  of  St.ite  Tor 
the  ItoDu  Department  (Ur.  Matthew*) 
July  35. 18B8 
Otctuional  LieenMt^Xinittr  Braaek  if  the 
lit*  of  Tlia\ut  Conteruativt  A$tiieiiition, 
Qnsition,  Mr.  Mnnro-Fergutoo:  Antwar, 
The  SeeretarjofState'for  the  Home  Doport- 
ment  (Mr.  Matthew*)  July  18,  lUe 

Limited  Liability,  LtM  of—tigitlation 
Q^aetioo,  Mr.  J.   M.  Haola.in ;  Antwcr,  The 
Pirat  l.ord   oF  the  Treuarj   (Mr.  W.   H. 
amith)  J<dy  35, 1393 

Llitzlltk,  Ur.  E.  H.,  Somertel,  JV. 
Sahoel  Feei  (Noa- Pauper* j,  3K.  1740,  1711 
WarOflhra — Competition  for  the  Modloal  Staff, 


■  or  the  Milltk— Arinj  Signalling, 


Uofd's  Signal  Stations  Bill  [u-i-] 

{Th4  Lord  Prteidatt,  for  Tlit  Lord  Stmlty  of 

I.  PrM«i>led  i  ™»d  !•  •  /-/y  r  (No.  158) 

Lotal  Govtmment  BiU 
Notier,  The  Pmidont  of  the  Looal  Gorernmant 
Board(Mr.  Ritohia);  Quaitiont,  Hr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Eiilemont.  Mr.  Poloiton, 
Hr.  Aoderaon  :  Aniweri,  The  Fint  l«rd  of 
the  Treainrr  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith),  Mr.  Ritchie 
Afy  11,397 

LooAL  OoTxnmmrr  Boasd— Preeident 
(iM  BiTGHix,  Bight  Hon.  G.  T.) 

Local  (Jotbiixmri*t  Board— Secretary 
to  (»M  LoMo,  Mr.  W.  H.) 


Loeal  Governmmt  Beard 

Boundary  Commiiiion,  The  JVi>ur — IneluHon 
of  lie  Melropolilan  DUlriet,  (luaitioni, 
Mr.  F.  .S.  SlsTflnaon,  Mr,  Whitmoro; 
Aniwer*,  The  Preiident  of  the  l^oal  Go- 
(erninent  Bonrd  (Mr,  Ritoliia),  The  First 
Urd  of  the  Tranaurr  (Mr.  Vf.  U.  Smith) 
July  8,  318  :  Qoaillon,  Mr.  llohho  lae  ;  An- 
■war.  The  President  of  the  Looitl  Gorern- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritohip)  Juli/  ]4.  774 

Local  Adatinitiration^Lesiilaliiin,  Quealion, 
Mr.  Salt ;  Aotwer,  The  Preaident  ol  the 
LooaI  OoierDment  Board  (Mr.  Ritobia) 
July  14,  773 

Local  QoTflmment  Boandariei  Bill 

{Mr.  Sitchi;  Mr.  Jaekian,  Mr.  Lang) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  July  IS  [Dill  331] 

Local  OoTerntnent  (Ireland)  ProTJsioaal 
Orders  (B&llyHhannon,  Ac.)  Bill 

{Cghnel  Kiof-BaTinan) 
e.  Read  3°  •  July  8  [Rill  37i] 

I.  Head  1'  •  {Tht  Lord  Privy  Sear)  July  8 

{Ha.  103) 

Local  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Frovlsienal 
Order  (SubUn,  Ac.)  BiU  [•■.i..] 
{CaUmil  kiny-Rarman.) 
e.  Read  3°  •  J%  13  [Bill  313] 

Report  •  Jaty  31 
Read  3°  *  JtUy  22 

Local  Govemment  (Ireland)  Proriiional 
Order  (EiUiney  and  Ballybrack)  Bill 

{Tha  Lord  Privy  Stat) 
i  Committee*;  Report J»/j(  1 1         (Ho.  119) 
Reads*' Ju/y  13 
RojrI  Auent  JuJy  19  [SO  A  51  FiW .  o.  eilii] 

Local  OoTernment  ProTisional  Orders 

BUI  {Earl  Broaalom) 

I.  RojNl  Aaient  July  19  [SO  A  61  Vii^.  a.  oxiii] 

Local  QoTemment   Proviuonal  Orders 

(Ho,  3)  BiU  {Lord  Balfour) 

t.  Rojal  Aiaent  Jitly  12  [30  4  Bl  Viet.  a.  Mix] 

Local  OoTemment   Provisional  Orderi 

(Ho.  4)  BiU  {Lord  Bal/anr) 

t  Ro»d3'»/iJy7  (fo.  IM) 

Local  OoTernment    Provisional  Ordera 

(Ho.  6)  BiU  ILord  Balfour) 

t.  Committee*:  Itoport  July  II       (Sj.  UT) 
Read  3*  ■  July  1 3 
Rojsl  Aaieat /ufy  19  [JtU  A  91  Vi«t.o.«liJ 

Looal   Oovernment   Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  7)  Bill       (Jf"--  Lony,  Ur.  RiUhii] 
t.  Conaidersd  •  July  J  [Bill  383] 

Head  3°  •  /u(y  8 
(.  Read  I*  •  { Lord  B^/our)  July  11  (No.  lOfl) 

Read  2'  •  July  IS 
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Local  aoTernmeiit  FroTisioniil  Orders 

(Ho.  8)  Bill  (LordBolfiuf) 

I.  Cammittm*:  Report  Juljf  H        (No.  148) 

R(«ilS'»/u/yia 

Oojel  Aiunt  /uly  19  [SO  Ss  e)  VUl.  a.  oiii] 

Local  OoTflmmeiLt  FroviBional  Orders 

IHO.  9)  Bill     (ifr.  lo«S.  Mr.  SilcMi) 
e.  Report  '  July  31  [Bill  286] 

Coniidered  *  July  2Z 
Read  fP  ■  Ji^  15 


London,  Bishop  of 

Tithe  Rent  Charge,  od  Qantion  "That  the 
Bill  do  pa»  t "  tl.  9,  Amendt.  6 

Xow&tt   Broken'   Selief   Act — A    Styal 
Committion 
Queitlon,  Mr.  Witt ;  Ananer,  The  Firat  Lord 
or  the  Treaaurr  (Ur.  W.  U.  Smith)  July  31, 


London  Coal  and  Wine  Dutitt  Ccmtinuanet 
BiU—Legitlation 
Qneation,  Mr.  IIo«e11  :  Anairer,  The  Seoretarf 
of  Sute  for  the   Home  DepanmeDt   (Mr. 
Uattheoa)  July  IS,  OlS 

London  Corporation  {Chargtt  of  Maker- 
aation) — Sir  JReierl  Fotoler  and  Mr. 
ffoteeU 
<lueation,  Mr.    T.   M.  Healj :   Intwer,  Mr. 
Speaker,  Jufy  19,  13S3 

LOMQ,  Mr.  W.  H.  (SeoTOtary  to  tlie 
Local  GoTemment  Board),  Will*, 
J>eviui 

Metropolia — Distresi— The  Retnrna,  31t 

Emigration  of  Pauper  Children— Ineidenoe 
of  Cost,  639 
Parliament— Priiilege— Complaint  (Dr.  Tan. 
ner),   R«>.   1167,    I1S9,  1173,  1174,  1633, 
1634,  lfM)9 
Public   Llbrariu   Aot  Amenilment    (No.   3), 
Comm.  (uM.  el.  lies 

Lord  Adtooate,  The  {tte  Uaodonalc, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  LiBurxNAirr  of  laxLAitD  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  (fM  Balfotth,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

LoBD  Libittenaiit  of  Ieeland— Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  to  the 
Ue«  Ema-HARi£AN,  Bight  Hon. 
Oolonel  £.  B.) 

LOBD    FbBSIDENT    07    THB  CoimOIL  (m« 

Okanbbook,  Yiacount) 


Lothian,  Marqasss''  of  (Secretary   for 

Scotland) 
Church     Patronafce    (SeolUnd),    Uotioa    for 

Re  turn  a,  698 
Crofter*     Holdings     (Scotland),      ComBOBS 

Amendte.  Coneid.  Vil 
&eorelar]r  Tor  SoolUnd,  1S30 
Teinda  (Scotland),  Motion  Tor  Retnras,  SST  : 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  184B 
Valuation   or  Lamb  (Sootland)   AmendiBent, 

3R.  1326 

LovTHEB,  Hon.  W.,  Wettmoreland,  Ap- 
plehy 
Supplj— Seoretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Ktaif, 
1377 

LowTHEE,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumbtriani,  Pn- 

rith 
India — Destitute    Engliahmen    in    India,  and 

Native*  in  England,  1381 
Iriah  Und  Law,  2a.  410 
Mnrgarine  (Fraudulent  Sale),  Comm.  et,  4, 193 
Supply — SeereUrj  of  State  for  Foreign  ASiin, 

1379 

LttBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  Univertit]/ 
Pnblio   Libntriea  Act*    Amendment    (No.   3), 
Comm.  cl.  1,  Amendt.  1489  ;  el,  4,  Amende 
USO;  el,  6,  Amendt.  it.  ;  el.  T,  Amendt. 
it.  ;    d.   8,  Amendt.   US7 ;    tidd.   ef.  ib. ; 
Schedule,  Amendt,  143S  ;  ConaiJ.  3R.  1740 
Supplj — Chnritf  Oommiaaion  for  England  and 
Walea,  1401 
Public  BoilJinga  in  the  Department  of  the 
Commissionere  of  Fablio  Worka  in  Ire> 
land,  die.  6T1 
Seoretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkira,  138S 

Lunacy   AeW  Amendment  Bill  —  Iiegie- 

Q,neai>on,  Mr.  Salt ;  Anawer,  The  Firat  Urd 
of  the  Treaiurr  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  July  14, 
TBfi 

Lunaei/     Commiuiontr*     \EngUnd     and 
Wales— The  Annuel  Report 
Qneation,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet  \  Anever,  The  Se. 
aretarr  of  State  for  the  Home  DeMrtneet 
(Mr.  Mattheva]  July  10,939 

Lunacy  Districts  {Scotland)  Bill 

{Th*  Lard  AdvteaU) 
e.  Read  \'  •  July  II  [BUI  SIS] 

Lunatio  AtytuniM  {England  and  Irtlani) 
— Comparative  Fay 
Q^eatioD.Sir  Thomaa  Bamonde;  Anawer,  The 
Chief  SeoreUrj  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal. 

lour)  July  li,  778 

MoAbthitb,  Mr.  A.,  Leteetttr 

Afrioa  (South)-Zala  Chief  Usibepn,  S4S 
Cape  Colon; — Colonial  Regiilration.  73 
MndagaaoBT— Slate  Trade  on  the  Weat  Cout, 

78 
SoppljF— Looal  Qonrnment  Board,  Ae.  1809 
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MoAfiTHUR,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall, . 
St.  AmMI 
Britiih  OolniBbU— DlipiEci  irith  the  NMirei, 
913 

MA.OARTMKT,  Mr.  W.  O.  E.,  AntriM,  S. 
Irelan'l — Crims  and  Oatren — AttkOk  on  tha 

Ghildran  of  ttM  Weitport  PnttMUat  Snad&f 

8«hool,  Co.  Mvo,  leiT 
Iriih  Und  Lav,  3K.  SIS 

McOabtait,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  8. 

Education  Department  (England  and  Walei)  — 
ElcnwDUrr  Sohool  Teaeb«ri— Purehaio*  of 
Sohool  Rcquliitas,  310 
Ireland — Quaitiona 

Undtord  and  Tenant— All  Med  Aaaaalt  hj 

an  Emergenoj  Man  at  Newton  lljland, 

Co.  Dublin,  1881 

Foit  Office— iDonaied  Mnil  AaoomiT 

tian,  Co.  Down,  SIS,  1S83 
Rojal  Iriah  Canatabularj — I'olica  Force  at 
Uafberafeli,  18S3 

Maodonald,  Kight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  jEdinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew't  Univrnlit» 
Criminal  Uv  (Scotland)  Pi-ocsdure  (No.  S), 

CuDaid.  add.  el.  see,  dOa  ;  Amsndt.  BOO  ; 

d.  3,  Amendt.  flOl:   cJ.  lB,'%03i    ti.   17, 

Amendl.    a.  -.   vl.    18,   603 ;    tl.   SO,   SOI ; 

ej.  83,  ib.;  d.  91,  COS;  cl.se,  Amendt.  ii.; 

tl.  90,  a..  887  :  el.  11.  Ameudt.  868,  880  ; 

et.  17,  Amendl.  if. ;  et.  66,  800 ;  el.  61,  SOI ; 

d.  60,  Amendt.  803  ;  el.  73,  ib. ;  Amendt. 

804  ;  8K.  1308 
Lioenead  Premiaai  (Earlier  Cloaing)  (SeotUnd), 

Comm.  1181, 1183  ;  tt.  6,  Amsndt.  iiSS 
Parliamont — RuIm  of  Debate— Sooloh  Bou- 

PriiOD  (OOMra'  Soperannnation)  (Scotland), 

SR.  680 
Scotland— QaeaUona 

Crtiflera'  Holding*  Aet,  I88S— Eraalon  of 

tha  Aat— Baroaldine  E>tat«,  Oil 
Exaiaa— Illegal  SearithiDg  at  Slumbaj,  780 
Law  and  Police — Auaalt  on  C.  Robertaon, 

KlDraacbia,  InTaroeaa-ahire,  1879 
Lnnaer — Loana  Cootraoled  bf  tbe  Dittriet 

BoardaorLnnner,   1611 
UniTerailiaa  (Soollnad)  Bill,  317,  7S8 
Water    Supplj— Hating    of   Haabinarf  — 

Value  at  ffaterworki  of  Municipal  Cor- 

poraliona— A    Seteot   OommitLee,    1193, 

1019 
Sootland — Piiberj  Board — Qaeitiooa 

Beam  Trawling  in  Abardacn  Baj,  SO,  700 
Loana  to  Piiharmen    nndar  the   Crofter*' 

Aet,  107, 108 
Prirale  BigbU  in  UuaHl  Bade,  336 
SeieatiBa  Committee — £ipendilura,  701 

MoDosALD,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  If. 
DobUn,  Wioklow,  and  Weilord  Kailwa;  (Cit; 
or  Dublin  Junaliou  EUilaar*) — Saaponiion 
of  Sundjug  Ordara,  1763,  1818 
Ireland— Qa«(tioni 

Commiaaioner*   of  National   Ednoatioa  — 
Examinaiiun  oF  Tc.icben,  1703 

YOL.  OOOXVU.  [TBttED  BRUM.]  [ni«. 


MoDoMLD,  Mr.  P.— cent. 

DrLllinffln  Orange  Li.l|[0',  703 
Maglitracf — Dr.   Uirtf,  Coroaar,  Kinga- 

lown.  SOO 
Poat    OOaa  —  Detention    of   New    Sllrar 
Coin*,     760;  — Rural    Poit    Offiao    Mcl- 
*«Dgsr  of  Dromard.J^o.  Sligo,  70} 
Royal  Iriih  ConsUbalarr  Fund,  1001 
Tmok,  Ooniid.  add.  tl.  017 


MoDoKALD,  Dr.  B.,  Sou  and  Cromarty 
Sootland— Crortera'    Iloldinn    Aot,     IBSO  — 
EraUoQ  of  tbe  Aet'-Baroaldino  Eatoto, 
010 
Exciaa— Illegal  Saarohing  at  Slambar,  780 
Sopplf — Local  OeTamnunt  Board,  Ac.  1817 
Saoretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depirt- 
manr,  Ac.  10S3.  10G9,  1060,  1005 


Macdokald,    Mr,   W.  A.,    Qiutn't  Co., 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland},  SR.  110 
Ireland — Queationa 

Inland  Niriiatiou  and  Drainage  —  Rivar 

Barrow,  SIT 
Poat    Offlce  —  Poatmniter    nt    BorrUin' 

Ouorf,  auesn'i  Co.  770,  780 
Fahlio  Worka  and  Improiamanta — Alloca- 
tien  of  tbe   UoTeroment  Sob*«ntlon  of 
£S0,00O,  SIS 
Law    and    Polioc    (Uotropolia)— Clerkenwoll 
Polios    Court  —  Arbitrary    Conduct    of   a 
Police  Magialrate,  1337 

MoEwAtr,  Mr.  W.,  Edinburgh,  Cmtral 
Malta— Ca*e  oi  Dr.  Grecb,  313.  360,  351 
Supplf,  Report,  Amendt.  1730 

HoKbnha,  Sir  1.  N.,  Monaghan,  8. 
Supply — Ciril  Sarrioo*  and  Reronoa   Depart- 
raenta,  1011 


Maoeintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fbaskk-,  Inverntti- 
thirt 
Criminal  U<r  (Scotland)  Procedure  (Ko.  3), 
Contid.  fiOJ;  el.  39.  Amendt.  SOS;  d.  II, 
8SB  :  et.  SO,  Amende.  830 :  el.  61,  Amendt. 
SOI  ;  et.  73,  Amendt.  893  :  3R.  1308 
Scotland— General  Regiater  of  Saiinni,  Edin- 
burgh— Extra  Attendance  of  CleTAB,  01, 
1308 
Law  and  Poliee— Auault  on  C.  Robertaon, 
Kinroacbie,  luTarne*a'*bire,  1370 

MoLareh,  Mr.  W.  9.  B.,  Chtthiro,  Crewo 
Law  and  Police  (Metrcpclia)— '■  Solioitatica  " 

in  tha  Public  Sireela,  767,  701 
Margarine,  Oonald.  183 
Supply— Secretarr  of  SUta  for  tha  Homa  De- 
partment, Ac.  1061, 1000 


Maoleait,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Law  or  Limited  Liibililr,  1  803 
3  Y 
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Maoldkb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanemhire,  8.E., 

Strtlford 

Lnw  and  Juatioe  (Enghnd  nnd  Watei) —Ap- 
pointment In  the  PtobAta  Oourt,  Man- 
obDBter,  TS3 

Margarine  (frauduUnt  Sale).  Coin-n.  el.  3, 
191;  Consiil.  Amendl,  479.  1)1 

Poit  Offloe— ConTojanoe  at  MuU  to  Aultralia 
an.l  ihe  Enit  t>i<l  Canadn.  7SI 

Witr  Offlce  (Ordnanau  Dapartiiisnt] — "  Boxer  " 
Martini -UsDrf  CartriJgs.  1113 

Maonaghtem,  Lord 

Uunieipal  Corporatiaas  Aoti  ([reUnd)  Amand- 
ingDt(No.  31.193 

Mao  Neii,l,  Mr.  J.  Q.  S.,  Donegal,  8. 
Ireliind — Qucationi 

Crims  and  Oulraga— Attack  on  the  Chil- 
dren of  the  Weatpart  froteitanC  Sunda; 
School,  Ca.  Majo.  1B18 
Criminal   Liv  Amandmont   Act,    I8ST  — 

Froclamntiona,  1807,  1898 
Magiitraoy — Coroner  of  tho  Glsntici  Difi- 
■ion,  Co.  Donegal,  03 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comin.  IBTS 
Law  of  Evidenoo  Amendment,  3R.  Motion  Tor 

Adjournment.  462 
Parliamentary   Eloctione  —  Contested    Eleo- 
tioni— lordi   Juatioea  aa  Goreroora  o( 
Ireland.  331.333 
Trinltj  College,  Dublin— Votea  of  the  Iriah 
Judges,  96 a 

Madagaaear—27M  Slave  Tradt  on  thi  Wttt 

Qaeatlon,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur:  Anewar.  The 
Under  Seoratnrr  of  State  for  Foreign  Affair* 
(Sir  Jamea  Perguuan)  Juli/  7,  73 

Maddbh,  Ur.  Seijeftnt  D.  H.,  DuhUn 
^     :  UitMiriily 

Iriah  Land  Law.  Comm.  el.  1,  1975 

Mahowy,  Mr.  P.,  Miatk,  If. 

Ireland — Iriah   Land  Commiaiten — Appeala — 

Inspeotion  of  Ecporta  bj  Lltiganta,  ISOS 

Irish  Land  Commiiiionera — Court  Valuer'a 

Valuation — "  Adamav.  Dunaeath."  1883 

Iri*h  Land  Law,  3R.  381,fiS7  ;  Comro.  el.  1 ; 

1971 

MAKIN8,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Eiiex.  S.F. 
Publio   Health — Insanitarf   Condition   of  the 
Thamas,  781 

Maloolu,  Colonel  J.  W.,  ArgalUhira 
Uosnaad   PremiaBa  (Earlier    Cioaln^)   (Scot- 
land), Comm.  el.  ^ ;  Amendt.  1170 
Poat  Offloe— Telegraph  Cables  in  the  Weatorn 
liiei  (laUj),  330 

Mallock,  Mr.  B.,  Beton,  Torquay 
Army  (Auilli.irj   Forces)— Artillery    Volon. 
teura— PriEtice  with  UoaTj  Cians,  llBi 


Malta—Case  of  Dr.  Greek 
(^ueationa,  Mr,   U'Bwan  ;  Aoaweri,  Tb*  S«> 
erelarj  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Heorf 
llelland)7ujy8,  213;  JalyU.SSO 

Mab,  Earl  of 
Uar  Peerage.  1711 

Kargarine  (Frandnleat  Sale)  Bill 
{Sir  Richard  Pagtt,  Mr.  SeUttr-Bootk,  Mr. 
Sllon,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
e.  As  amended,  considered  :  read  3>,  after  debet* 

Ju/y  U,  173  [UillSW] 

I.  Read  l'*{V.PoaentoiiH)Jalfli  (No.  119) 
Read  3',  after  abort  debate  Ju/v  3 1 .  1375 
[See  title  BaUtritie  (Fraudtikia  SaU)  Bill] 

Uarketa  and  Fairs  (Weighii^  of  Cata«) 

Bill  [k.l]  (Sir  Riehard  Fayit) 

e.  Read  1°»  Juty  11  [Bill  317] 

Read  2°  ■  Jidy  20 

Committee— B.p.  Jvly  33,  3010 

UarriaKea    (Attendance  of  BegiBtran 

Bill  (Mr.  AtU>r«iy  Otiwtl, 

Mr.  Solicitor  Oeaeral,  Mr.  Stuart-  Wor^) 
e.  Order    for   SR.  discharged ;    Bill    wiihdravn 
July  3S,  3006  [Bill  161] 

Uarriages  ronflrmatinn  (Antwerp)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Jamtt  Stuart,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Pietai) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  July  15  [Bill  330] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  rsad  V" 
July  35,  2011  ;  Mo«ed,  "That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Tomlineon)  ;  altar 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  7S.  N.  75 
[Mr.  Spaalior  gare  hia  »oice  with  tho  Ajh] 
(D.  L.  331)  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Mabdk,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  mikenny,  2f. 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  \,  Amendt.  1978, 
1081,1989 

Maskeltkb,  Mr.    M.    H.  N.    Stoet-, 
Wilti,  Crteklade 
So pplf— Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Walei,  1462,  1603 

Mason,  Mr.  S.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Coal  Mines— Udaton  Collierf  Eiploiion,  La- 
narkshire— The  Inijuirj,  31S 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Uonie  —  Coal, 
Mines,  Ac.  Regulation,  70!) 

Supply— Seoretnry  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, &o.  1039 

Taafanioal  Inatmction,  Motion  for  Leare, 
1175 


MAITHBV8,  Right  Hon.  H.  (SscralSTr 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Sirmingham,  E. 
Burials    Act,    1830 -Vicar    of   Norhim-on- 
Xwaed,  79 
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Mirrmtwi,  Rigbt  lion,  D.— «Mt(. 
Coal  MioM— Dditon  Collierr  Eiplmion,  La- 

narkshira — The  Inquirj,  34B 
Contagiou*    DitaiMi    (Animali)     Act — Out> 
breiki  oF  PIsurD-PnenmoDU  in  England  and 
Sootland,  1164 
Eitraordmnrr   Tithe   Aat,    ISBe-The   Lftnd 

Cammliiioiiert.  01 S 
Inilceant  Booki  and  Pictures,  Snia  of,  ISIS 
Jabiles  Day  in  London^Mcdali  Tor  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police.  01 1,  193,  Ml 
Jubilee  or  Uer  Hijeatf's  Reign— Naial  Re- 

iwwoff  SpUhaad — Overerowding,  I1S9 
Jubilee  Week— Metropolitan  Fir*  Brigade  bd'I 

PoliM,  339.S19 
L*w  and  JaatiM— Qaettioni 

Court  llonHi  —  Aeaommodation  Tor  Pri- 

*on«n  awaiting  Trial,  771 
Ripley  Pettr   Seaaiooi— liiaenin   Whip- 
ping of  a  CbitJ.lTflO 
"Roaic  S>rlU«"— AlItDpting  to  Eilort 
Monej.  760 
Ijiw  and  Police — Queations 

Allpged  CbargB  of  DrunksuneM— Caie  of 

Marr  Williama,  210,  3113,  8S1 
BoUoD    Riot)  —  Importation    of  Foreign 

Ubour,  789 
Moleitiog  WoDien  and  Toang  Girli,  700, 

701 
Open  Air  Serricei  at  Grantham — Arreitt, 

913 
Proilitntci  in  Mancbeiter  and  Lircrpoot, 
7»6 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolli)— Quettiona 
Arrcit  of   MIh  Cnsa,  77.    1893:— Marl- 
borough Street  Police  Court  —Mr.  New- 
ton, 780,  7e0 :— Police  Conitable  Enda- 
oott,78,  1770,  1771.1772 
Clerkenwsll  Polioe  Court— Arbitrary  Con* 

doet  of  a  Polioe  Hagiitrnle.  1337 
Condition    of    Cell)    at   Polioe   Station), 

leil 
Marjlcbono    Police  Court — RamisaioD    of 
Sentenoea,  1S11, 1315,  1S31,  1026,  1020, 
1891 
Mr.    Sntinder*,    Polioe   Mngtatrate,    1S24, 

less, 1026 
Reaouefrom  Drowning— I'olioe  Oonatablo 

483  J,  1626 
Sir  Charia)  Warren')  Letter  to  Sir  Jame* 
loghani,  131S 
Licenaing  l.aw)— ClDeationa 

Eiteniion  of  lloun  of  Opening — Kingaton- 

on-Thamo),  1880 
Jubilee  Night — Publioana  and    Baerhonae 
Keeper)— ExtBii)io a  of  lloara  cf  Opea- 
inK.  337 
Oeoaaionai   Licenoe) — Mineter    Braneh   of 
the  Iile  of  Thanel  Con)er*ati*e  Aaaocia- 
ticD.  1116 
London  Coal  and    Wine   Dutio  Oontinoanoe, 

9ta 
LaiMoj  CommlMion  (EoglanJ  and  Walea) — An- 
nual Kepcrt,  93S 
MagiilracT  (England  and  WaleaHUat  of  No- 
mine?) for  Iba  New  Borough  Bench,  783 
UetropoliCan    Board    of    Work)— Arohitoet'a 
UepartiDtnt,  1100 


Hinnawa,  Right  Hod,  H. — e»nL 

Metropolitan    Fire    Brigade  —  DeBoienof    of 

noraea,  778 
Metropoliun  Polioe— Qnostion) 

Alleged  "  Blackmailing  "  at  the  Weat  End, 

74 
Charge)  made  hf  (he  Ilonourable  IHembcr 

for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  7B 
Commii)ionera  of  tho  Melropolitan  Police 

—Offloeof  Legal  Adriser,  1345 
Helmela  and  Cloihing  for  Summer  Wear, 

017 
Police  Order  na  to  Defimltor  Sbeetof  Con- 

aUblc),  210,  3fi3 
Promotion  to  Sergeant,  1101 
Ming)  Regulation  AcD— William  Shaw,  Fire- 
man at   the  Park  Mine,  Tawd  Park   Col- 
liery. Skclmendnle,  133S 
Parka  (Metropoliaj -Sub-Tropical  Garden   in 

Batteriea  Furk,  1157 
Friaona  (England    and   Walea)— Alleged    III- 
TieaLmenl    of    a    Lunatic    in    Stafford 
Count;  Gnol,  SOB.  1317 
Death  of  a  Conricl  from  Sunstroke.  1773 
Public   llealtli — Inaanitarj  Condition   of    the 
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Snppl;- Ci*il    Serricc)  and  Reennuo  Depart- 
ment), 986.  087.  986,  993,  993,  994, 907, 
903,  1001 
Secretarjr  of  Stale  for  tho  Homo  Depart- 
ment, Ac.  1056,  1000.  1001,  1007,  lUOU 

Vnecinntion    Act) — Imprieonment  of    Robert 
EaaaiD,  at  Keilcring.  311 

Walea  —  Titho  Agitation  —  Inquirf  into  Ihs 
Moohilre  Riot — Tho  Commiiaioncra,  71, 
79 


ifturitiiu,  liland  of—Tht  Lieutenant  Oo- 
Mrtwrtkip—ChargM  agaiuit  Sir  John 
Pep*  Sentutt!/ 
Queation,  Mr.  Ilanbur;  ;  Antwer,  The  Seoto- 
larj  of  State  for  ttie  Cclonie)  (Sir  llenrj 
Holland)  July  8,  311:  Queationa,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Chanoo,  Mr.  ll.in- 
burr.  Mr.  Muadella,  Sir  Ceorgo  Campbell  ; 
Anawera,  The  Secratarj  of  State  lor  tho 
Caloniea  (Sir  Henrr  nolland):  (^ueatlon, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  [No  ropljl  July  14, 
774  ;  Queationa,  Sir  llonr;  TjLar,  Mr.  Sei- 
loa,  Mr.  Henniker  Meaton  i  Anawera,  Mr. 
Speaker,  The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  tbe  Co- 
looio)  (Sir  llenrj  Holland)  Jallf  18,  1 1S7 

Maxwbll,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury),  Wtgton 
Ciiil  Sort  ioe— Notice  of  Eiaminationa,  71 

Matne,   Admiral  E.  0.,  Pembroit  and 
EaetrfordieMt 
Admirall/— Shipbuilding— Sheathed   Cruiaera 
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nchandua  Marks  Law  Couolidation 
and  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Atlarney  (feniral.  Baron  Hinry  Di  Worms, 

Mr.  Sluarl-  Warllty) 

e,  CommittM   {m  rt-eomm,) :    Report   Julg  6, 

331  [Bill  304] 

OoDiidered  •  i  rwd  3*  Jvli/  1 1 

I.  Read  1>*  {L7rd  Stanley  of  PreittM)  JtUg  13 

(No.  170) 

Mtrehant  Shipping — Precmtim  of  Colli- 
liont  at  Sta  —  Th«  Rsgulattotu — 
Jrtieh  19 
Quailion,  Mr.  Channing :  Answer.  The  Secr«- 
tarj  la  tK«  Board  of  Trnda  (Baron  llanrr 
De  Worm*)  July  11,  T9T 

Merchant  Shipping  Aeti — Pilot*'  Cerlifi- 
eatei  io  Alitni  —  "  The  Queen  r. 
TVinity  Houte  Corporation  " 
QneatioD,  Mr.  Kine ;  Auswor,  Tha  Seeretarf 
lo  the  Board  olTrnde  (Baron  Ilcnrj  Do 
Vormi)  July  2\,  1031 

Mtrteg  Deck  and  Harbour  Boari — Ferry 
Cammnnioation  between  SoolU  and 
Nets  Brighton 
Qaoilion,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  The 
Seorotarj  to  Iho  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Hsorr  De  Wormi)/u/i/31,  161 1 

Meteorologieal   Office  —  Invention  of  Mr. 
B.  A.  CoUine 
Qoeation,    Ur.   UennJker    Heaton ;    Answer, 
The  SeereUrr  to  the  Board  of  Trnda  (Baron 
Henrj  Da  Worms)  July  31,  ISOS 

MKTBOPoije  ( Queitioni) 

Bvriali  —  Brampton  Cemetetji,  Question,  Sir 
Algernon  Borthwiok ;  Answer,  The  Firat 
Cammislioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Ptunket} 
Jvl32\,  1B13 

Dittrett  in  the  Metrcpolii,  (i»t»t\tm,  Hr.  Cjiil 
Flower;  Answer,  The  Searetarj  lo  the 
Local  Gorernment  Board  (Mr.  Long)  July  U, 
314 

BmigraliiiB  of  Pauptr  Children— laeidente  of 
Co$t.  Qaestion,  Mr.  Rankin  ;  Answer,  The 
Seorelarj  lo  the  X/oaal  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Loot)  Ji'/v  IS,93S 

Sttett  Catualliei  ~  Death  by  a  Poit  Ofiee 
Parcel!  Poit  Van,  Queitions,  Mr.  Funwick, 
Mr.  I'ickenglll;  Aniwera,  Tha  Poitmatler 
GenaraUMr.  Raikes)  JuJy  II,  SfiO 

Slreil  ImvrovemeiUe — Stepe  of  St.  Martin't- 
in-lhi-FieM;  Question,  Mr.  Cavondiili  Ben- 

1,763 

The  Parle 

The  Sub-  Tropical  Qardint  in  Batlertea  Park, 
Question,  Sir  Treror  Lawrence ;  Aniwer, 
The  Seoretarji  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr,  Malthewi)  Jb/j,  19,  ll37; 

The  llathing  Lake  in  Vietoriit  Park,  Quealion, 
Mr.  I'lckerigill ,-  Answer,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.   I'lunket)  Julyl, 


McTBOPOua— 71(  Parkt — eont. 
Seali  in  the  Malt,   Queati'ona,    Mr.   Donij 

Vinoent,    Mr.    Ijibonchere  :     Aotwen,  7b 

Kirst  Commissioner  of  VTorki  (Mr.  PtaalH'. 

/u/y  IS,  1IS9 
Supply  af  CAaiV».  QueatioD,  Mr.   Labonelien: 

Answer,  Iho  First  Com tniaai oner  of  Horb 

(Mr.  Plunket)  July  31.  ISSO 

Xeta-opolia  (Cable  Street.  Sliadwell)  Pn- 
viaional  Order  BUI    (JSri  £r«rJ«] 

i.  Read  3" '/w^  7  (No.lW) 

Rofal  Aisent/uh/19       [SO  A  SI  Fuf.e.a] 

HetropoUs  Xanagement  (Battersea  atl 
WeBtminater)  Bill     ISari  Fbrttiet) 

I.  Rofal  Assent  July  13     [50  A  51  r»:<.e.  li] 

Metropalis  (Sheltoa  Street,    St   ffiM     . 
Prorlaional  Order  Bill 

{Earl  Breumioto)  . 

I.  Read  3>  July  T  (No.  1M)         | 

Rejal  Aaaant  July  13    [fiO  *  ff I  F!d.  e.tii!  . 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worke,  The  I 

Repretentatiim  in  thie  Soitie,  QneatioB,  Mi.        J 
DiiOD-IIartlaDd;     Answer,    The  SMitUri         | 
of   State   for   the    Home    Department  (Mr. 
Matthews]  July  SS,  ISSff 
The  Arehiteet'e  Department,  Questieo.  Ur.  0. 
V,    Morgan  ;    Answer,    The   SetreUrj  « 
State    for    the    Honw     Departiwnt   [Dr. 
Matthews) /h^  IB,  IIBO 

ilelrepolitan    Common*  —  Tootitg  Sit 
Common 
Qoestion,  Mr.   W.  S.   Corbet :  Answer,  Tta 
Seeretarr  of  State  for  the  Doma  DV" 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Juiy  18,  1111 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  Sxp»»M  SS 
— Legislation 
Qoe*tions,Mr.  Webeter,  Mr.  Diioa-HartW; 
Answers,  'I'he  First   Urd  of  the  TiWC 
{Ur.  W.  11.  Smith)  Jaly  18,  IIM 

Metropolitan    Fire  Brigade,   TA*  -  *• 
fieieney  of  Eortet 
(lue8tions.'Mr.  Isaacs,  Mr.  Webster ;  Aaiem 
The  Secratarj  of  Suta  for  the  H««  "■ 
pirtRient  (Mr.  Matthews]  July  U,  Iv 

Ketropolitan  Open  Spaces  Acta  IW«" 

Bion  Bill  (Lord  MBa«t■Ttl^^^ 

(.Ve.W) 

(Ne,  m 


i.  Committee  July  13,  439 
Report  July   19,   1334:   t 
Inriher  debnte  adjourned 


All'gtd  '•  Blaekmailiitg"  aim  ""'-fr 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  L.  Bright,  U'-  "f" 
monl  ;  Answers,  The  SecreUf!  •f/'rL.i 
the  Uomo  Department  (Mr.  »Mi*"> 
Ju'y  7,  74 


[ocml. 


It      Mr.   B«"-— '  .  I 

,Googl|^ 


lEr        MIN  I8E33ION     1887) 


olUan  Polite,  Tlie—eont. 
•get  made  hy  the  Sou.  Memherfor  Barrow 
h.  Caiiu),  QuntloD.  Mi-.  W.  L.  Bright : 
iiwer,  Tbs   Seoretary   of  Stnte   far    tbe 
mc  Departmsnt  (Ur.  Mnttbevi)  July  1, 

niiiioneri  of  Melropotilaa  Police— The 
Het  of  Legal  Adcittr,  QiisBtion,  Mr, 
Gk*l>|ill ;  Aaiir«r,  The  Se«r«tar7  o[  Slittg 
r  ths  llome  Depirlmenl  (Mr.  Mntthews) 
ify  19,  1346 

lelt  and  CUtking  fur  Svmuur  Wear, 
isations.  Mr.  (^u liter ;  Aoiwari.  The 
crsiaiT  of  Slate  for  tho  Homo  Depart- 
]nt(Mr.  Matthewi)  July  13,  SIT 
optililan  Police  and  the  Fublic — Arreil  oj 
'amen,  QDCMien,  Ob«i-Tslioni,  Tho  Enrl 
MilttDwn  :  lUplj,  li^arl  firotrnloir:  Ob- 
TTatioDB,  1'be  Lord  ChRnDellor(Lard  Uali- 
r;}  AJyll,  327;  Perianal  Eiplnnatian, 
le  Earl  of  Milltown  :  iliart  debate  tbcrcou 
'jr  13,430 

opolilan  Police  litguUlion  Act  —  The 
elropolitan  Maghlratee,  Qucallon,  Mr. 
injb?ara  ;  Anawer.  The  Firit  Irfirrl  of  the 
eaaurr  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  July  13,  531 
te  Force  EafraacAilemenl  Ael—  Regitira- 
in,  (J,ue>t<on,  Mr.  Ilobhouae ;  Anaocr,  The 
llornej  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
tly  14,  773 

:e  Or^er  ai  to  Defaulttr  Sheet  of  Con- 
ibUi,  duBstions,  Mr.  rickertgill ;  An- 
■en.  The  Secreiirj  of  Stale  for  the  Uame 
spartment  (Mr.  Matthcwa)  July  8,  318  ; 
■JyU,  303 

•'olion  to  Sergeant,  Qacstlona,  Ur.  Piokers- 
1  ;  Aniwcrsi  The  Sccrclnrr  of  State  for 
)  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Mattbcita) 
ly  18,  1161 

ardifar  Extra  Service  on  Jubilee  Day— 
tl  Ofiee  —  Te'egraphitii,  Queatioo,  Mr. 
iketsgill ;  Anaaar,  The  Faitmaater  Gatie- 
t(Mr.  EUikea)  Jalgl^.Ul 

[See  titlo  Laio  and  Foiice'] 

politan  Foiice  BUI 

■■crttary  Matlhciet,  Xr.  Sluart~Wortlij)) 
red  ;  read  1°  *  Jidy  13  [Bill  331] 


23 

.  Offender!,  Comm.  Auiendt.  IST3 

imaoj   Declaration   Act  (ISSS)    Amend- 

nC,  3K.  133T,  1333 

ipolitan  folic*  and  tbe  Publio— Arroit  of 

imeit.  337 

o   of  Wealmiaater — Iloaae  of   l/n4i— 

ouatio  Propertiea  of  thii  Uaaso,  Fertonal 

planaiion,  180 

IN,  Mr.  T.,  Darkatn 

ition   Department  —  Roporta  of   School 

ipectora,  314 

Begulatiott  Actt — William  Shaw, 
ireman  at  tht  Park  Mint,  Tawd 
alt  Colliery,  Skelauridale 
LiOD,  Mr.  Burl;  Apaver,  The  Seoretarj 
Slate  for  llie  Home  DejialtmcnL  (Mr. 
,ttLcirg)  July  ID,  13i>l 


MiNTO,  Earl  of 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  Motio 


S90 

UoLLoY,  Mr.  B.  .0.,  ^ing'i  Co.,  Birr 
NaTf  Eatimatea— Dookjarda  and  Naval  Tarda 

at  nomo  ,ind  Abroad,  130L 
Supply— Hoaao  of   Commoni    OSeca,   100, 
704,  7oa 
Iloute  of  T.ordt  Offlcea,  093 
Privj  Council   nni   Subordinate    Depart. 

menla.  1 403 
Secretary  of  Stato  Tor  tho   Nome  Dep.itt- 

ment,  &a.  1001,  lOes,  1000 
Treaaury,  «o.  lOlT.  1048 
Truck,  Coaaid.  add.  el  623 

MoNTEAOLE  OF  Bkakdoit,  Lord 
Land  Tranaler,  Report,  add.  ct.  20,  37 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.,  SkrcpiMre,  Zudlow 
Supply — I'riiy   Council  and  Subordinato  De- 


le,  Sen- 


I,  1403 


MoKOAK,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Osbom 
highihire,  £. 
Buriala    Act,   1890  — Vioar   of    Norham-on- 

Tweed,  78 
Parliament — Uouri  of  Sitting  and  Rising,  356 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Kevenue   Depart- 
ments, 995,  998,  1000 
[louie  of  Lorda  Officca,  689 
Walea  —  Tithe   Agitation  —  Diiturbancci   at 
U-ingom,  1359,  1361,  1303 
Inquiry  into  the  Hoobdro  Riot— Tbe  Com- 

miaiioner,  71 
Trial  ol  tbe  Rlotun  at  Ratbio,  SIO 

MOBOAM,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battertta 
Jubilao  Week — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  and 

Police,  330,  619 
Law  and  Police  (Uetropolia)— Arreat  of  Mias 

Cnae.  1B83 
MetropoUtaD    Board    of    Works — Architeot'a 

Department,  1100 
Publio  Ucallb — A   Thamea   Swimming  Bath, 

1335 
Public  Librariea   Act  Amendment    (No.   3), 

Comm.  add.  cl.  1487 
Truek,  Cooald.  add.  tl.  1091 

MoRLET,  Earl  of 

War  Otnce    (Ordnance    Department )-Roy3l 
Commiaaion  on  Warlike  Storea,  18^1 

MoBLET,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Ntweatth-upon- 
Tynt 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Irclind)  Ael,  18S7 

—  Proclamationa.  1890,  ISOO 
Iriah   Und   Law,  2R.  1639,   1C30 :    Comm. 
1690:  cl.  I,  1910 

angement  of  Public  liuiioi  11, 


lilt 


i.y  Google 


Mount- Templb,  Lord 

.    MetropoUtnn   Open  Spnoei    Add   F.itsniian, 

Comm.  el.  3,  Amonitt.   469 ;  add,  el.  ib. ; 

Report,  it.  9  ;  Amendt.  1334 
Palneeef  Weitmi niter— Central  Hall— Statue 

oF  the  Eurl  of  Iddcileigh,  4S3 

If  offBRA.T,  Kigbt  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Vhivtrtity 

rflrlinment  — Privilege— Complaint  {Dr.   Tan- 
ner], Rai.  ISll,  ie4S,  leiU 

MovBBAT,   Mr.  R.  G,   C,   Zancathire, 
Pr»tlmeh 
Supplf— Seoretarj  of  SUto  for  Ibe  Ilonio  De- 
partment, dig.  lOBT 

MUNDELLA,  Sight  Hon,  A.  J.,    Siejitld, 
BrigkUidt 
latand  of  (he  Maaritius— Lieutenant  Rover- 

noribip  —  Chnrgai  ag.iinat  Sir   Jofan   Pope 

Ilenueatj,  773 
Parlinmenl— Ilouri  of  Sitting  and  Riling,  SSfl 
Suppljr—  Cbaritf  Coinmisaion  Tor  England  and 

Walei,  HOI 
Tcohnical  Inalraclion,  63 ;  Motion  for  LeAv«, 

1*73, 1 47* 

Kanicipal  Corporationa  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendmeat  (No-  3)  Bill 

iThe  Ran  oj  Ern*) 
I.  Report  July  7,  37  (No.  143) 

Read  »*  Jalt/  8  (No.  183) 

e.  Lord*'  Amendti.  conaidered  Julg  1 1,  338  ;  one 
diaagreed  to 
Committoe  appoiotod,  "  to  draw  up  Reasont 
to  bo  BSligned  to  tbe  Lordi  for  disagreeing 
to  one  of  tbe   Amendmenia   mads  bj   tho 
Lords  lo  Iho  Uunicipal  Corporationi  Aeta 
(Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  3)  Bill;"  Liat 
of  the  Committee,  359 
1.  Commons'   Amendla.  to  Lordi'  Amendts.  and 
Commoni'  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of 
Ibe  Lards'  AmendM.  eoniidered  July  13,  493 
Tbe  Amcndt,  to  vbich  the  Commooi  baie  dia- 
agreod,  not  iniiited  on;  and  the  AmendU. 
made   bj  tho   Commons    lo   the  Amendts. 
mado  bj  the  Lords  agreed  to 
Rfljiil  Asiont  Jain  IB  [60  dl  SI  Viet.  e.  113] 

Unnicipal    Oegnlation    (Constabalarr 

&c.)  (Belfast)  BiU 
{Citlonil  King'Harm»n,  Ur.  SelifUor  Oentral 
for  Leland) 
e,  MoTod,    "  That    the   Bill   bo   now   read    3° " 
Ju/y  2S,  2003 ;  Morod,  "  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjonrnBd"  (Mr.   Johmum);  after 
sboTt  debate,  Quoation  put,  and  negatired 
Original  Question  again  propoaed,  300*  ;  after 
short  debate.    Original  Q,uagtion     put,    and 
agreed  to;  Bill  read  3°  [Bill  281] 

liimpHYfldr.W  .M.,J}uilin,Sl.Palriek't 
Diatreseed  Uniona  /  Ireland)  [Snlarj,  AdTanccs, 

dio.),  Report  of  Kca.  *S1 
Track,  Conaid.  add.cl.  614 


Nafier  and  Ettrice,  Lord 

War  Offlce  (Ordnance  Department)  —  Rojal 
Commisaion  on  Warlike  Stores,  ISll,  18*6 

Nafier  of  Maqdala,  Lord 

New  Zealand,  Motion  for  Papers,  IfiST 

National  Debt  and  Local  Loans  Bill 

{The  Marqaeu  tf  Satiibary) 
I.  Committee*;  Report  Jtify  7  [No.  141) 

Read  3**  July  8 
Rofal  Assent  Jutg  13   [SO  A  St  Fitl.  e.  10] 

Navy  {Quettiont) 

Admiralty 

Rt-organitation  of  the  Secrelary'i  Depart- 
ment, Question,  Mr.  Jennings  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Ilnmillon)  July  11,  347 

Caie  of  Berlie  Wilmol  MainprUe — Literary 
Bxatainatien,  Question,  Mr.  Erelja  ;  An- 
swer, Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admintlljr  (Lord 
Ueorgo  llamjlton)  July  IS,  914 

CoatraeU—ConlraCl  for  NeaUfixH  Oil,  Qaet- 
llon,  Mr.  llanburr  ;  Answer,  The  Secrelarj 
to  the  Admiraltf  (Ur.  Forwood)  July  8,  317 

Btaminalion  in  SttanaiuMp—T/ie  Bepotit, 
Question,  Mr.  Oraig  Seller ;  Answer,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralt;  (Lord  Geor^ 
Hamilton) /u/y  19,  1310 

Her  Uajettj/'i  JidiiUe  —  !fbn  -  Comialaitl 
Oficeri,  Question,  Sir  Williani  Croiiman  : 
Anawtr,  Tbe  Firat  Lord  of  the  Admiraltr 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  8.  209 

S.M.S."  Cheruli"-^The  Royal Ifavat  AriilUry 
Votunteert  —  The  Clyde  Brigade,  Queatioo, 
Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Firat  Lonl  of 
the  Admiraltr  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  18,  UfiB 

H.M.S.  •' Impirieute,"  Question,  Tho  Earl  of 
Danraven  :  Answer,  Lord  Etphinalono  (A 
Lord  in  Waiting)  JuJy  8,  30S  ;  Question, 
Captain  Pries  ;  Anawer,  The  Firat  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  IS,  lliS 

Shipbiiildiag  ~  Sheathed  Cnxiten,  Queatioo, 
Admiral  Ma; ne ;  Answer,  Tbe  Firat  Lord 
of  Iho  Admiraltj  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  T,  70 

The  Royal  Dockyardt.  Queation,  Mr.  Pulcs- 
ton  :  Answer,  'fhe  Firat  Lord  of  tho  Ad< 
miralti  [Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  11, 
SOI 

The  Coailguard  in  the  South  of  Ireland-^ 
H.M.S.  "  Shannon"  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Anawer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiraltf 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  Ju/y  14,781 

Via  of  Petroleum  ai  Fuel  for  the  Savy,  Ques- 
tion, Mr,  Coghill ;  Anawer,  The  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Admiraltj  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  31,  1003 
[  The  JuUlee  Satial  Stvievi  of  Spilhead— 
•ee  Queen,  The] 

ThI   DoCKTAttDB 

Dtcoitport  and  other  Doekyardt—Diieharge  of 
Workmen,  Queation,  Mr.  Conrbeare ;  An- 
swer. The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltr  (Lord 
Geoigo  ILimilton)  July  13,  fill 


i,  Gothic 


ITAV  OfiB  18BSSI014     1887) 


NiTT— rs«  Doekyardt—eoiA. 

Dttkyard  Apprtnticet  at  ShMmttt,  Qiuttion, 
Mr.  KoMohbull-HugMMn ;  Anxrer,  Tha 
S«arati>7  to  tfa*  AdminUt;  (Hr.  Forwood) 

The  D\neUir  of  Daetj/ard*,  Qaeillon,  Sir 
WillUm  Pldvdsn  ;  Annrer,  Tha  Fint  Lord 
oflhfl  Admiralty  (Lard  Otorn  lltniltOD) 
July  19,  131S 

JVno  Zealand 

MoTed,  •■That  Ibere  ba  Mi  before thi>  Ilaaia, 
Piip«r«  relating  lo  the  emigration  of  Peo- 
lioneri  lo  New  ZeftUnd"  {Tk«  Lord  Sand- 
kurtt)  July  31,  1983;  kiter  ihort  debate. 
Hot  ion  iritbdrawD 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Gatteo]/,  N. 

DiftroHed  Uoioni  (Ireluid),  8R.  IflS  ;  Comm, 

U3 
Sopplf — Offioe  of   the   CommittM    of    Privf 
Coancil  for  Trade,  &a.  1137 
Seoreler}  of  Statu  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, io.  Amendt.  11)68,  1009 
Tramwaji   and    Public   Companie*   (Irelnad) 
Act*  AmeodmoDt,  311,  18S 

HoBBiB,  Ur.  E.  S.,  Towtr  HamUU,  Lime- 

Belfatt  Haia  Drainage,  Lorda'  AmeBdli. 
Conlld.  31 

goppl.T— Searetar;  of  Stale  for  tba  llome  De- 
partment, Ao.  1068 

NoBTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (IreUnd),  Comm. 
900,  901,901,  609,  SOT,  BI3 


NoRTBOOTS,     Hon.    H.    8.    (Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance),  ExaUr 
Arm;  (Aaiilinr;  Por«»)  — Artillerr  Volunteer! 

— Praelioe  with  Umty  Oan>,  ITS3 
War  Offloe— <lu(alioni 

Cbelwa  11  oipllal— Burton '■  Conrt.  USI 
ContraoU— Sopplfof  Heat  toLjdd,  Kent, 


H81 
War  Onee(Ordnnniie  Drpartmenl) — ftueilioni 

"Bowr"  Martini- llenr?  Cnrtrldge,  1118 

Contract  for  Collar  Uid^a  for  Iho  Oaiairj, 
339,  917,  91B 

Mnle*  from   Bgjpt  for  Regimental  Tram- 
port  Seriiou,  IT9S 

Supply  of  Leather,  I7SS 

Jforlh  Sea  Fiiheriu — Qalrajt  to  tht  N*U, 
^c.  of  Yarmouth  FUhtrmtn 
QoeitionB,  Sir  Uenrj  Tyler,  Sir  Edward  Birk- 
beck  :  Aniweri,  The  Seeretarf  lo  the  Board 
of  Trade  IBaron  Uenrj  Da  Wormi),  Tha 
Under  Seeralarj  of  State  for  Foreign  ASiiirt 
(Sir  Jame*  Ferguuon)  Julf  33,  1T6S 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S, 

Ireland— Law  and  Jaatiee— Majo  Conepinioj 


O'Bbihk,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  If. 

Ireland — Pott  Oflee — PoitmiitreM  of  Annf- 
alU,  Co.  MoBaghin,  333 
Telegraph    Offloe  for    Umilhbomugb.    Co. 
Uonagban,  087 
Poat  OOloe— Fenaioneri  from  other  Serrleei 
under  the  Crown,  938 

O'Bbibit,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,  U.S. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  3R.  130, 

137,  138 
IreUnd— Landlord  and  Tenant— The  O'Gradf 

Pmperlr.  Co.  Tipperarj,  I7S8 
Hr.    W.   O'Brien  and    Colonel    Sanndenon, 

Feriooal  EiplanatioD,  31B 

O'OoimOB,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 

Agrionltural  Depreiaioa- Land  out  of  Cultira- 

tion,  1896 
Arm;  Eatimatea,  948 

Burmab— Heianuei  from   Teak  Foresti   and 
Monopolies    of    Earth    Oil    and    Pieeioo* 
Stonei,  040 
Egjpt — Sir  Henrr  Drummond  Wotfi'i  Minion, 

787 
Emplojara'  Liabilitr,  800 
India— Publie  Worka  Dapartment- A  Motqne 

at  Bijnpor,  1818 
Ireland— Criminal  t*w  Amendment  Aot,  188T 
— Proelamationi,  1901 
Pnblia    Health — Ineanitarf    Condition    of 
ForUrllngton,  1803 
laland   of    the    Maarillui  —  Tba    Liontanant 
QOTomorthip — Cbargea    againtt    Sir    John 
Pope  Hennealf,  TM 
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O'OoHNoa,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 

Criminal  Iav  Amendment  (Ireland)  Act,  1837 
—  Pronlamntiani,  1903 


Law  and    PaUct 

Oelliat  PolioB  _ _.._ 

Hsraer  Direkand  Harbour  Board-- t'errjr  Com- 
maoication  betTran  BootUand  Neir  Brishton, 
1611 
Parliament— PririlBBB— Complaint  (Dr.  Tan- 
ner), Rei.  ISSi 
Supplj— HouM  of  Commons  Offioea,  703,  701, 
TOS 
Itaaao  of  Lords  Offlcas,  69S,  037,  flSt,  697 
Treaiorr,  ius.  1039,  1038 
Truok,  Consid.  add.  ti.  S19,  6S0 

O'DoHBRTY,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal,  iT. 
Criminal  Law  Amendmsnt  (Iroland)  Act,  1887 

— rroelamationi,  1901 
Iriih  Lund  Law,  Comm.  el.  I,   1928,  10*1; 

Am  tod  t.  lasi,  loee,  i967 

Office  UiLder  the  Crown  (Vacatai^  of 

SeatB)  BiU 
iff.  JF.  F.  Lawtna,  My.  A.  S.  Elliot,  Mr. 
BeihtUM,  Mr.  TtuHliHion,  Mr.  JVonm 
StevtiiMon,  Mr.  E.  Seiertmi) 
t.  Bill  wiihdr.it*n  ■  July  13  [Bill  73] 

O'Haklos,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 

P.^rliBmeut—PririleiB— Complaint  (Dr.  Tan- 
ner), Rea.  1636 

O'Hba,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 
,    Ireland— ETiolinnt—Eviatioat   at    Gwesdora, 
Co.  Donegal,  BOB,  610 
I'.-irliamcnt— Privilege— Complaint  (Or.  Tan- 
ner), Res.  16S6,  1691 
Suppl/-Ci»il  Seriioe  Commission,  1548,  IMO 
Oaiio  of  iho  Committoa  of  Prit/  Council 


OZBNBUDGE,  yisoonilt  | 

Criminal  Lair  Amendmeat  (Irfllaad),  SK.  Ik   : 

Oyster  ud  Hossel  Fisb«riea  Prawinmtl  \ 

Order  BiU     {Lard  StunUy  of  Fr^aimi 

I.  RaaS'*  July  7  (tto-lK] 

Rojal  Anent  Jiity  13      [50*51   F>e«.  e.«; 


Paget,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somtrtel,  Wellt 
Margarine  (Frauduleat   Sate),    Comm.  d.  I, 

181,  181:  «t.  3,  103,  107  :  et,  4,  SOO  :  d.«. 

aoi  ;   c/.  0,  303  :   el.  1 1,  Ameodt.  A. 

Consid.  183,  181 
Markets   and    Pairs    (fTeighins     of   CeWsi, 

Camm.  3010 
Bupplf— PriTf  CouiMil  and  Sabontiaat*  I>^ 

pnrlmenta,  Amendt.  1891,1405 


Palmbr,  Sir  C.  M.,  UnrUm,  Jmrrtm 
NaT/  Estimate!— Dockrard*  and  Naral  Ta* 
at  Home  nnd  Abroad,  1373,  1381 


Panama  Canal,  'HttSxeeenv^  JforUStf 

(iaeatlon.  Sir  Bobert  Povler ;  Aoavw,  Ai 
Seerelarir  of  State  lor  the  Coloaiat  (Sir 
Uenrf  Holland)  Jutg  19,  13(8 


Tor  Trade,  Ae.  1131 

Okslow,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 
Nov  Zealand,  Uotion  for  Pnpen,  1390 

Open  Spaces  (Dablin)  Bill 

[Ur.  William  Riimond,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sulliran,  Mr, 

Murpky,  Mr.  Dicytr  Grey,  Mr.  Timothy 

llarriiytm) 

e.  Order  for  CommLtlaa  read;  Mo»ed,  "That 
Mr  Speaker  .lo  now  Ien»e  the  Chair" 
Jidg  33.  3003  i  Moied.  ■'  That  the  Deb.ito 
bo  now  adjourned  "  {Celotiel  KingSaraiaa)  ■ 
after  abort  debate.  Motion  wiihdrnwa 
Original  (tueation  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Com. 
mitloe-Rp,  [Bill  80] 

Ordnance  Department— bo&  Army 

Okdnahob  —  Surveyor     General     Uee 
NOBTHCOTE,  Hon.  H.  S.) 


Pia^i*  Eaihibiiien,  1889 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertioo ;  Anaver,  Th 
Under  Seoretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  ABim 
(Sir  Jamea  Kergusson)  Jaiy  T,  76;  Qao- 
tlona,  Sir  Dernhard  Samueluo ;  Aniwei^ 
The  TToder  Secretarj  of  Statu  for  Fortin 
Abira  (Sir  James  FergusMin)  Jit^  10,  IJfl 

Parliament 

LORDS— 

The  Mar  Peerage,  PostponomBat  of  Ibtioa, 

The  Earl  of  Gallovar  ;  slMrt  debate  IWeoa 

Jidg  31,  1S71  ;  ObaerraiiooB,  The  Eari  af 

Mar ;  short  debate  thereon  Jtdg  31, 1711 

Tht  Stcretam  for  Sco/iourf  —  Lmljtim. 
Qaeslion,  The  Rarl  of  Roeeberj;  AnaRr, 
The  Scoralarj  tor  Soolland  (rhe  Harqeea 
of  Lothian]  Jtdg  33,  1830 

Roaee  of  Lords — AccutHe  Propertia  tf  du 
Home.  I'rrsonil  Explaontioa,  The  Eari  of 
MilltowD ;  abort  debate  thereoo  /kIv  11, 
486  ' 

Tke  Central  Hall—  The  Statiu  of  He  IM 
Karl  e{  /ddeileigh,  Question,  Oliserratiaaa, 
l.ord  Monnt-Temple ;  RepI*,  Lord  ATiliid 
/u(</ 13,103 

eOMMONS- 
AlUged  Ch^nget  in  lAi  Mi.iiary~7%e  M^ 
gaeu  b/ Hartington.  Q^eation.  Mr.  J.  £!&; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tiie  Trmnn 
(Mr.  »V.  (1.  Smith)  July  23.  1173 
Mr,  JF.  O'Brien  and  Coloitel  Sauiinmn, 
Personal  Enplaiialian,  Mr.  Vf.  O'Brita 
Jidy  3,  333 
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Thi  Cait  tf  Mitt  Ca*i—The  MtitAert  fo 
Ljiita$Uite,  Quntion,  The  Uodsr  SecreUr; 
of  State  Tor  Foreign  Alf^ira  (Sir  JAmri 
Ferguuon):  Anawor, Mr. Schwaoa'.  Obur- 
miooi,  Mr.  Speaker  July  6, 33S 

RULP.S  OF  DEBATE 
Seoleh  QHetlioni,  Q,neBlioni,  Mr.  Ridlemont, 
Mr.  Anderaon,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  A. 
t..  Brown,  Mr.  Bachanan  :  Answeri,  The 
Firit  Lord  of  the  Treuorf  (Mr.  W.  II, 
Smith),  The  Urd  Ailiooate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A. 
MflodoDild)  JuJy  IS,  964 

ADJOUBTfMByT 
Moved,  ■■  That  this  Honte  now  Adjourn  "  (Mr. 


BOSIN ESS  OF  THE  BOaSF.  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
(taeationi,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Bart ;  Answera, 
Ths  Firat  Lonl  of  the  Treaaurj  {Mr.  W,  H, 
Smith)  July  8,  231  ;  Question,  Mr.  Shaw 
Leftttt:  AoBwer,  The  Firat  Urd  of  the 
TrOBiarj  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Juiy  13.  693: 
Qnsslion,  Mr.  W.  E.  G  lad  atone  ;  Anawer, 
The  Firat  Urd  of  the  Treaaurjr  (Mr.  W,  11. 
Smith]  July  14,  TBS;  QumtioM.  Hr.  .Arthur 
O'CoDnor,  Mr.  John  Morlej,  Sir  George 
Uampbelli  Answera,  The  Seoretarj  to  the 
Treaaurr  (Mr.  Jackaon),  The  Firat  Lord  of 
the  Trensor/  (Hr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Julj/  30, 
1610;— Coal  Mitu;  $-<.  Regulation  SiU, 
QueatioDi,  Mr.  Childen,  Mr.  Fenwiok  i 
Answers,  Tlie  Fine  UrJ  of  ths  Treaaurj 
(Ur.  W.  H.  Smith)  Ju/y  13,  709 ;  Queationa, 
Mr.  jMobf,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellt* ;  Anawsra.  The 
Firat  Lord  of  the  Treaanrj  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  Jul;/  31.  1937;— CnWmil  Lia 
Amendment  {Ireland')  Bill,  (tueition,  Mr. 
Shaw  LefoTrs  ;  Answer,  Tlie  Firat  Urd  of 
the  Traasur;  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  July  14, 
""      "   ■'"    "' *     Queilioh 


-  Tlie    Oatit   , 


irs,  The  Firat  Lord  of  the 


Jn/onnation  —  Legi$lat\ 
llaabnr;  ;  Aniwer,  The  Firat'  Urd  of  the 
Trwuurj  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Jaty  18,  II61 ; 
—  The   notion*   oh   "London    Cerporatina 

i  Charge*  of  Maluertatian),"  Question,  Mr. 
Iradlaugh ;  Anawer,  Tlia  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasur;  ( Mr.  W,  II.  Smitti)  /«(y  19,  1350  ; 
— LMtl  Froetedingt  lUporlt  Bill,  (tucation, 
Mr.  S.  Smith  :  Anawer,  The  First  Urd  of 
the  Tre.tsaiT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Ju/y  31, 
1037:— n«  yaval  Reviem  of  Spitkead, 
(tucstion,  Mr.  Seilon  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Urd  of  the  Treaaurj  (Mr.  tV.  II.  Smitti) 
Jwli/  33,  n^a ;  —  Teehmeat  iMtmelion 
(Scotland)  Bill,  ttnestioaa,  Mr.  trros,  Mr. 
T.  M.  [tealj ;  Answers,  The  Vice  P'reaident 
of  the  Coancit  (Sir  William  H.irt  Djke) 
July  2S,  1889;  (^oation,  Mr.  K.  Preston 
Bruce ;  Anawer,  The  First  Urd  of  the 
Trsunrj  (Mr.  W.  IL  Smith)  July  20, 1396 

PARLUMBNTARY  ELECTIONS 

Conletted    Eleeli  t.»  —  Foaiert  aj  the  Lerdi 
Juiliee$  in  the  Aliaence  of  the  Lird  Lieii- 


FaBLiiHEKT— CoMUONs— A)rjitiin«ntary  Eleetioni 

tenant,  Queationa.  Mr.  Mao  Neill  ;  Anawer*, 
Tho  Firat  Urd  of  the  Troaaurj  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  July  S,  221 
Trinity  College,  DaSlin-  Votn  of  the  Irith 
Judgei.  Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Anawer, 
The  First  I.ord  of  tho  Troaaurr  (Mr.  W,  U. 
Smith)  July  IS,  9SII 

Parliamtnlary  Votert—A  Revition  Court  at 
Salli/gaivUy,  Co.  Tyrone,  Queation,  Mr. 
Rojnolda ;     Anawer,    The     Parliamentarj 

Under  Snorctarj  for  Irol.ind  (Colonel  King, 
ilarman)  July  8,  211 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
Vavaatilaied  Cellar  under  the  Home  of  Cvm- 
mom.  Question,  Mr.  Bond  ;  Answer,  The 
Firat  Commiasioner  of  Works  (Ur.  Plaoket) 
July  13,  SOI 
Arrttngoment$  of  tlae  lloiue—The  LUtrary, 
Comwuinieation  toilA  the  Home— The  Read- 
ing Room,  ExtlaiioH  oj  the  "  United  Jr*- 
Jawl,"  Queationa,  Mr.  KadBliffa  Cooke.  Mr. 
W.  II.  Jamas,  Mr.  llanJel  Cosabam  :  An- 
swera, Ths-  First  Coromiaaioner  of  Works 
[Mr.  Plunket),  The  Firat  Urd  of  the  Troa- 
Burj  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  ;  QueatioD,  Dr, 
Ksnnj  [No  replj]  July  16,  9£3 

Thb  New  EutEs  of  Pbocbddbb  (1883) 
Rule  3  {Adjourameiit  of  lie  Houie) 
Queation,  Mr.  E.  Robertson  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Urd  of  tho  Ti-enaurj  (Mr.  W.  O. 
Smith)  Jaly  1.  82  ;  Question,  Mr.  F.  S. 
Sleienaon ;  Anawer.  Tho  Firat  Urd  of  the 
Treaaurj  ( .Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  13,  613 

Malltr,  The  Tithe  Agitation  in  tFaUt—Dii- 
lurbaneei  at  Ltangam 
Mored,  "  That  this  llouas  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  T.  B.  EUii)  July  \t.  1353  ;  after  de- 
bate. Question  put ;  A.  139,  N.  198  ;  M.  69 
(D.  L.  No.  310) 

SITTLvaS   AND    ADJOURNMENT   OF 

TUB   BOUSE 
Hourt  of  Sitting  and  Riling,  Qaesttena,  Mr. 

Oaborno  .Morgan,  Mr.  Mundulla  ;  Anawers, 

The  Firat  Urd  of  tho  Treaaurj  (Mr.  W,  U. 

Smith) /uljf  11.356 
Morning  Sittiagt,  Question,  Mr.  Labouohore  i 

Anawer,  The   Firat   Urd  of  the  Trmaurt 

(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  J»(y  IS,  9S8 

Parliamtitl  {Uomo  of  LartU) — Titlet  of 
Ptert — Entritt  in  tht  Journah  or 
Minute* 
Mored  to  reaotre,  "  That  when  the  name  of 
anj  Urd  who  has  a  higher  title  or  digoitj 
than  that  bj  whiah  be  sits  in  Parliament 
afaiU  bo  entered  In  the  Joarnals  or  Minutes 
of  Proeeedings  of  the  Ilonse,  tho  higher 
title  or  dignilj  ahsll  be  added  in  braokota 
after  the  titio  bj  whioh  auoh  Lord  aita  in 
Parliament ;  and  in  the  eiont  of  the  Motion 
being  agreed  to,  to  moTo  that  the  Motion  bo 
declared  a  Standing  Onfir  of  the  Houae, 
and  be  nnmbered  %XK.\\k"  (The  Earl  of 
Minto)  Jaly  IS,  899;  alior  abort  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 
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Partiamtnl  (Bevit  of  Lord*) — TititMof  Petn — 
Entritt  in  the  JtuTnalt  or  Minutet — cant. 
MotbJ,  "Thit  when  knj  I«rd  who  bu  ■ 
higher  title  or  dignitf  thnn  tbaC  bj  vhiob  ba 
■it*  in  PnrUamBiit  shall  bs  nameil  in  anj 
offloial  reoord  of  Iho  Proceed ingB  of  the 
Houw,  or  of  anj  Committee  thereor,  the 
highor  title  or  dignity  aball  be  added  in 
braeketi  artcr  tho  title  by  wbieh  luoh  Lord 
eiti  in  PnrlianiBnt  ■■  {Tht  Bart  of  Minloj 
July  33,  IT5I  :  Motion  agreed  to 
Ordered,  Tbat  the  above  Retoiution  be  declared 
a  aiandiag  Order  of  th«  Ilonie 

Parliammi — Prirtlegt  —  Complaint  ( Dr. 
Tantur) 
MoTed, "  That  in  oonsequenoe  of  tbo  diegraea- 
TdI  and  inaalting  wordi  addreued  in  Ihe 
Lobbj  or  (he  liooie  on  Friday  evening  1mi, 
by  Dr.  Tanner,  Member  for  the  Mid  DiTision 
of  the  County  of  Cork,  to  an  honourable 
Member  of  thii  Uouae,  Dr.  Tanner  be 
BUipended  from  Ibe  Service  of  Iho  Ilouae, 
and  exeluded  from  it>  preoinot*  for  a  Month  " 
{Mr.  W.  B.  Smith)  July  \\  1171  ;  Moved, 
"ThKt  Iho  Debnte  be  no<r  adjoorned"  [Mr. 
Stxton)  ;  after  dtbate,   Qaeition   put,  and 

Moved,  "That   Dr.  Tanner,  Member  for  the 

Mid  DiiUlon  of  tlie  County  of  Cork,  do 
attend  In  hii  place  on  Thurediiy  next,  at 
hair-paat  Four  o'clock  "  [Mr.  W.  H.  SmUh), 
1188  ;  Uueition  put,  and  agreed  to 

Tbe  Entrj  in  tho  Votei,  1183 

Debate  reaumed  Jul;/  31,  1331 

After  debate,  Amendl.  lo  leave  ont  all  after 
"  That,"  add  "  this  Uouae  ia  of  opinion  that, 
aa  the  vorda  oomplained  of  by  Mr.  W.  Long 
were  not  spoken  within  tho  Uouae,  and 
reaulted  from  n  converaation  initiated  by 
him,  tho  belter  oourae  for  the  honourable 
Gentleman  aggrieved  would  hare  been  to 
have  arat  ctnimed  the  good  otflcea  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  (ooordanee  with  precedent;  but 
that  thii  llouiD  i>  prepared,  ihould  the 
private  intervention  of  Mr.  Speaker  prove 
iaiffeetanl,  to  reproas  all  diaordera  In  the 
Lobbieane  In  the  lloaae  itaelf"  {Mr.  T.  M. 
Btaty),  v.;  Queation  propoied,  "That  the 
■rorda,  &o.  ;"  after  farther  debnto.  Amendt. 
•ithdrnwD  ;  Motion  withdrawn 

Parliament  —  Settional  Orderi  —  Inttr- 
ftrtne*  of  Fear i  at  Elections 

Tkt  North  Paddingha  EUction 

Mored,  "  That  the  Employment  of  the  oar- 
riageaof  Peera  of  the  Realm  for  conveying 
Toten  to  the  poll  al  tho  North  Paddington 
Election,  on  July  Sth,  wae  an  infringement 
of  tho  Seaaional  Order  of  thia  Boiiie"  (Sir 
fFil/rid  Lauiian)  July  II,  363 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add  "thia 
Uouae  do  now  proceed  (o  tbe  Ordera  of  the 
Day"  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith);  Queation  wo- 
poacd,  "  That  the  worda,  ha. ;  "  nfier  abort 
debate,  Quailion  put;  A.  IST,  N.  196; 
M.  39  (I),  I..  203) 

Worda  added  :  Main  Quoatioo,  aa  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 


The  Boriuey  tSUetion,  Qaeitlona,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawaon,  Mr.  Bradlangh  :  Anawen.'Tha  Se- 
cretary at  State  (or  tho  Coloniei  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  He.  Speaker,  The  First  Lord  of 
Iho  TreMOrj  (Mr.  W.  d.  Smith)  Jidy  S«, 
)l8g 

Fabliambnt — House  of  Lobds 
Nta  Petrt 

July  11— Claude,  Earl  of  Rtrathmoni  aod 
Kinghorn,  in  that  part  of  tba 
United  Kingdom  called  Seoibad, 
created  Baron  Bowea,  of  Straat- 
lam  Gaatle  in  the  oonntjr  of  Dor- 
bam,  and  of  Lunedale  in  tbe  countf 
of  York 
Henry  William  Eaton,  eaquira,  ctaate*] 
Baron  Cheyleamore,  of  Cheyle*> 
more  in  the  city  of  Coventry  and 
county  of  Warwick 

Jidy  13— Cornwall i a,  Visoount  Hawarden,  iu 
that  part  of  tbo  Unitod  Kingdom 
called  Ireland,  created  Earl  da 
Montalt,  of  Dundrom  in  theoounly 
ofTipperary 
William  Uenry  Foreator,  Baron  Lon- 
deaboroagh,  created  Vieooaot  Rain- 
oliSk,  of  Rainoliffe  In  tba  North 
Hiding  of  the  oouaty  of  York,  and 
Earl  of  Londeaborongh  in  the  eame 
county 
Qeorge  Edmund  Miloei,  Viaeount 
Galway  in  (hat  part  of  the  Doited 
Kingdom  called  Ireland,  created 
Baron  Monokton,  oF  Serlby  in  Ihe 
county  of  Nottingham 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  baronet,  created 
Baron  Saint  LeTan,of  St.  Hicbael'a 
Mount  in  the  connty  of  Cornwall 
The  Right  Hononrable  George 
Selater  -  Booth  orvated  Baron 
Baaing,  of  Baaing  B/Sete  and  of 
Uoddington,  both  in  the  county  of 
Sontbampton 

July  IS— Sir  Jamca  MacnaghUn  M-Garel- 
[logg.  G.O.B.,  created  Baroa 
Magheramcrns,  of  Uigberaniorne 
in  the  county  of  Antrim 

/u^  33— The  Right  Unnoumble  John  Gelli- 
brand  Hubbard,  orealed  Baron 
Addinglon,  of  Addington  in  the 
county  of  Baakinfhnm 

Sat  Firit 
July  7— The  Lord  Saye  and   Sele,  after  the 

death  of  hia  father 
JiUy  11— The  Earl  of  Wioohiltea  and  Notting- 
ham, after  the  death  of  his  brother 
The  Lord  Gerard,  after  tbe  death  of 

Parliament— House  of  OoinioiTS 

New  fTrite  luuti 
July  13 — For  Lambeth  Borough  (Briiton 
Diviaion),  v.  Erneat  Baggallay, 
esquire.  Steward  or  Bailiff  of  Her 
Majeaty'e  Manor  of  Northstead  in 
the  count;  of  Turk 
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JWy  15— for  GlooMBter  (Foreit  of  Denn  Diti- 
lion),  v.  Thoni»  Blake,  e>qDire, 
Steward  or  DtiUfT  o(  Her  M>- 
jesti'g  Three  Chillern  [lundreda  of 
Stokv.Desboiough.BTid  BoDechun, 
in  the  eonntj  oi  Budlcinghim 

July  33— For  tha  CilJ  of  London,  v.  The  Right 
bonble,  Jabn  nellibrend  Hublwrd, 
noK  Bnron  Addlngton,  galled  op 
to  the  Ilauie  of  Peera 

Juij/  3J — For  the  B?rough  of  Gliugoir  (Brldfe- 
ton  Diriiion),  v.  Edward  Riohird 
Bnaiell,  eiqaire,  Honor  of  Norib- 

Jfete  Mtathm-i  Steortt 
July  T— Willtam  O'Bnen,  eiqnlre,  JVortA  Katt 

Divition  of  iht  CouMy  of  Cork 
Juljt  II — John  Aird,  riquirs.  Borough  of  Pad- 

dioflatt  ( fTarlh  Oivinon) 
William    Uenrr   Walter    BAllnnllne. 

(«quir«,  ftorcugh  of  CavnUri/ 
July  IS— Thomn*   Bedford    Bolllho,   eaqulro, 

WeiUrit    or   Si.   tvti     Diviiioa, 

Coma/alt 
July  U—Doilgian   Hamilton    Hndden,    Ser- 

jpjtnt-al-lAW    in    Ireland,   Dublin 

Dmveriity 
July  31 — Arthur  Frederick   Jtffrefa,  eiqairo, 

Caunly    of    Hantt    {Xorlhern    iir 

SatiHgitcke  Difiiioa) 
Ilonble.  George  Godolphin  Oiborne, 

eommODlr  o«lled  Matqutu  of  Our. 

marl  hen,     Hotough    of     Lambeth 

{Bnxl/m  IHiiilion) 
lien r J    Charlei    Stapheni,     eequire, 

Counlv    of     JHiddiettx    {Bormei/ 
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PAKysLL,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Irish  Und  Uw,  SR.  3TD,  331,  385.  3ST,  807, 
SCO,  870,  871  ;  Oomm.  ISes,  1711  ;  *l.  1, 
Amcndt.  1903,  leOS,  1907,  1009. 1010, 1030, 
lOee.  1973,  1978.  19S1,  IS81,  1091,  3001 

Porliiment— FririUge— Complunt  (Dr.  Tan- 
ner), Ilea   1176.  lOSS 

Paoltok,    Mr.   J.   M.,  Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland 
Criminal  Uw  Amendment  (Ireland),  3(1.  363 

Fbasb,  Sir  J.   W.,   Durham,   Barnard 

Cattle 
Irjab  Und  U«,  3R.  835 
Truck,  Contid.  Oil  ;  add.  el.  316,  695.  OIT 
Supptj— Prisndlf  Soeiatiet  Rogiitrj,  1555 

Local  Gorrrnment  Board,  ie.  1101,  1705 


Fbel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (w«  Spbaxbb, 
The) 

Pentos,  Captain  P.  T.,  Finthurs,  Central 
Post  Office— New  Buildioga  (Coldbatb  Fieldi 
i'riwn),  1610 


PjCKSRsaiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Btthnal  Ort*%, 
8.W. 
Immigration  of  Foreign  ranpcri,  530 
JabilCB  Pnj  in  London— Medal)  for  thoHatro- 

politnn  Polioe,  SU,  793.  951 
Law  nnd  Police— A llagod  Charge  of  Dranken- 
nan-Cue  of  Mar;  Wil1i*m),  315,  310,  353, 
354 
L>w  and  Police  (Matropolii)— ()uaitioni 

Arreit  of  Mini  Caai,  T7  i— Poliea  Coa«t»blo 

EndacDll,  78 
Marflabone    Holiee   Conrt— Elemiiaioa    of 
Ssntenoei,  1311,  1315,  IS31,  1036,  1S91 
Mr.  Saandan,  Police  Ifagiitrite,  1633 
EteHoa  from  Drowning — Polios  Con*t«bla 

183  J,  1630 
Sir  Chariea  Warran'i  Letter  to  Sir  June* 
Ingham,  1315 
Metropolitan  Polioe— Queation* 

OommiMionen  of  Police— Offloa  of  Legal 

AdTiKr,  1315 
Police  Order  aa  to  Dehnlter  Slnat  of  Con- 

■tabtei,  310,  353 
Promotion  to  Sergeant,  1161 
Rawnnli  for  E)tr«  Sn-Tlce  on  Jubilee  Da; 
— Poat  Offloe— Telegraphiata,  091 
Parka  (Metropolii) -Bathing  Lake  In  Viotoii* 

Pnrk,  S5 
Street    CMnaltie*— Death    b;   a    Poat   Offloo 

Parcata  Poat  Van.  350 
Supplj — Civil  Scrrieeannd  Reraaae  Depart- 
menta,  035,  S87,  989 
Civil  Scrrloe  Gommiuton,  1510,  1S11,  1510 
Friendlf  Societiea  Regigtrj,  1S98 
Local  Gorernmcnt  Board,  Ao.  1833,  1895, 
1830, 1897 

PiOTOH,  Mr.  J.  A.,  LtiettUr 

Marringta  Conflrmalion  (Antwerp),  3R.  3011 
Law  of  Eridence  Amendmsnt,  3R.  157,  158 
Supply— Friandl;  Societiea  Kegiatry,  1603 
Local  QoTcrnmant  Board,  Ao.  1780,1700, 

1791,  1301,  1805,  1803,  1807 
Pabllo  Buiidinga  in  ibe  Dapirtmont  of  the 
Commiaiionera  of  Public  Worka  in  Ire- 
land, Ad.   006 ;    Motion    for   reporting 
Progreu,  070,  873 

Pior  and  Harbour  Froriaional  Orden 

(Ko.  2)  Bill     (£i>nf  StanUy  of  Pnilen) 
I.  Commiltcfl*  /u/y  18  (No.  137) 

Report  •/u/y  19 
Reads'*  Jufy  31 

PiHKSBTON,  Mr.  J.,  Qalway 

Ireland — Inland   NnrigaUon  and  Drainage — 
Lough  Corrib  Drainage  DiaUioU,  507 

Platfaib,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
Leidt,  8. 
Margarine  (Fraudulent  Sale),  Conaid.  179 
Supply — Charilf  Oommiaaion  for  England  and 
Walaa,  1506 

PtowDBS,  SirW.  0.,  Woletrhampton,  W. 
Admiral IX— Director  of  Dookjrarda,  1313 
Supplf- Ciril  Senieaa  and  RoTonuo  Depirt- 
roenta,  008 
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pLintKKT,  Right   Hon.   D.  E.   (First 
Commiaeioner  of  Works),   Dublin 
XTnivertity 
U«lrDpolii  —  Burials  —  Brompton   Cemeterj, 
iei3 
Street  Impravemsnta  — StapsorSt.  Murtio- 
in-the-Fielda,  793 
Parks  (MGtropoli))-Queatiaa> 

Bathing  Lako  in  Violoria  Park,  6G 
SenUin  tbs  Mall,  1160 
Supplf  of  Chairs,  1620 
Parliament — Palaceof  Westminster— HouM  of 
Commani — An  Unrenlilaled  Cellar  nndor 
the  tlouw  of  Commons,  BOt 
Reading   Room — Eiclosion   of  "United 
Ireland,"  951 
Pnblio  Uenith— A  "  Thamn  Swimming  Bath," 

1335 
Supply — DiploDintio  nnil  CoDtuI.ir  Buildings, 
bo.  Amendt.  67fi,  STO,  677,  878,  6S0 
Metropolitan  Fire  Urij^ads,  S53 
Report,  Amendt.  ITS,  181 

Plvkkett,  Hon.  J.  W.,  GloucuUrshire, 
Thomhurg 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Irelaod),  3R.  366 

Foindii^  (Scotland)  BUI 

{Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  M'Bwmn,  Mr.  J.  C.  Btltm,  Mr. 

Sairii,  Mr.  Haivelt) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1'  •  Jaly  T  [  Bill  31  i] 

Poor  Law  Settlement  and  Removal  Bill 

iXr.  Iftrlon,  Sir  Edward  BirkbecA.  Mr. 

Pieitrifiil) 

c.  Ordered :  read  1"  •  Jaly  18  [Bill  330} 

Post  Offioz  (ENOLAifD  aitd  Wales) 
{Qutilioni) 

FaeiHtiei  for  the  Sate  e/  Camols  to  Hie  Work- 
ing Clatit;  QaesiioD,  Mr.  Bartlej ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmailor  General  (Mr.  Itaikes) 
July  8,  314 

Irregulariliei  at  Uie  Vere  Streel  Peit  Office, 
Question,  Mr.  Bmdlaugh  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  July  H, 
757 

Mail  ConiracU — The  Eaet  India  and  China 
Mail  Cintraet,  Question,  Mr.  Provnnd ;  An- 
awer.  The  Secretarf  to  the  Treasury  (Hr. 
Jaektonj/u^y  1I,3S1 

Conveyroiee  of  Uaili  to  Avitralia  and  the  Kail 
vid  Canada,  Question,  Mr.  Maelure ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  Genera]  (Mr.  Etaikes] 
July  U,  781 

Memorial  of  Ihe  HarUr*  iii  tlie  Loudon  Dittricl, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;  Answer.  The 
Postmaster  General  (Air.  Raikes)  Jutu  8, 
21  a 

Sunday  Service  in  lite  Sorting  Departmenti, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  Answer.  'I'be 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Kalkos)  July  II, 
815 

A«UF  Jiuildingi  [Cold&alh  Fielit  Priton), 
Question.  Captain  Pcnlon :  Answer,  The 
rostmas:cr  General  (Mr.   lUito.)  Juls2l, 


Post  Qmot  {England and  JFaU*}      oo> 
Patient   Poll.  Queslton,   Mr.   Sehwaa 

awer.  The  Postiaasler  General  <  Mr. 

July  32,  1763 
Feneionert  from   other    Semite*     ma 

Croien.  Queilion.  Mr.  P.  O'  Briea  :  i 

The    Postmaster    Oeneral      (Mr.    Kal- 

July  IS,  930 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  t  Lrtlert — "  Di4tm  <« 

eial  Paid,"  Questions,  Mr.  BrvILaatb  :  i- 

swen,  The  Postmaster  General  (Ur.  iat 

JulyU.aSl 

TtLESBAPII  DxPAKtiast 

Foraiarding  and  Receiving  Prlmtie  Trstam 
—  The  Lanauhire  and    Yarithirt    ~  ~ 
Company,  Questions.  Colonel   Blu 


neral  (Ur.  Raikea)  July  8,  33» 
Te{e(iTaphie  Commttnication   tot^A  tke  Wt^n 
Itlet  {Iilay),    Question,  Colonel   lliia 
Answer,     The    Postmaater      GcDenl  ( 
l(aik«}/u/y  11,336 
The  Telegraph  to  the  Hen  Ifetrit  MitrfAn 
Queationi,   Mr.   Buchauan  ;     Anaven.  Tk 
Postmaster   Genenl    (Mr.  Ratkn)  jilfli. 
I1S3 
Central  Telegraph  Office— DeteiUint  of  Ji- 
grapbiel  Clerk*  an  lA«  JtAilee  Aijr.  ^» 
tions,   Mr.  Lawsoa ;    Answera,   The  te- 
master  General  (Hr.   RukM)  AtfjT,  «: 
July  14,  770 

PowBLt,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wigmn 

Margarine  fFrnDdalont   Sale),   ComoL  d  It 

19d;   rf.  11,303:  Consid.  Amendl.  m 
Supply— Chnrit;  Com missian  lor  GajUiduJ 

Wales,  1133 
Witlesden     Local     Board,    Lords'     Asm*! 

Coojid.  1597 

PoTEtt,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Water/ord,  £. 

Supply— Publio  Buildings  in  the  UepvlMsl 
or  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Vsrti  ii 
Ireland,  An.  667 

POWEESCODRT,   VlBCOUnt 
Margarine  (Praailutent  Sale),  3R.  IslS 

Powis,  Elarl  of 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  on  Qaeslion  "  Thl  tti 
Bill  do  pass  t "  el.  8,  Amendt.  8 


Fjuob,  Captain  Q.  £!.,  Detonptrt 
Admir^ltj— II.M.S.  "  Imp^rieaae,"  lljt 
Natry  Estimates — Dookyard)  nad  Nsnl  Tirii 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1238, 13S8,  lit* 

Prims  Minister  («m  Salububt,  Uv- 

quess  of) 

Prison  (Offlcera*  Baperannnatian)  (Seit- 
land)  Bill  {TAe  Uri JimW, 

Mr.  Solicitor  Qtntrat  for  StolliHi,  Sit  Bif 
itrt  Matmitl) 

e.  n.-aJ  2",  after  short  delicto  /u'y  I*  JM 
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mm  {E»glan4  and  WaUi) 

'Jigti  III-  TrtaCmeat  of  a  Lunatic  »ri  Slaford 

Coiiali/  Gael,  Quoilion,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 

Answer.  The    Seerclarj    of    St.ile   for    the 

Home  Dipitrlmsnt  (,\tr.  Matthews)  Jtdu  12 

HdS  ;  July  19, 1437 

art  of  a  Convict  from  Si'Tu'rote,  Question, 

Hr.  Bonior ;    Answer,  The   Secretnrj   of 

Hue  for  (he  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 

limi}Jals23,  1773 

'AND,  Mr.  A.  D.,   Olmgote,  Blaci- 

frian,  ^e. 

t  Office— M»l  Contruts— Eatt  lodU  kdJ 

hin>  Mill  Contract*,  flSI 

iplj— Offloe   of   Ibe  Coromitlee  of   Privj 

ounoil  for  Trade,  Ao.  11<9 

mitary  Condilimi  of  the  TAamat,  Qpeitions, 
Ir,  Sydnej  Buxton,  Colonel  Makins :  An- 
rers,  The  Seoretarj  of  Suto  for  the  Home 
>pj>rlmpiit  (Mr.  Matthews)  July  14,  784 
rAoBMi  Sinmming  Bath,"  Qoeslion,  Mr, 
.  V.  Morgnn  ;  Answer,  The  Firat  Commie- 
)ner  of  Works   (Mr.   Plunkel)  July   19. 

nilarff  Cmditien  of  Margatt,  ftoeslion,  Mr. 
anlej  Iiolghlon  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
1  Lo«al  GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Rtiohie) 
rpBl,  1803 

Health  [Scotlaitd}  (Cowdenbeath 
uter)  Bill 

{Tha  Xarqueu  of  Lothian) 
2'*  July  19  (No.  154) 

iittee';  RtoottJulu  19 
3"  •  Jvly  31 

Health  (Scotland)  ProTisional 
ler  (Dnntocher  and  Dalmnir 
.ter)  Bill 

Vii  Lord  Advecatt,  Ur.  Balfour) 
:*  July!  [Bill  2881 

ereU  •  Ju/y  8 
1°  •  July  11 

■  •  (M.  L<ythi<xn)  July  U      (No.  187) 

tteo  ■  ;  Report  Jufy  19 
•  •  July  31 

Libraries  Aots  Amendment 
2}  Bill  (Sir  John  Lubbock, 

laygaliay,  Mr.  Arthur  Cohia,  Mr.  Cot 
Sir    John    Kennaaay,    Mr.    Jtulia 

rthg.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair) 

tse  •— tt.p.  Jtdy  7  [Bill  2301 

teo;  Report  7u/y  19,  UBS 

ided,  oonaidered  ;  read  3»,  nftor  short 

iJatyil,  1739  [Bill  331] 

■  {tarl  of  Camperdoum)  July  33 

(No.  IBIl) 

?arkB    and  Works  (MetropoUs) 

(Mr.  David  Planket,  Mr.  Jaekion) 
amm.  Mr.  Baggallay  dtMA.,  Mr.  Whit- 
idded  JtUy  1 1 
f  SelMt  Comm.  July  13    [No.  219] 


Puilie   Parh  and     Worki     {MitropoUi) 
\_Pinmti»\ 
Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  arreed  to 
/«Iyia,  1310 

Fnblic  Worship  Facilities  Bill 

(Mr.  Sail,  Baron  Dimtialt,  Mr.  Morrlisn, 

Mr.  Whitmeri) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Jaly  8  [Bill  393] 

PoLBBTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Itwonporl 

AdmiralC; — Shlpb  uilding —  Rojnt    Dookvards, 

sot 

Africa  (Central!— Expedition  for  the  Relief  of 
Emin  Pnsha  —  Rcporlod  Death  of  Mr. 
K.  U.  Stonier,  188T 

Local  GoTernmenl,  357 

Navj  Estimates- Dookjards  and  Naral  Tarda 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1333,  13S0 

ftnaliflcation  of  Qnaidians  of  tiie  Poor 
Bill 

(Mr.  Bmry  Wilton,  Mr.  Stuart,  Mr.  M'Zaron, 

Mr.  Jaaiti  Soarlandt) 
I.  Ordered  :  read  1°  *  July  8  [Bill  31S] 

Quarries  Bill  ( The  lord  Saddty) 

I.  Order  of  the  Daj  for  resumins  the  adjourned 

debate  on  the   Amendment  to  the  Motion 

for  the  House   to  be   put  into  Committee 

read  ;  Debate  resumed  aooordingljp  July  7, 

On  Question,  ■'  That  ('  now ')  tUnd  part  of  the 
Motion?"  Resolred  in  the  aOroutive :  Com- 
mittee (No.  83) 

Report  •  July  8  (No.  180) 

Read3>JuJy  II,  333 

Kojal  Aasant  Juiy  10   [50  A  SI  Vict.  o.  19j 

QOBEW,  The  —  CeUhralion  of  lh»  Juhib* 
Year  of  Bir  Majesty's  Rtign 

The  Soyal  Reviem  at  Alderihot—The  Polua- 
tetrt.  Question,  Obserrationa,  Lord  Dor- 
chester 1  Replf,  The  Under  Seoretar;  of 
State  for  War  (Lord  Harris]  July  7,  3 

Thi  Metropolitan  Police  Force,  Question,  Oh. 
ierratlons.  Lord  Lamington ;  Reply,  Earl 
Brown  low  July  8,  301 

The  JabiUe  !fighi~-PubHcani  and  Beerhoute 
KeepCTi  —  Extension  of  Houn  of  Opmiag, 
Questions.  Sir  Wilfrid  Lnwaor.;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Uoms  De- 

frtment  (Mr.  Matthews)  July  11,  337 
Jubilee    tFeek—Tke   Metropolitan    Fin 
Brigade  and  Police,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V. 
Morgan  j  Answera,  Tlie  Sacretarr  of  Stale 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews], 
Mr.  Tatton  Eger.lan  July  11,  330 
The  Melroiiolitan  Fire  Brigade.  Question,  Mr, 
O.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  SooreUry  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (.Ur.  Mnt- 
thBiit)Jaly  13,  619 
Medali  for  tlit  Metropolitan  Police,  Questions, 
Mr.  Piokersgill ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) J^y  13,  514  i  July  14,  703  ;  July  IS, 
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<tniN,  Tax—Cekbrtitiim  of  the  JaUItt  Year  a/ 
Ser  MaJ€tt\^t  Reign — cant. 

Addrttt  ta  Her  Majetty  from  the  Ladies 

Onuid  Ctaneil  of  Hit  Primrate  Leaipie, 
Qjieilioni,  Mr.  i".  Stanhnpo :  Anawers,  'The 
Fint  Lard  of  ths  Trpniurx  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith]  July  11,  TSS  ;  Jaly  31,  1G38 

Tlt4  R)yal  Navy— Pardon  of  Offtndert,  Quoi- 
lloD*.  Mr.  ConjibKtre,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealr  ; 
Aniw«ri,  Tha  Fir»t  Lord  of  the  Treasurj 
{Mr.  W.  n.  Smith)  /a/jr  21,  ISaS 

n«  Naval  Jbvieai  off  Spithead 
^ration,  Admiril  Field  ;  Answer,  The  Seore- 
Ury  (o  tha  Bonrd  of  Trndo  (Baron  llenrj 
Do  Worms]  Jidy  11,  313:  tjuestion,  Mr. 
F.  S.  SteioDion  ;  Anawcr.  The  Fint  LorJ 
of  tha  Admiraltj  (Ijird  George  Hnmilton] 
J«ly  IS.  95T;  Quction,  Observnlion*,  Lord 
Lamlogton ;  Raplr.  Lord  Elphinelono  (A 
Lord  in  Waiting) /idu  31,  ISOS  :  Qaeitian, 
General  Sir  George  B.-ilfour;  Anairer,  The 
SeeretnrT  of  Stnte  for  tlis  Coloniei  (Sir 
Henrj  Holland)  July  33,  1768 

Ovtreroytdiixg,  Quettion,  Admiral  Field;  An 
iwer.  The  Soerolarj  of  Slato  for  the  Uomi 
DpparlmeiH  [Mr,  Matthews)  Ju'i;  18,  11.10 

Aeeommodaliort  for  Memhert,  Queilloni 
Captsin  Colomb  ;  AniwerB,  Tho  First  Lord 
of  tha  Admirallf  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Jidy  I B,  1330 

"  Total  CompUment"  of  the  Shift,  Ques 
Cnptain  Colgmb  ;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord 
of  the  Admlralt]'  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
July  la,  1338 

CotUHan  bdiveea  B.X.SS.  "Ajax  "  and  "  De- 
tailation"  off  PorlimoutA,  Question,  Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Aoswar,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admirnlty  (Lord  GeOTfe  Hamil- 
ton) July  19,  I3S3  ;  Question,  Mr.  Gouriej  ; 
Answer,  Tha  Fint  Lord  of  the  AdmiralC; 
(Lord  Ueorge  UamJlton)/ufjr  31,  1030 

IftHiipaper  Correipondenu,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Baumann  ;  Answer,  Tha  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltj  (Lord  George  llamiitoa]  July  21, 
1G33 

Allotment  of  Ticttti,  Question,  Sir  Joseph 
Bailej ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  Iho  Ad- 
mirailf  (Lord  George  Uaiailton)  Jaly  21, 
1632 

Fatal  Accident,  Questions,  Mr.  Waodatl ;  An- 
swers, Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltf 
Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  29,  1903 

S«r  Afajetiy'i  Titlei — "  Qiieen  and  Empreii," 
QueUion,  Mr.  Howell  ;  Answer,  Ths  Under 
Sacrotarj  of  State  tor  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  July  29,  1890 

QuiLTBR,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Sufolk.  S. 

Hatropolitan  Poliee  Force  —  [iDlmals  and 
Clothing  for  Summer  Wear,  GI7 

Badcbs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Poatmoster 

Qaneral),  Cambridge  Univeriily 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  R.iilwnj  (Cit* 

of  Uublin  Janetion  ll.iilnnv.J,  183J 
Metropolitan     I'olico  —  Itewarda    lor    Extra 
Servieo  on  Jubilee  Da; — Post  Offioa — Tela- 
graphista,  Sdl  I 


(INDEX]  RAI 

Raikis,  Itighl  Hon.  II.  C— mix. 
Post  Office— Question  a 


la  of  Mails  to  AnstrUia  and  tha 

East  vid  Can.id.i.  79* 
Fncilities  for  ihc   Sale  of  CodsoIs  tn  tho 

Working  Claiies,  215 
IrTTEaUritiea  at  ths  Vere  Stroot  Post  Oflef, 

767 
I.orJ      Lioufenanl'a      Ledara  — "  Dobtin 

Oflleial  I'aid,"  333 
New  Buildings  (Coldbalh   Fields  Prisoa), 


Pdnsionen  from  other  Sartioea  under  tha 

Grown,  033 
Sunday  6or<ioe  in  the  Sorting  DepartnMnts, 


I    DcpATtmeDt — Quas- 


345 
Post   Oaiee— Telegra; 

Forwarding  aiiJ   Eleceivini  Prisata   Tela. 

grams — Lanoaahlre  and  lorkshirs  Rail- 
war  Com  pan.*.  231} 
Tclagraph  to  the  Ben  Ncria  Obierralorr, 

1132 
Telegraph   Cables    in    the   Wealera   Isles 

(Islar),  330 
Telegraphists  on  the  J  uhilea  D.17,  Cfl,  07,  770 
Post  Office  (Ireland)  — Questions 

Communieation   bolwoen   Skibberaea  ani 

Baltimore.  S02,  603 
Detention  of  Now  Sikor  Coins,  709 
Uromintee,  Co.  Armagh,  211 
Inereased  Mall  Accommodalion,  Co.  Down, 

046,  tS82,  1883 
Orange  P0litie.1l  Maatinss,  78J 
Postmaster  at   Borrii-in-Osaorf,   Queeo'i 

Co.  770,  780 
Postmastorship  in  Six   Mile    Bridge,  Co. 

C  litre,  1731 
Postmistress  of   Annjalln,  Co.  Monagbaa, 

338 
Rural   Post  Offiee  Heasangar  of  DronarJ, 

Co.  Sligo,  705 
Telegraph    Office   for   Smithbarough,  Co. 

Monaghnn,  037 
Street   Casualties  (.Vlotropolis) — Death   bf  a 
Post  Offlaa  Paroels  Post  Van,  360 

Bailwats  (Eholavd  akd  Wales) 
(  QuettioM) 

Station  Accommodatxon  cU  DartmoiOh  (_Oteat 
Wetterit  Railway),  Question,  Ur.  Seale- 
Hnjne ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  10  the 
Bonrd  oF  Trade  (Baron  Uenrj  De  Worms] 
Jidy  36,  1877 

The  LondBiidtny  Railway  {Sunderlattd  and 
Seaham  Harbour),  Question,  Mr.  Cbanning  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Bonrd  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henrf  De  Worms]  July  14,  761 

Uu  of  iVhi4Ue$  at  Ifiyht,  Question,  Mr. 
LawBOQ  i  Answer,  The  Seerclarf  10  thi 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Hunrj  De  Wormij 
/uty33,  1767 

SAHXiy,    Ur.    J.,    Serejordahirt,    Lea- 
miiutir 
AgricDitural  Retards — AEroage  of  Woods  and 

Forests,  039 
Emigration  of  Pauper  Children  {  Vetropalii)— 

Ineidenoe  of  Cast,  039 
Trunk,  Consid.  add.  el.  1083 
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Basoh,  Major  F.  0.,  Enex,  8.E. 

Sopptf — Vnij  Council  aDd  Subordiaato  Da- 

pMlmmti,  1399 
Wmr  OOm— D«fMtive  Wmpom,  ITSD 

BiTBBOifE,    Ur.    W.,    Carnanonthirt, 
Arfon 
DiitreusJ  Unions  ([relmJ],  3R.  171 
Iri(bUodL««,  3K.  SIS 

Rating  of  Hachiaeiy  Bill 

(Sir  Bnm/tard  Sanmilion,  Mr.  Knouilti,  Mr. 
Pt»Mei,  Sir  Freiltriek  TAorpt  Mappin) 
«.  Repoited  Irsm  the  Solsot  Committeo  1  Speei.1l 
Raport,  with  Minatei  of  Eiidenee,  brought 
op,  ind  rMd  ;  Report  and  Special  Kepart  to 
lis  upon  th>  Table,  nnd  to  i>e  printed 
[No.  331] 

Bill,  n«  amended,  tn  be  printed  [Bill  33^] !  re- 
oomniitted  to  a  Committao  of  the  Whole 
[Isnu  for  Wedneidnj  nelt  Ja'y  30 

Rating  of  HaeMntry  Sill 


Bbduond,  Hr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N. 
Criminnl  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  3I{.  316 
Ireland — labnd  Navigniion   and  Drainags — 
Worki  at  Lougli   Erne  and  Beleek,  41, 
60,  771 
ro>t   Office  —  Or«D([e   Poliiinal   Ueetingi, 
788 
Supply — Diplomatio  and   ContalaT   Buildingi, 


Seed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Criminal  Law  Antandment  (Ireland),  3ft.  134 
Nar;  Esliraalei — Doekrardiand  Nnral  Tarda 
•t  Home  and   Abroad,   1333,   1310,   1311, 
1S43,  l»e,  1363,  13B3,  I3SS 

Bbid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumjritt,  S^e. 
Iriah  Land  Lav,  Comm.  el.  I,  1911, 19BI 
SnpplT — CharitT  Commiuion  Tor  England  and 
Walei,  1163,  1461 
Uooie  of  Lorda  Omaea,  699 
Walea  —  Titba    Agitation  —  Diitnrbancet   at 
LUsjwm,  1386,  1370 

Betholob,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Tgrone,  B. 
Commiwionar*  of  Iriah  Lighta,  StO 
Parliamentarj  Volera— A   KeTiaioD  Court   at 
Bailfgavler,  Co.  Tjrone,  311 

BiTOHii,  Bight  Hon.  C.  T.  (PrMideot 
of  the  Local  QoTemment  Board), 
Toieer  Samltlt,  St.  Otorgit 

lljdrophobia— M,  Paateur'a  Sptem  of  Treat- 
ment, W9 

Ijtbourcri  Altolmanta,  Laare,  130} 

Local  GoTernment  Bill,  3ST 


ftiTOHia,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.— Mill. 
Local   Goreroment   Board — Inatitntion    of   a 
Boundnr;  CommiMlon— InoliHion  of  tlie 
Metropolitan  Diatriot,  318,  771 
LeanI  AdininiBlralion,773 
Uargarine  (Fraudulent  Sale),   Comm.   tl.  1, 

ISO,  100,  191 
Open  Spaeea  (Dublin),  Comm.  2010 
Public  ilanllh— Inaanit.irr  Condition  of  Mar- 
gale,  1601 
Supplj  — Local  GoTarnmant  Board,  Ae.   1797. 
1T99.  1803,  1303,  1801,  1809.   18011,  1307, 
1311.  1816,  1817.   1S33,  1826,   1837,  183S, 
1S30 
Water    Compaoiaa    (Itegulation  of   Powera), 
Comm.  tl.  1,  89S 


Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Sundti 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  311.  3J7 

Parii  Eihihilion,  1830,  70 

Parliament— New  Rulea  of  Procedure  (1SB3) 

— Uotiona    for    Adjournment    at   Queitioa 

Time,  83 
Scotland  —  Water    Supplj  —  Vatunlion    and 

Rating  of  Waterworka  belonging   to  Local 

Authoritiea,  Motion  for  a  Sslact  Committee, 

1IS3,  iseo 
SuppI  J— Report,  1733 

BoBiMBOH,  Mr.  B.,  Dudleg 
Ednoation  Department — Emigration  to  the 
Coloniea— Taobnioal  EduoaUon,  SIO 

BoBBBBRT,  Earl  of 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  IR.  336. 

837  ;  Comm.  901.  003,  013,  019 
Egrpt— Anglo -Egyptian   Convention— Rati!  . 

cation,    331,    335 ;  —  Debate    of     Monday, 
■■    1,710 


yeoat. 


BowLAiTDB,  Mr.  J.,  Finthury,  E. 

Poat   Office — Memorial  of  ttia  Sortera  [q  the 

London  Diatriot,  219 
Snppir  — Charity  Comoiiaiion  for  England  and 
Walea.  HBO 
Friandlj  Societiei  Regiatr^,  IS50 
Vnr    Office  -~  Eleation    for  the  Biiingttoke 
Diniaion  of  Qaata— Paaiea,  1636 

BowLARSs,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan' 
ihirt 
Wale*  —  Tithe  Agitation  —  Dialurb^incoa   at 
Llangxm,  1371 ;— Trial  of  tbo   Riotera, 
301,  SOS,  620 
Riot  at  Mochdra,  321 

BowNTBEB,  Mr.  J,,  Soar&orough 

Supply  —  Office  of  the  Commitlea  of  Privj 
Couooil  for  Trade,  *b.  Amendt.  1111,  1131 

IBiTBiXLL,  SirC,  Saekney,  S. 
Iriah  Land  Uw,  Coram,  et,  1,  1918 
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BuBBBLL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tiiro«e,  S. 

Dalfnat  M»in  Draiosjo,  Lord*'  Amendta.  Coimil, 

Dublin.  Wieklow.  ar.d  Wexford  IUil«nr  (City 

of  Dublin  Janolioo  R»il«aj<).  ISSfi 
Ireland— (tuestioni 

BobtJ     of     National     Education  —  1  no 

Vacant  Seat,  312 
Irish  Land   lAW  Bill  -  Dabato  of  Jnlj  '2. 

Gomotion,  800 
Land  Uw  Act,  1831— Bona  *ido  Oaoupa- 
tion— Fair     Ronta  —  Sub-T-etting,    941. 

National  Sohoola-Oualifloatiooa  for  Moui- 
torabipa.ail 
IrUh  Und  Uw  3R.  878,  836,  B30.  6*0.  "I . 

g30,  869  ;  Comm.  1897.  ITSS  :  «■  1,  'BO''-. 

1909,  1913,  1916,  1S30.  1031.   1938.  1038. 

1914,1901,  1961,  199S 
Open  Spacfs  (Dublin),  Comm.  3010 
Supply-Offiofl    of   the    Committee  of  PriTj 

Council  for  Trade.  *o.  1115;  Amendt.  1130 
Truck,  Contid.  add.  cl.  013 

Suttia—Arrtit  of  Mr.  Bilhn,  a  Britith 
Suh'ict,  at  Odsua 
Queationa,  Mr,   Dillon  :  Anawora.  The  Under 
Secrotarj  of  Sul«  for  Foreign  Affaira  (Sir 
Jamei  Fergunon)  Jaly  14,  793 

Bale  of  IntoxicatmB  Liquors  on  Sun- 
day Bill  (*fr-  ■''^"  Stevmien,  Mr. 
CharU*  WiUon,  Mr.  Waltir  Jamii,  Mr. 
Ciaen>-S«rdy) 

t.  BiU  withdrawn  •  J»ly  8  [Bill  1 1] 

Sale  of  IntoxicatiiyE  Liqnora  on  San- 
d^  (Ho.  2)  Bill  {Sir  Jouph  Pta*t,  Str 
CharUi  Palnur,  Mr.  Itaat  WiUim) 

c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Jufji  13  [BUI  91] 

Salisbukt,  Marqueasof  (Prime  Minister 

and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 
Alia  (Central)— AfghaniiUn- Frontier  ttuei- 

tion.  1830  „  .„„„ 

Copjhald     Enfrancbiaement,    Comm.    1930  ; 

tl.  6,  1321 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  IR.  336, 

337;    Comm.  916;  el  3,  926;   8R.  1136, 

1111,1113 
Egjpt— Anglo  Ejjplian    Conicntioo— Ratlfl- 

oation,  331.  339 
International  Arbitration.  Rei.  1833 
Land  Tranafer.  Report,  cl.  39,  21,  33;  3R. 

Motion  for  Adjonrnment,  831,  333 
Mar  Peerage,  Foatponemeat  of  Molioo,  1673, 

1713 
FJace   of   Woatminater— HouM   of   Lorda- 

Aooustio  Propertiei  of  thla  Uouae,  Peraonal 

Explanation,  187 
Parliament  (Uouae  of  Lorda)- Tillea  of  Peer* 

butrio)  in  tho  Joarnali  or  Minutea,  Rca. 

800 
Qnarriea,  Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  13 
Tithe    Rent-ChBrge,    3R     6;    on    Oueilion, 

"That  tho  BilldopnH)"  cl.  3,  Amendt.  9 


Ineoma  Tax— Returna  of  Poraoni  Eroplojed 
hi  Joint  Slock,  Ac.  Companiea,  1508 

Local  Government  Board  —  Local  Adminii- 
tralion,  773 

Lunnojr  Acta  Amendment,  79fi 

Sakdblbom,  SirB.,  OxfordtUre,  Banbury 
Paria  Elhtbition,  1S89,  1833,  1333 
Snpplr- Friendlj    Sooiotiee    ftegiatrf,    155II, 
1903 

Sandhubbt,  Lord 

New  Zealand.  Motion  for  Papera,  1583,  IflSl 

SAnNDEESOK,  Colonsl  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 
Bel  fait    Main    Drainage,     Lorda"    Amendta, 


Bobool  Fm8  (Non-Panpera)  BiU 

{Mr.  Llfwellyn,  Sir  Rkhard  Paget,  Mr.  ffrf- 
hauu,  Mr.  Whilmort.  Mr.  Quiltir) 


ScHWANif.  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manehfiter,  JV, 
Order— Gaae  of  Miaa  Caii- Tlie  Memben  for 

Uneoshirc.  227 
Poat  Office— Pattern  Post,  1768 


Scotland — Secretary  for  («« 
Marquess  of) 


Sooxi-AMD  (Queitumt) 

Craiun-  BoUirm  (Sfotfaf"*)  AeU  1880— 
kt^tian  of  the  Aa—The  Uartaldine  BttaU, 
Q^eition,  Dr.  K.MaedoDald:  Antwer,  Tbe 
Lord  Advocate  (Ur.  J.  U.  A.  Hacdoosid) 
July  IS,  910 

Exdie— Illegal  Searching  at  Slumhay,  ftuea- 
tion,  Dr,  K.  Micdonald  :  Aniwer.The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  11.  A.  Maodonald)  July  11, 
786 

OtMral  RtgilUr  of  Satiaei.  Edinburyh— 
Extra  Attendance  of  Clerkt.  Queitiont,  Mr. 
Kraier.M»cliintoih;  Anawer«,  The  Seere- 
tnry  to  tho  Treaaurj  (Mr.  Jaokioo)  Jui^  7, 
01  1  /uii/3[.16n8 

Local  Taxatim  Returns,  Question,  Gciieral 
Sir  George  Ballour;  Anawer,  The  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Troaiurj  (Mr.  ff.  U.  Smith) 
Jviy  11,  381 

Lunacy— Loana  Cantracted  by  the  Didrict 
Boardi  a/Lunaes,  Queation,  Mr.  K.  Preeton 
Brnee  ;  Anewer.  Tho  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  a.  A.  Macdonald)  July  31.  1613 
Wattr  Supply—  Value  of  WaWworkl  of  Mhhi- 
cipal  Cerporaliom—A  Select  C«mntiuei, 
Question!  Mr.  E.  Koberuoo  :  Aniven, 
Tho  Lord  Advoonte  {Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mae- 
dDnald).;iify  13,  llSSi  July  30, 1669 


[etxUi 
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FlIHBBI    BOAHD    (ScOTtAND) 

Beam   Tranliiig  in  Aberdeen  Say,  Qucttion, 

Ur.  Eialcmont ;  Aniwer,  Tlie  LonI  Ailvo- 

o.iIa(Ur.  J.   ir.  A.  MnoJonnlJ) /u'tt  T,  80  ; 

—  T&e  Report,  ftuciiion.   Mr.   Eitlcmant ; 

Aa>««r,  The  LonI  AdToots  (Mr.  J,  H.  A. 

M.iciliinnlH)  /u/y  U,  TOO 
Lotai  to  Fit'itrmen  under  the  Croflert  Act, 

Queitioni,   Ur.  Clnrk:    Angwen.  Tho  l-orJ 

AdroMte  (Ur.  J.  U.  A.  MAodonnld)  Ju'u  1), 

497 
Private  Sight!  in  Mattel  Bedi,  Qusaiion,  M  r. 

Aadrrraa;  Aniwer.  The  l^rd  AJra«,-ttD(Ur. 

J.H.A.  M»odona1d)Jafu  11,330 
Tie  Scieniifie  Cemnaliee~b'tpeadilure,  Qoeg. 

tioni,  Mr.  A.  L.  Brown  :  Ananor*,  The  l«rd 

Advoonle  (.Mr.  J.   II.   A.  Macdon.tldJ,  Mr. 

Speaker /aiy  U,  703 

Law  and  Policb  [Scotland) 
AttauU  on  C.  Roberlian,  Kiai-eaehie,  laver- 
tieii-ikire.  QueMion,   Mr.    Frnter-M.-ickin. 
toih;  Aniwer,  The  I.erd  Advocata  (Mr.  J. 
II.  A.  Ma«Jon.iId)  Jalii  2S,  1ST9 

Pbiboms  (Scotland) 
Salarg  of  Medical  O^eri  of  Q(aigoa),  Quel- 
lion*,  Mr,  CiilJwell ;  Amwori,  Tho  Sporetarj 
to  the  Tienaar;  [Mr.  Jnohwn}  Jitlg  IS,  513 

Seoiland — Church  Patronage 
Motion  for   Returns   (TA*    E-irt   of   M.nlo) 
Jaly  15,  807  ;  arcar  thort  detute,   Motion 
amended,  and  ngreed  to 

Seetland — T>indt 

UoTed  Tor,  <■  Kelurni  or  the  renUi  cf  eaoli 
counlr  and  eaeh  [lariili  in  ScoiUnd  nnd  of 
the  value  of  tlio  tcindi  appirtiining  tlierat>>, 
and  the  value  ofiuch  portion  of  (hem  a>  ii 
now  appropriated  lo  the  pajrmcat  of  alipend 
and  oommunion  element),  and  tho  Talus  of 
such  of  Ihom  na  aro  uncibauated  bf  lueli 
pajmenti,  snd  which  atill  remain  nTnilalde 
lor  tho  future  augmentation  of  ministera' 
itipenda  (in  pnrt  oonltnuntion  of  Ksturn 
235,  1881)"  {The  Earl  of  if  Ms)  July  15, 
SOS  ;  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  'I'hat  there  bo  laid  boloro  tliji  IIonsD 
Return!  of  the  rental  of  eneh  ootinlj  nnd 
eaeh  piriah  in  Seolland,  and  of  the  value  of 
the  leindi  ippertnining  thereto,  and  tho 
value  of  aueh  portion  of  them  ni  ia  now 
approprtiled  to  the  pigment  of  atipenJ  and 
communion  elamenti,  and  (he  valae  of  luch 
of  them  na  nro  uneih.-iuitvd  bf  nanh  paj- 
Dienli,  and  which  aliU  rcm-iin  nvailnblo  for 
tbo  rutnroaugmenlalion  oF  ministers' itipcnda 
(in  prt  eoniinunlion  of  Return  335,  ISdl)  " 
{Ute  Earl  of  Minto)  July  25,  1818;  llotioo 

Seolland — Valuation  and  Riling  of  Water- 
tejrh  hthnging  lo  Loeal  Authoritiei 

Quealiont,  Mr.  E.  Robertaon  ;  Anawori,  The 
Lord  AdvDcato  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald} 
Jufy  U.  II  S3 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Commilleo  be  ap- 
pointed lo  eonilder  the  Law  relating  to  the 

VOL.  CCOXVII.  [thibd  skbies.']  (««,/. 


Scotland—  Valuation  and  Rating  of  JFelerwortt 
iel'-tigiiii/  to  Local  Aulhoritiei — cent. 
Valuation  and  Rating  of  Waterworki  be< 
longing  lo  l.ocnl  Authoritioa  in  Scotland, 
and  to  rrport  what  allernltona  are  Dccttaarf 
therein  '*  {Mr.  Edmund  Roterlioii)  July  20, 
ISUO  i  Debate  adjourned 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill 
Queition,  Mr.  D.  CmwfDrd  ;  Aniwer,  The 
Firat  Urd  Of  ihe  TreBiarf  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith}  J«ly  7,  81  ;  Q,uratien,  Gonernl  Sir 
Georgo  Billour  ;  A  niwer.  The  Fint  I.ord  of 
IheTreniorj  (Mr.  W,  11.  :imith), /idu  10, 
1351 

Selbdrnb,  Earl  of 

Copjhold     Enfrioohiaemenl,    Cotnm.    1320  ; 

el.  6,  1323 
Coronera,  3 K.  1591 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Irelnnd),  2R.  792  ; 

Comm.c/.2,  027  :  cl.  0,  030  ;  3K.  1103 
Firat  Offendora,  Comm.  1573 
High   Court  of  Juitioe — Ghanoer;   Diviaioo, 

1 501 
Legitimaoj  DeeUralion  Aot  (1858)  Amendment, 

2R.  1337 
M.-ir  Poernge,  Puatponoment  of  Motion,  1571 
MetTopolilan  Open  Spicoi   Act*  (lixteoaion), 

Iteport,  el.  2,  1325 

Sbll&b,  Ur.  A.  0.,  La»ark*hir»,  Partiek 
Admirakf  —  Klaminalioo     in    Srnmenihip— 
Report!,  1340 

9elwih-Ibdetso»,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T., 
£iMx,  Sppinff 
Snpplji — Civil  Service*  and  Itcvenuo  Depart- 
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■nenla,»Tl,Oai,  1007.  lOtl 
llouaoorOoinmona  Offioea,  1011 
Ucporl,  1205,  120S 
Scoretar;  of  Stato  for  the  Uomt  D:part- 

iucnt,dic.  1051,1000 
Trcarorj,  ie.  1021,  1023,  1021,  lOlS 
Traek,     Coniid.    adJ.    tl.    611,    616,    620; 
Amcndt.  023 


Sheriffs  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l] 

{Afr.  SMcihT  aentral) 
e.  Road  3°,  after  short  debate  July  19,  560 
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Mlnistpr  for  Agricnlture,  351,  355 
Navj  Eiii  ■"-" 


Parli 


nt-Que 


Hours  of  Sitting  and  Riaing,  363,  35t 
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OhirUj  Commiuion  for  England  and  Wain, 

HIT,  UGO,  1161,  lies,  1431 
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Smoke    NaiMace   Aintement   (Hetro- 
poU8)Bm 

( Th$  Lard  Slrathtin  and  Camphelt) 
I.  Report  of  Select  Comm.  July  IS    [No.  ITl] 
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Jamaa  Ferguison)  July  11,  346 
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Diitrpa^ed  Unions  (Ireland) [Snlarf,  AdTanco*, 

d>o.],  Reporter  lira.  IIS 
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KgTpt— Departure  of  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff 

—Ahmed  Mouhklnr  Hnslia,  919,  9S0,  1890 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her   Majostj's  lleign,  Cete. 

bration  of— Naval  lUrieir  off  Spilhoad,  957 
Local   Government   Uoard — Institution   of   a 

Boundar;  Gommisaion  —  Iiictuaion    of    ths 

Metropolitan  District,  SIS 
Farliftment  —  Baaineas   of   the    Ilouio— Neir 

Rutea  of  Procedure,  S33 

Stetehsoit,  Mr.  J.  0.,  &ov,lh  Shtelda 
TrBmnnjs  Provisional   Orderi  (No.    1],  SR. 
1331 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Zinmbuhire,  Spalding 
Contagious  Diaeaaea  (Animals) — Outbreaks  of 
Pleiiro-l'noumonla   in    England  and   Scot- 
land, not 
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Contagioua  Diaeasea  Ordinances  in  the  Colo- 
nies, 778 
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Consideration  of  Postponed  ReaDlationi  [20th 
June]  read  Juljf  7,  171 
(3.)  Rajat  Parks  and  Pleaauro  Gardoni 
Reaolution  [llh  Jul;]  reported  ;  Rraolulion 
amended,  and  ngreei]  to 
(1.)  IlouBcaofrarliament;  after  short  debate, 
Reaolution  ngreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  Jaly  13,  039— Citil 
Sbhvicb  EaritUTia ;  Cmss  L  —  Pubuo 
Wonss  kvn  Buildixos,  Votes  13  to  10,  18  to 
20,  25,  26;  Cusa  II.— Siunita  lan  Ex- 
PKNata  Of  CiriL  DirjinTUBxta,  Vole  1 

Resolutions  roportod  July  11 

Considered  In  Committee  Jtdy  15,  953— CtriL 
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Third  Reiolulian  agned  to 
Coniidered  in  Committee  Julg  IS,  I I8S— Natv 

EniuiTii,  Votei  S  to  9 
RetolatioTii  reported  July  IB 
Considered  in  CammiUea  July  10,  1373— Citil 

Sbrtici   Ebtihiitii  ;    Curb  II.— Salimm 

ihd    ExriNSEi     or     Citil    DEPiftTMiNTS, 

Votes  fi  to  fi 
RewlutioDi  reported  Juisf  30,  ISSO 
Coniiderod  in  Commillee  /u(y  90,  1101— Citil 

SiRTlCI     EtTlHlTIll      ClIIS      II.— SaLIRIEI 

AHD     ExFINlM     01      CiriL     Dbpirthents, 

Vote*  ID  to  13 
Rotolatiotii  reported  Jnlg  31 
Contidered  in  Commiltea  July  33,  1TT6— Citil 

Sisnci   EaTiMiTK  1    Cl<u«   II.— Shihih 

iBD     EiPiHsis   or    Citil    UiriRTifiiiTS, 
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Amendmedt  Bill 
(J/r.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Attoriui/  QtMrai  for 

Ireland) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  Jalj/  19  [Bill  333] 

Sw^rENUAU,  Mr,  E.,  Carnarvon,  S[e. 
Wolei  —  Titbo    Agitaiion  —  Distarbaaoet    at 
Llangwrn,  1301,  13SS,  I3S9 

SwiKBUBSB,  Sir  J.,  Slaffardthira,  LhhfitU 
SappI; — Ciril  Serricee  and   ItoTenne   Depart- 
mente,  IDOl 
Iloan  of  Lorda  Offloos,  390 
I'otorhead  Qirboor,  618,  031),  CSl 
TreUDrf,Ao.  1030,  lOlT 

TiLBOT,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Oxford  Univtrtitf 

Supplj— Charitj  Commiasion  for  England  and 
Walci,  ISOS,  ISU 

Tannbb,  Dr.  G.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 
AdmiraUr— The  Coattgaard  in   the  South  of 

Ireland— U.M.S.  "  Shannon."  781 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  3R.  110 
IMitraued  Uniona  (Irelnnd)  [Salary,  Adranoes, 

Ao.],  Report  of  itea.  Ifil 
IrtUnd— Qoeationa 

Dog  Tax— Collection  of  the  Tai,  039 
Edoliona— Etictiona  on  the  Brooke  Eatate, 

Coolgrean;,  Co.  Wexford,  7S3 
Slate  of  Ireland- Orange  Procenioa  Trom 
PortadoHD,  TS3 
IjiworBTidonea  Amendment,  3R.  403 
Open  Spaces  (Dublin),  Cemm.  2010 
I'arliament — Priiilege — Complaint  (Or.  Tan- 
ner). Rea.  1033,  1634 
Supply — CiTil  Servieea  and   ItoTenae  Drpart- 
msnta,  989.  1013 
IKplomailo  and    Conaular   Buildinga,   &b. 

078 
I.ighlhousea  Abron>l,  CTl 
Local  Qovernincnt   llo:krJ,  &o.  1801,1319, 
1830, 1838 

Patarheod  Uarboar,  045, 017,  QiO,  031 


TiRMBB.  Dr.  C.  K.— cant. 

rnblio  Buildinga  in  the  Depir'.ment  or  tbo 
Commiisionera  of  Publia  Worka  In  Ire- 
land, Ae.  OAfi 

Science  and  Art  Buildinga,  Dublin,  973 

Seorstar;  oF  State  for  tno   lIo:»o  Depart* 
meni,  he.  1071 
War  Office— CirriMn  Cha[daiii  in  Cork,  781, 
783 

Medical  OIBoera  in  Cork  Barracks,  780 


Tteknieal  Imtrtteltm  Bill 
Qucstiona,  Mr.  Mundelta,  Mr.  Bryco  ;  Anawern, 
The  Firat  Lord  of  tha  Trc.iiurj  (Mr.  Vf.  11. 
Smith)  July  7,  83 

TechtUcal  Inotraction  Bill 

{Sir  lyuiiam  Sart  Dgke,  Sir  Ucnry  Uolhiid, 

3lr.  Jaekian) 

e.  Motion  for  I«n»o  {Sir   IFillit«t  Hart  Byki) 

Ju/y  18,  1310;  Debate  ndjonrned 

Debate  reanmed  July  ID,  llS4  ;  .ilror  debate, 

QuealioD  put,  nnd  agreed  to  ;   Bill  oniered  ; 

read  1°  •  [Hill  332] 

TEMPI.E,  Sir  E.,  Wercettdr,  Ecesham 
Council  of  India — ReprcsentnlJon  ofllie  Bom- 
bay I'rasidencf.  910 
Teclinieal  Instruction,  Motion  for  1,c.-itg,  UTS 

Temporar7  Dwellinga  Bill 

{Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Bart,  Mr.  Cain  ;  Ur.  .ifallhtul 

Ktnny,  CbIoik!  Makiii) 

e.  Reail  3°,  and  oommitled  to  a  Suloct  Cnniniilloe 

JiUy  10,1170  [[1111330] 

Thobburk,  Mr.  W.,  Peeilf*  and  Selkirk 
Snpplf— Scoretarj   of   Stale    for   the   Home 
Department,  Ao.  10S5 

iHRiira,  Lord 

Coronera,  3R.  1530 

Quarries,  Comm.  cl.  3,  13 ;  3U.  313 

Titbe  Sent-CharKO  Bill 

(TAe  Margum  of  Saliibury) 
I.  MoTod,  "That  tho  Bill  bo  nov  read  3*" 
July  7,  3 
Amendt.  To  loaro  out  all  nficr  C'That.") 
insert  ("  no  meaaura  with  rcg.ird  to  titho 
rent-charge  will  be  sitiiractorj  lo  tbo 
country  which  doea  not  proTiiie  fn^he  r«> 
Talualion  and  ro-vljuatm^nt  oftlio  said 
charge")  {Tht  Lord  Brabiramt):  after 
abort  debate,  on  Question,  "  That  tho  irorda, 
Ao.  1"  EtesoWed  in  tho  aSrmatiTc :  Bill 
read  3*  (No.  IIS) 

On  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  do  paaa  r  " 
Amendls.  made  ;  Then  tha  Queen's  consent 
and  the  DukeorCornicairs  consent  aigniSed 
b;  The  Marqncaa  of  Salisbury;  and  Bill 
p,ii*od,  nnil  sent  lo  the  Connnions 
0.  Read  r  •  {Mr.  IT.  U.  S-uiW)  July  33 

[Bill  339] 


i.y  Google 


(INDEX  ) 


TouLiHSOK,  Mr.  W.  B.  M.,  Frttton 
InoambcnU  Iteoignnlion  Act  (IS71)  Amend' 

ment,  Oomm.  el.  2,  SOIA 
Mnrrinvfs  Conflrmktian  (Antwerp),  311.  Molioi 

for  Adjanrnment,  2013 
Po»lOaiCB<Tolegraph  Department}— Forwnrd 

Ing  and  Receiiing  PriiAtB  Telagmms — The 

l.«ncashira  nod  Yorkahtra  Railwn]  Companf , 

220 
Snpp'T — Seoretnrj   of   Stato    Tor    the    EomD 

Depiirtment,  &a.  IOCS 
Truck.  CoLBid.  aid.  el.  1117,  837,  I0S6,  J090 

Trade  and  Commtree 

Britith  Tradt  in  Spai-t  an'f  tht  Spantth  Colo- 
met,  QueitiOD,  Mr.  Brrce;  Anairor,  Tho 
Under  Seoretarj  of  Stale  Tor  Foreign  Aff^iira 
(Sir  James  Fergusaan)  Juli/  7,  67 

Experti  and  Imporli  of  tht  Port  of  Dublin, 
QueatioD,  Sir  ThomuB  EimoDds  [Not  put] 
Jul!/  ID,  1310 

Trade  and  Commerce  in  the  Eatt—  The  Sitet 
Canal  and  the  Cape  of  (iood  Hope  Route, 
Queation,  Mr.  Lnbouohere;  Ani*cr,  I'he 
Seoreturj  of  Stale  for  >Var  (Mr.  E.  Slan- 
bDpe)/Hly  31,  lOie 

Tramways  and  Pnblic  Companies  (Ire- 
land] Acta  Amendment  Bill 

(Cd&m(  yblan,  Mr.  Jamti  O'Brien,  Mr.  Foley, 

Mr.  SAitiy) 

e.  Read  3°  yuljr  11,  435  [Dill  163] 

Tramways  Frovisional  Orders  [No.  1) 

Bill  (Boron  Htnry  De  Wormi, 

Mr.  Jaeiton) 
c.  Ro.id  3°,  after  ahort  debate  July  10,  1320 

[Bill  267] 

/.  Read  1  ■  ■  ( lord  Stanley  of  Pretton)  July  3 1 

(Ko.  181) 

Tramways  FroTimonai  Orders  (No.  3) 

Bill  {i-erd  Stanley  of  Preiton) 

I.  Read  3«  •  July  7  (No.  133) 

Roy.-it  Aaient  July  IS  [SO  &  SI  Viet.  e.  oxiiitj 

Treabl-ry— Pirat  Lord  (tee  Smith,  Eight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 


Tbbasdby — Secretary  to  (see  Jaokso.-t 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Truck  Silt 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Bradlnugh  :  Ansncr,  Tlie  FJrit 
Lord  of  tho  Treaaurf  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
July  II,  8S9 

Track  Bill  [Mr.  Bradlaagh, 

Mr.  IFarminjton,  Sfr.  John  Etlie,  Mr. 
Arthur  IFilliami,  Mr.  Seward  Vincent. 
Mr.  Bttltmortt) 

e.  As  amcDilcd,  ooniiderod  July  12,  QIO  ;  niter 
debntc.  Further  Proceeding  on  Conaidor.i- 
tion,  na  amended,  delurred         [bill  2DD] 


Traci  Bili—nont. 
Farther  Proceeding  retumcil  July  13.  lOTI 
IteAd  3°,  nfier  ihort  debato  Jufy  1 3,  IMS 

/.  ICead  l'"(/^«I  Haemfjhlen}  Jitty  10 

(No.  ITS) 

Tnulee  Savtngt  Baiili— Cardiff  TrMeii 
Savings  tank — A  Royal  Committin 
Qaeatien,  Mr.  Unwell;  Aniirpr,  The  FiM 
Unl  of  (he  Trensurr  (Mr.  W.  H.  Saitki 
July  a,  32\  :  Qaeationa,  Ur.  Howrll,  Mr. 
Arthar  O'Connor  J  Anxrerf,  Tlx  CkaMdhr 
of  the  Kieheq-ier  (Mr.  Uoteben)  /■'«  U. 
771 

Tmstee  Saving  Banks  Bill 

(i{r.  Jaekioa,  Mr.  Cheneeller  of  the  Extirqaer, 

The  FirtI  Lord  of  the  Treaeary) 

c.  Ordered  :  real  !"  •  Ju/y  19  [Bill  SJl] 

Read  T  Jtdy  25,  30D1 

Tmsts  (Scotland)   Act  (1867>   Amnd- 
ment  Bill 

( The  Marqueti  af  Lothian) 
I.  Commilteo  ■  ;  Report  .AhI;;  9         (No.  HT) 
Read  3>  ■  July  1 1 
llo.<nl  Aaaent/u/ii  12    [SOtHVitt.tif] 

TiTiTE,  Mr.  J.,  We^tmeaU,  N. 

Ireland — Inland     Na ligation    and    Draiu|T— 
lliiera  Shannon  and  Broana,  Ills 
I.unatie     Asjluma —  Mulliiignr     DntriS 
Luniliu  Aajlum,  17S6 
Iriah  Land  lji«,  Cotnm.  ei.  I,  1070 

Turnpike  Eoads  (Sontli  Wales)  Bill 

{Mr.  Maitland,  Sir  Joeeph  Bailey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l-  >  July  10  [B:II3S3J 


Ttleb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarwumlk 

I  aland  or  the  Mauriliui— Lleatsnaat  Ot- 
vernorahip-Chargea  agaiDit  S>r  John  P«ft 
llannosar,  1 JST 

North  Sen  h'iilicrirs-Uatrage  lo  the  Nsla,^ 
el  Yarmouth  Fiihermen,  170:*,  I7C0 

Ulster  Canal  and   Tyrone  NaTV*ti*i 
Bill  {Mr.Jaekeen.eileed 

King-Barman,  Sir  Herbert  Maxieell) 
e.  Ordeiod  ;  re.id  1*  •  Ju'y  7  [Bill  3IJ] 

United  Stale)— Seif ire  of  t)u  Sriiiti 
Steam  Schooner  "Annie  Beck"  i» 
Alatkan  Water i 
^eition,  Mr.  OaJcn.  Powell :  Anawer,  Tbt 
Under  Seerstarj  of  Slate  for  Foreign  Afiuti 
(Sir  Jamei  Fcrguasou)  JiUy  31,  IGIB 

Uhivertilitt  (Scotland)  Sill 
Lcgiilation,  Questions,  Mr.  Mason  ;  Answer), 
'I'ho   Lord   Adioeato  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Mm* 
donald)  Jtdy  3,  SIO  ;  July  14,  Tse 


>v  Google 
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leeinalion  Act* — lapntonmtnt  ofRolert 

Etism,  of  SttUring 
QuMlion,  Mr.  Channing  ;  Aniver,  Tha  Secra- 

txrjorSl.iterortho  lloma  Department  (Ur. 

Mallliesa)  Ju y  U,34l 

ijTa&t  Act  Amendment  Bl'I 

Mr.  C.  Dykt  AeUnd,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Uany 
DaveapOTl,  Sir  Robeil  FaioUr,  Sir  John 
SeiMaaay,  Air.  Henry  WiUan) 
nil  oithdnwa  •  July  18  [Bill  IBS] 

iirett  Solieiiatioa,  Qaattion,   Mr,   M'Lnron ; 
Aniwcr,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.  AolAnd  Jnly  U,  TOT 

Ination  of  Lands  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [h.l.] 

{Tin  Xarqutu  of  Zclhion) 
'roaentiHl ;  read  1*  *  July  15        (Ko.  170) 
uod  3- Ju!v  19.1320 
ommiUcs*;  Iteport  Ju/jf  21 
ommitloe  *  (on  rt-eomm.) :  lUport  Jiili/  3J 

ittutla  and  BritM  Oui'ana — The  Di»- 
paUd  Boundary 
oeilion.  Sir  Tliomni  EamondB  ;  Anawer,  Tha 
Secnlarj  of  State  for  the  Coloniea  (Sir 
llanrir  Hollnod)  July  14,  TDS ;  Queation, 
Mr.  Walc  ;  Antvar,  'I'lie  Under  Seoretarr  or 
Stiite  for  Foreign  ASiir)(Sir  Jamea  t'orjjiii. 
MD)  Jv'y  %6,  liil 

CKNT,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffitli,  Cmlral 

anil  or  ths  Maaritiua—  t.ioutenant  Governor. 

abip — Charge!  ngaiait  Sir  JoUa  Pope  Ilon- 

neaiy.  77* 

wand  rolic«{Metropolil)— Arreit  of 

Caia  —  Etaminalion   of    Poliee    CooBtablo 

Bndaoolt.  1169.  1770,  ITTI.  IITS 

rka  (Motropolis)— Seal!  in  tba  Mali,  1159 

clinio.il   and  CoinDioroial   Eilueation— Em- 

plajment  ofForeifnera  in  London,  1313 


<il  Stmiet  SxaminatifH  —  Nolieet,  Quel- 
ion,  Mr.  T.  E.  Eilia :  Aoiwer,  The  Score- 
nr;  la  t lie  Treat urj  (Ur.  Jaokaon)  Ju/y  11, 
al  i  July  I*.  783 

ruhe  Agitation 

airy  into  the  Mockdrt  Riot — The  Cotnmii- 
ioner,  Qoealiona.  Mr.  Kenjon,  Ur.  Oaborne 
lorgnn,  Mr.  T.  E.    Ellii  i  Anavera,   The 

ecreur;  or  State  for  the  iloma  UEpirt- 
.ODt  ( Mr.  Mntthewa)  Jtdy  7.  71  ;  Queaiion, 
[r.  Uoiren  Etowlanda ;  Aniwer,  The  Seere- 
iTj  of  State  for  the  llonia  Departtneut 
Vlr.  Mattheva} /u/y  8,331 
'(  at  Llangwm,  Qaeation,  Ur.  T.  E.  Ellii  i 
nawer,  Tha  SaoroUr;  of  Stato  tor  the 
ODie  Department  (Mr.  Uatlbevi)   July!, 

Trial  of  the  liiolert,  Queatloni,  Mr. 
owen  Ro»lBnili,Mr.T,£.  Ellla  ;  Answera, 
ho  Secrotnrr  of  Stale  for  the  Home  De- 
atmeat  (Mr.Malthena)  July  ]2,6lii 


Walet—Tha  Tithe  Agitation— conk. 

Trial  of  lite  Rioteri  at  Sulhin,  Qneition,  Mr 
Oiborno  Morgan;  Anaoer.  The  Seorolary 
of  State  for  the  ilome  Depnrtmont  (Mr. 
Matlhttn)  J„l,j  13,510;  IJueationa.  Mr.  T. 
E.  F.lll*.  Mr.  Kenfon,  Mr.  Dowen  Row- 
lnnd>,Mr.  I'ulciton :  Antvera,  The  Secre- 
tnri  of  Stain  for  the  Home  Qeprirlment  (Mr. 


^ar  Dtpartmmi — see  Army 

Wab  Depabtubnt— Seoretar;  of  State 
(«M  Stahhope,  Bight  Hon.  £.) 

Wae  Dbpaetment— Under  Secretary  of 
State  ((w  HARuie,  Lord) 

Wak  Depaetmknt — Financial  Secretary 
{luBdOnmcK,  Hon.W;St.  J.F.) 

Wakino,  Colonel  T.,  Bourn,  N. 

Ireland — Inland  Naiigatian    and    Drainage — 

GoTernmont  Subrention  of  £50,000,  1103 
Irl)b  Land  Law,  Conim.  1S07 

Water  Companies  (Segnlation  of  Povers) 

Bill  (Jfr.  Fulton,  Captain 

Colomb,  Mr.  C.  R.  Spencer) 
e.  Committoe  ;  Report  Ju'v  H,  891  [Bill  Ul] 

Conaidered  *  ;  read  3°  ^ufjr  15 
I.  Read  i*»  I  E^rl  of  Camperdemn)Jaly  IS 
Head  3'  •  July  3S  (No.  173) 

Water  Proviaional  Orders  Bill 

(  torrf  Stanley  of  Preiton) 
I.  Rojal  Aaaont  Ju'y  19  [SO  &  51  Viet.  o.  oiiir] 

WATeoM,  Lord 

LcgitimaeT    Dcolaration   Aot  (1858)  Amend- 
ment, 3  R.  1337 


Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glatgow,  Camlachw 
Britiib  Guiana  and  Voneiuala— The  Bouadarj 

Qneation.  18S7 
Enrniah— Rubf  Minea,  700,  949 
I.ondon  Brokera'  Ueliof  Act — A  Rayat  Com- 

miaaion,  1599 
War   Offloo   (Snnil    Arms) -Migaitao   Kiao, 

1890 

^AYS  AND  MEANS 
B*:ite—NambeT  of  Spirit  Oroeeri  in  Ike  Me- 
trvpjtitan  Fdiee  Dittrict,  Z>u5h'ii,  Q,Deatioo, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet:  Aoaver,  Tha  Parlia. 
mentnry  Under  Seoretarj for  Iroland(Colonel 
King-Harmon);  Queation,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lair, 
son  [No  raplf]  July  3S.  1870 
JiKome  Tea~Uetam*  ef  Fertoni  EmpUiyed 
by  Joint  Stock,  §ro.  Companiei,  Qiieation, 
Mr.  Salt:  Anawar,  The  Secretarj  to  the 
Tr<;asarj'(Mr.Jack«OD)/uIySl,  1588 


Imi. 
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Win  iND  Miiiii — tsnl. 

Juland  RevemuDepartauiil—" Ride"  O^teri, 
Queilinn,  Mr.  Dcatjr  :  Anawer,  The  Secre- 
Urr  (o  Ihs  Troaiurj  (Mr.  JackionJ  Jiili/  IB, 
1330 

Webster,  SirK.  £.  (Attorney  QenQral), 
i»i)  of  {Tight 
Corrupt  rraclieea   Act— Alleged   Perionntion 

ID  NorLli  llanlB,  1893 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  3R.  Ul 
High  CoBTt  of  JoiliOB — "  Billing  v.  Brpgden," 

1 000 
Incumbent!  Reiignation  Aot  (1871)   Amend- 
ment, Comm,  3013 
Iriili   LbdiI   l.itw,  Comm.  el.  I,    19SS.   1994, 

2000 
I^w  of  ETidenes  Araendrn«nt,  21t.  151,  15S, 

199,163,400,  171.  4T1 
Lav  knd  Juttioo— Onlhs    "  irilhout  Iteligioua 

Bolief,"  308 
Lawiind  Polica— "  Bajrui  f.  Satilla"— Snm- 

montei  in  the  Marlboi'oiigki   Street  I'olioe 

CouH,  T59 
Mnrgnrine  (FrsuduUnt  Sale),  Camm.  el.  1,  187 
Uarrbgei    (ALtondance   of    Ucgislraia),  SR. 

SOOO 
MsrriagoB  Confirmntion  (Aotwcrp},  3R.  3014 
WetropolitaQ    Fire    Brigade  —  DeBoicncj'    of 

[Io^ae^  773 
Psrliament— Privilege— Complaint  (Rr.  Tan- 
ner). Rea.   1181,   1181,  ISSI,   iea3,   1G53, 

leil 
Pdi  liament — Seaaional    Orderi  —  Interfereneo 

oF  Peers   at   Etectiona — North    Fnddingtoti 

Eleelion,  Re>.  3?0,  371 
Folico  Force  Enrranobiaement  Aet — Rogiitra- 

tion,  773 
Sheriffa  (Oonaolidntioa),  3R.  S03 
Trpclt,  Donald,  add.  el.  013,019,039  ;  Molioo 

for   Adjournmsnl,  038,   lo;3.   1071.   1070, 

1081,  10S7:    el.   1,   109S;  el.   7,   Amendl. 

1000:   el.    11,  Ameodt.    1100;    Soliedule, 

Amendt.  ii, 
WbI™  —  Tithe    Agitation  —  Dliturbances    nt 

Linngwm.   1310,   1350,   135S,    1307,   1361, 

1333,  1370,  1371 


WEUYBa,  Earl  of 

Armj    (Re-organiiation),     Poatponement    of 

Motion,  1103;  Motioa  for  n   Paper,   1743, 

ITBl 
Criminal  Ltir  Amendment  (Ireland),  3R.  Illl 
Crofien      Uoldingi     (Scatiund),    Commons' 

Amendti.  Cooaid.  30T 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Mijeaty'a  Reign,  Colobrn. 

tian  of— Natal  Itsiiov  off  Spithead,  U91 
Margarine  (Fraudulent  Snlv),  3 1{.  1S78 
Idetropolitan  Open    Spaces   Acta    Kitensioa, 

Report,  «(.  3,  1335 
Palace  of  W  eat  minster— Central  Uall-Statua 

of  the  late  Earl  of  Iddealcigli,  403 
Quarries,  3K.  333 
Smoke    Nuiaanoo     Abalcment    (Metropolis), 

Comtn.  1574,  1849 


West,  Colonel  W.  C,  Dtnligh,  W. 
Supptj — Ciiil  Scriicei  and  Rareaua  D«pa 

ments,  099 

Western  Aatiralia — Rtiignation    of  . 
Memman,  Attorney  General 

Question,  Mr.  Ilennikcr  UealoD  ;  Answer. 

Srcretnrf   of   Stnte  for    the    Colooica  I 
Henr/  Uollaod)  July  31,  1005 

Wett  Iitdiet — Barlitioet — Th*  J^itUUiMm 
Cotineil — Hailitag  and  Water  Com-M 
paniet 

Question.  General  Sir  George  BaKbnr :  Aa-  I 
swcr.  The  Secrettrr  of  Stale  Tor  the  Colv  1 
nies(Sir  Uenrj  Holland)  July  II,  333 

Whitbbbad,   Mr.  8.,  Bedford 
I'arliiment— PriTilege— OompUint   (Dr.  Tan- 
ner), Rea.  1063 
SuppI;— Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  17M 

WniTLEY,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool,  Ev^rton 
Margarine   (Fraudulent   Sale),  Comm.   el.   1, 
18i  i  cl.  1,  300 

WHixaoRB,  Mr.  0.  A.,  CheUea 

l.ocnl  Government  Board — Institution  of  a 
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